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LOEDS,  THUESDAY,  JANUAEY  27.  l^ag^ 

MEETING  OP  THE  PAELTAMENT— 
The  Parliament  opened  by  Commission. 

fl^ct  ^ajcstg'g  iWost  (Sracioug  Speecf)  delivered  by  The  Lord  Chancellor  3 

Boll  of  the  Lords — 

Garter  King  of  ^rm%  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table  (in  the  usual 
manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the  Second  Session  of  the 
Twenty -fourth  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom :  The  same  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge — Singly  took  the  Oath. 

SelectV  estries— 

Bill,  proformdy  read  1'. 

The  late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh — Observations,  The  Prime  Minister  and 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
Earl  Granville,  Earl  Eortescue  . .  . .  . .         fl 

aiitircgg  to  3^ec  Plajegtg  on  f^et  iWost  ffitacioujj  Speecft— 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by  The  Lord  Chancellor  ; — 
An  Address  to  Her  Majesty  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl  q/"  JErittf— (the 
Motion  being  seconded  by  Viscount  Torrington)  . .  . .       10 

After  debate,  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dietentiente,  and  ordered  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

Ghaibman  of  Committees— The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  ap- 
pointed, nemine  coniradicente,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
House  for  this  Session. 

Oommittbe  for  Prtvileges — appointed. 

Sub-Gommittbe  for  the  JovENAza^appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — appointed.  [8.O.] 
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Double  Return- Londonderry  City  and  Longford  (North) — 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Justin  McCarthy,  esquire,  electing 
to  serve  for  Derry  City. 

Elections — Sessional  Orders — 

Moved,  '*  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of  the  liherties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parliament,  or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not 
being  a  Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not  having  declined  to  serve 
for  any  county,  city,  or  borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself  in  the 
Election  of  Members  to  serve  lor  the  Commons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any 
Peer  of  Ireland,  at  snch  Elections  in  Great  Britain  respectively  where  such  Peer 
shall  appear  as  a  Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be  proposed  to  be  elected ; 
or  for^  any  Lord  lieutenant  or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail  himself  of  any 
authority  derived  from  his  Commission,  to  influence  the  election  of  any  Member  to 
serve  for  the  Commons  in  Parliament "  ,  •  .  •  ••56 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Privileges^  Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privileges  be  appointed. 

Oatlawries  Bill- 
Bill,  "  for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clandestine  Outlawries/'  read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NOTICE    OF    MOTION. 


pAKTJAiCENTARY  Peoosdube — Notico  of  Motion,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .       57 

Bbsignation  op  the  Eight  Hon.  Lord  Handolph  Churchill — Personal 
Explanation,  Lord  Pandolph  Churchill ;  Observations,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .       67 
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SbtiTCM  to  |l{rr  fHajcsts  on  f^er  iHoit  (5raciou0  Zfutii  —  [First 
Nioht] — 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by  Mr.  Speaker  ; — An  humble 
Address  thereon  moved  by  Viscount  Weymouth — (the  Motion  being 
ieeondid  by  Mr.  G.  W,  Balfour)  . .       77 

After  long  debate,  3f&ved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumod," — 
{Colonel  8aund€rson:) — Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  i^  To* 
morrow. 

Pa&liamekt — Business  of  the  House — Question,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .     145 

[12.80.] 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  J^VNU/MtY  28. 
CoyyniEE  op  Selection  nomtVa/^^: — ^List  of  the  Committee  ••     145 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

[Jdnuari/  28.]  Paf;$ 

Military  Armaments  and  Organization— Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Wemyss,  Lord  Ellenborough,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
Viscount  Sidmouth ;  Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Lord  Harris)  . .  . .  . .  . .     145 


Frobation  of  First  Offenders  Bill  ln.h.']—Pre*ented  {The  Earl  of  Belmore) ;  readl* 

(No.  3)  ..  ..  ..  ••  ..159 

Christcharch  (Sonthamptoii)  Charter  (Correction  of  Error)  Bill  [n.L.]— /'r#- 

tented  {The  Lord  President) ;  read  1»  (No.  4)  ..  ..  ..169 

Women's  Suffrage  Bill  \i\.i..'\— Presented  {The  LordDenman) ;  read  1»  QNo.  6)  ...    159 

[5.30.] 

COMMONS,   FRIDAY,  JANUARY  28. 
Q  UE8TI0NS. 


BuRMAH  (Upper) — Military  Occupation  of  the  Ruby  Mixes— Question, 
Mr.  Cremer;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     161 

Thb  Treasury  and  the  Bank  of  England — Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)       . .  . .     162 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— The  Volunteer  Capitation  Committee  — 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)       . .  . .  . .  . .     162 

Admiralty — Accountant  General's  Department— Question,  Mr.  Burt; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  163 

The  Charity  Commissioners- Non-Representative  Bodies  —  Question, 
Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  • .  . .  . .  . .  . .     164 

Marriage  Law  (England  and  Scotland) — Question,  Mr.  Knowles;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)     . .  . .     164 

Canada  and  the  United  States — The  Fisheries'  Disputes— Question, 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .  , .     165 

Evictions  (Ireland)— The  Glenbeigh  Evictions— Question,  Mr.  T.  Fry; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)         165 

Land  Act  (Ireland) — Report  of  the  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Lea; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)         1 68 

Irish  Land  Commission  —  Judicial  Rents  —  The  Returns  —  Question, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)..  ..  ..  ..  ..168 

EvxcriONS  (Ireland) — The  Returns — Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .     168 

Dispensary  Districts   (Ireland) — Mohigeela  —  Question,   Dr.   Tanner ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)         169 

Thb  Belfast  Riots — The  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission — Questions, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..169 

Mines  Regulation  Act — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Burt;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .     170 

TuE  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)       . .  . .     170 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[January  28.]  J^age 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


aWtew  m  anafaet  to  f^et  Ptajejstg'g  iWfl»t  ffiracioua  Speed&— Adjourned 
Debate  [Second  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th 
January  :] — Question  agaiu  proposed  : — Debate  resumed  . .     170 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (J/r. 
Bradlaugh  :) — Motion  agreed  to  i-^JyobdiiQ  further  adjourned  iiW  Monday 
next. 
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Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill— 
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Ricks-Beach,  Mr.  Jackson);  prescfited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1.] 
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Majesty  that,  inasmuch  iis  the  expenses  of  the  prolonged  occupation  of  Egypt  by  a 
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Amendment: '' — The  House  divided;  Ayes  247,  Noes  127;  Majority 
120.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 
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in  Egypt  is  a  cause  of  suspicion  and  irritation  to  Continental  Governments,  and 
calculated  to  weaken  the  influence  of  this  Country  in  the  Councils  of  Europe, 
humbly  to  pray  Her  Majesty  to  take  immediate  steps  for  recalling  the  whole  of  Her 
Forces  from  Egypt  *  be  there  inserted,'*— (J/r.  Cretnei\) 
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Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Sih  para^cntph,  to  insert  the  words,  ''Bat  humbly  to  represent  to 
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Orkney  Beads  Bill  {by  Order)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Lodds)  . .   1199 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'upon  this  day  six  months," — (J/r. 

Zyell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— ^After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  219, 
Noes  139  ;  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 
.    MaiA  Question  pi\t.: — Bill  read.i^  second  time,  and  committed. 
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Moved,  ''  That  the  Order  for  the  Third  Eeading  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion To-morrow,"— ^iS«>  Charles  Forster)  . .  . .  . .   1886 

Motion  agreed  to  .--^Third  Eeading  deferred  till  To-morrow, 
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aWregg  ia  anglnet  to  f^er  jWajcstg'g  iWa&t  ffltacioug  Speecfi— Adjourned 
Debate  [Thibteenth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  reBuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  January :] 
— Question  again  proposed : — Debate  r^^um^i^  ..  ..   HlTi 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  to  insert  the  words— ''And  humbly  to  express 
regret  that  it  is  not  proposed  to  inquire  into  the  exceptional  position  of  agricultural 
holders  in  Scotland  hound  under  nineteen  years'  leases,  contracted  and  entered 
upon  prior  to  the  recent  serious  fall  in  the  prices  of  all  ag^cultural  produce ;  a  fall 
which  has  rendered  stipulated  rents  inequitable,  and  in  many  cases  impossible,  under 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  Gounti^  ;  the  operation  of  which  leases,  especially 
those  still  covered  by  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  tends  to  prevent  the  full  development  of 
the  productive  capabilities  of  the  land," — {Mr,  EssUmont)  . .  •  •    1425 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  long 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  96,  Noes  198; 
Majority  102. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  ,.1471 

Gbeat  Britain — Local  Home  Eule — Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  12th  paragraph,  to  insert  the  words — '^  But  humbly  to  submit  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  affairs  of  the  Bealm  have  out-grown  the  capacity  of  this  House ; 
andf  humbly  to  pray  of  Her  Majesty  to  invite  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  consider  and 
submit  to  Parliament  Measures  whereby  great  part  of  the  special  affairs  of  Scotland, 
and  of  other  parts  of  Great  Britain,  may  be  relegated  to  bodies  representing  the 
several  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  and  the  excessive  burden  on  this  House  may  be 
TQ^evediy*— (Sir  Oeoi-ge  Campbell)       ..  ..  ••  ••1479 

Question    proposed,     **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  '* — ^After 

debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Moved^  '^  That  the  Debate  be  now 

adjourned," — {Dr,  Cameron:) — Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  furUer  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


Metropolis  Management   Acts    Amendment  (No-  2)   Bill  —  {Mr.  Oetavius 

Morgan^  Mr,  OiUiatt  Mr,  Kimher) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  167]        . .    1493 

Allotmenta  and  Cottage  Oardens  Compensation  Bill— (5"'  Edward  BirUeek, 

Mr.  Fineh'Hatton,  Sir  Henry  Selwiii'Ibbetson^  Mr,  Gurdoiif  Viaccunt  Curzotif  Sir  Savilc 
Crosslepf  Mr.  Korton);  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  167]  .•  ..    1493 

[12.40.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  FEBRUARY  15. 
Glebe  Lands  BUI  (No.  16)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7!^^  Viscount  Cross)  . .   1494 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitied  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  \st  of  March 
next. 

Police  Acts  (Leieland) — The  Coeporation  of  Limerick — Extra  Police 
— Question,  Observations,  The  Duke  of  St.  Albans  ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan) : — Short  debate  thereon       ..  ..   1603 
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Clmrcli  Sites  (CompnlBory  Powers  Bepeal)  Bill  [nx.]— Pm^^^rf  (The  Lord 
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[6.g0.] 
COMMONS,    TUESDAY,    FEBEUAET    15. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

BelfaBt  Main  Drainage  Bill  {Jby  Order) — 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"  —  (S»r  Charlee 
Foreter)           ..                     ..                     ..                     ..  ..   1519 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  fo;~  Queen's  Consent 
signified : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Sutton  Lisiriet  Water  Bill  {hy  Order)^ 

Movedf  ^*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Sir   Charles 

Forster)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1526 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor,) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  debate.  Moved,  '*That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 

T,    F,  O'Conjwr:)— Question    put: — The  House  divtded ;    Ayes   99, 

Noes  224;  Majority  125.— (Div.  List,  No.  7.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .   1542 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : 

— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

QUESTIONS. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DA  Y. 

^VtxtM  tit  2ln0fDrc  to  fs^tt  ^ajesiig's  fflosii  ffiracious  Speech— Adjourned 
Debate  [Poubteenth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  January :] 

—Question  again  proposed:— Debate r««Mm^i  ..  ..1571 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tlie  end  of  the  12th  paragraph,  to  insert  the  words—*' And  humbly  to  represent 
to  Her  Majesty  that' recent  events  in  Skye  and  Tiree,  and  the  general  administration 
of  justice  in  the  Highlands,  have  caused  serious  concern  to  the  people  of  Scotland, 
and  demand  full  inquiry,'*— (Z?r.  C^w^-zow)  .,  ..  .,   1592 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  '* — After  short 
debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Mahony :) 
— After  further  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided :  Ayes  87, 
Noes  112;  Majority  25.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted ''  1605 
After  debate.   Moved,    "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Eunt&r:)  —  After  further  short  debate,    Motion  agreed  to: — Debate 
further  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Pabliament— Arrakoement  of  Public  Business — Observations,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) : — ^Short  debate  thereon      . .  1648 

MOTIONS. 
Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing  Boats)  Acts  Amendment  Wl—Ordired  {Baron 

Htnrif  J)t  Wbrmt,  Mr.  Jaekion,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) ;  pretented,  and  read  the  first 
time  XBiU  168]  ..  ,.  ,,  ,.  ..     164» 

Waste  Lands  (MinUlg)  'BXXL— Ordered  {Afr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Sir  John  Swinhume,  Mr. 
Bradktugh,  Mr,  Patdton,  Mr,  Howell,  Mr,  Fenwiek)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiUl69]  ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..     1649 

Pariah  Allotments  Committees  Bili—Ord^ed{Mr,  Cobb,  Mr,  Channing,  Mr,  Fuller, 
Mr,  Jamee  EUit,  Mr,  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Thomag  EUie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
[BiUlTO]  ,,  ..  ..  ..  ..     1649 

[12.40.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  PEBEUABY  16. 
Obdbbs  op  the  Day — 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day,— (iff.   William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

%Vtntm  m  flnsfnrc  to  fl)rt  ^ajeslg's  f&^^i  (Kractouis  Speecfi— ADjoxmicED 
Debate  [Putbbnth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [15th 
February:] — Question  again  proposed,  *'That  those  words  be  there 
inserted : " — Debate  reeumed  • .  1649 

After  long  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  136,  Noes 
253;  Majority  117.-(Div.  List,  No.  9.) 

Kain  Question  again  proposed  ..  •.  ••  1712 

Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr*  iS^^:)— After 
short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock^  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To^morrm. 

VOL.    OCCX.      [third  SERIES.]  [     ^      ] 
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Municipal  Rates  Assessment  BUl—Ordered  (Mr,  Rowntree,  Mr.  Djdds,  Sir  Albert 

BoUit,  Mr,  Craig) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  173]  , .  .  •     1714 

[5.60] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  17. 

Resignation  of  the  Eaul  op  Dunraven — Personal  Explanation,  The  Earl 

of  Dunraven  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  (The  Marquess  of  »Salisbury)  1715 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  (No.  15)— 

Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order)    .  •  . .  . .  1726 

Further  Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read  3'  To'iiwrrow ;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.    (No.  25.) 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.}— iV^MM^if  {The Lord  Bramtoell);  read  1* 

(No.  23)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ••   1727 

Joitices'  Jurisdiction  Bill  [h.l.]— P/*w«^  (TA*  ZordBrammU);  read  1*  (No.  24)    1727 

[5.15.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  17. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


AmhUiide  Railway  SiU  {by  Order) — 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (^tr  Charlet  ti^nUr)  1728 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  <*now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr, 

Bryee,) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ajes  189,  Noes 

177;  Majority  l2.-.(Div.  List,  No.  10.) 
^  ■  to ;— BUI 


Question  put,  and  ayreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

QUESTIONS. 


BuBHAH  (Upper)— The  Military  Expedition— Question,  Mr.  Biohard; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Qorst)  . ,  1748 
Tbx  Irish  Land  Commission— Suoo  County- Question,  Mr.  Mulholland ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  , .  1749 
Thx  Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration — The  Volunteers — Question,  Colonel 

Laurie  j  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  f  Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  1749 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IFebnuify  17.  J 

IvoouE  Tax — The  Mariusd  Women's  Pbopbrty  Act— Question,  Captain 

Selwyn;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)     . .   1750 

Egypt — ^Wab  Decorations  to  the  English  Troops  —  Question,  General 
Sir  William  Crossman  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  . .  ..  ..  ..  ..   1750 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  —  Eathdrum  Union  —  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  ..  ..  ..  .,   1750 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Greystones,  County  Wioklow 
— Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  ..  ..  ..   1751 

Public  Beoobd  Office — Inspection  of  Irish  Becords — Question,  Sir 
Charles  Bussell;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .   1752 

Post  Office — Investments  in  Qovernment  Securities  of  Small  Sums — 

Question,  Mr.  Bartley ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Oeneral  (Mr.  Eaikes)  1752 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department) — Army  Manufacturing  Accounts 
—  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)   ..  ..  ..  ..17523 

Post  Office — Distribution  of  Trade  Samples  through  the  Belgian 
Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master Oeneral  (Mr.  Eaikes)  ..  ..  ..   1753 

Commissioners  of  Endowed  Schools  (Ireland)— Abatement  of  Bents — 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..   1754 

Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrum — Case  of  Lambe— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)          ..                    ..  ..   1754 

Post  Office — ^Money  Order  Office — Remittances  from  Australia — 
Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton,  Mr.  O'Hea;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mi*.  Baikes)  ••  ..  ..   1755 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Act,  1885 — Payment  of  Officials — 
Question,  Mr.  Sheil ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..  ..175G 

Inspection  of  Irish  Fisheries — Collection  of  Statistics — Question,  Mr. 
J.  A.  Blake;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 75C 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)  —  The  Jury  System  —  Question,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1756 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Average  Cost  of  Prosecutions — Question, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..  ..   1757 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Cost  of  Prosecutions  at 
Winter  Assizes — Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .   1757 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland)  —  Sub-Inspector  Milling,  Cork  County  — 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  ..  ..  1757 

Admiralty  —  Defective  Weapons  —  Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets  — 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)     ..  ..  ..  ..  1758 

Tub  Irish  Land  Court — Sittings  in  County  Louth— Question,  Mr. 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  ..  ..  ,,  ..  ••   1758 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland) — Alleged  **  Police  Outrage  at  Hospital,  Co. 
Limerick  "— ^Question,  Mr.  Finuoano ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Cur  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)     ..  ..  ..  iToH 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

IFehruartj  IG.]  Pags 

Parliament — Business  of  tob  Hotjsb  (Rules  op  Procedure) — Notice  of 

Motion,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .   1714 

MOTIONS, 

0 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Extension  BUI— Oidered  {Sir  John  Luhbo$k, 

Mr.  jDalrymple,  Sir  Charles  Forafer,  Mr.  Houldsworthf  Mr.  Reid^  Sir  Albert  RoUit, 

Mr,  Salt) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  171]  •  •  • ,     1714 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Simultaneooa  Voting)   WX-Oniereti  {Mr.  H,  f. 

Beaumont,  Sir  John  St.  Anbyn,  Mr,   Craven) ;   presented ^  nnd  read  the  first  time 

[Bill  172]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1711 

Municipal  Eatei  Assessment  WW—Ordered  (Mr.  Rotcntre$f  Mr.  Djdds,  Sir  Albert 

Hollit,  Mr.  Craig) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  173]         . .  . .     1714 

[5.60] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  17. 

Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Dunraven — Personal  Explanation,  The  Earl 

of  Dunraven  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  1715 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  (No.  15)— 

Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order)    • .  . .  . ,   1726 

Further  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  3'  Ih-morrow;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.    (No.  25.) 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]— iv^w»<«?  {TheLwdBrmnmU)',  read  t* 

(No.  23)  ..  ..  ..  .,  ..    1727 

Jnitices'  Jurisdiction  Bill  [n.h.y^Presented  (The  Lord  BrammU)  \  read  1*  (No.  2i)     1727 

[5.15.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  17. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

AmhUiide  Raihcay  Sill  {by  Order) — 

Moved, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Sir  Charlee  ForeUr)  1728 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — (Jfr. 

Bryee.) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

—After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  189,  Noes 

177;  Majority  12.-(Div.  List,  No.  10.} 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

mitied. 

QUESTIONS. 


Bttbhah  (Upper)— The  Military  Expedition— Question,  Mr.  Biohard: 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)      . ,  1748 

The  Irish  Land  Commission— Slioo  County— Question,  Mr.  Mulholland ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  , .  1749 

The  Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration- The  YoLUNTErats— Question,  Colonel 

Laurie ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  f  Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  1749 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IFehrtuify  17.  J 

Inooiie  Tax — Thb  Marbisd  Women's  Pbopbrty  Act— Question,  Captain 

Selwyn;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)     . .   1750 

EoYPT — ^Wa»  Decorations  to  the  English  Troops  —  Question,  General 
Sir  William  Crossman ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope) . .  ..  ..  ..  .,  1750 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  —  Rathdrum  Union  —  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1750 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Greystones,  County  Wioklow 
— Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  ..  ..  ..   1751 

Public  Beoord  Office — Inspection  of  Irish  Begordb — Question,  Sir 
Charles  Bussell;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  1752 

Post  Office — Investments  in  Government  Securities  of  Small  Sums — 

Question,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Eaikes)  1752 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department) — Army  Manufacturing  Accounts 
—  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)   ..  ..  ..  ..1753 

Post  Office — Distribution  of  Trade  Samples  through  the  Belgian 
Post  Office— Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Eaikes)  ..  ..   1753 

Commissioners  of  Endowed  Schools  (Ireland)— Abatement  of  Bents — 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..   1754 

Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrum — Case  of  Lambe— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)          . .                    . .  . .   1754 

Post  Office — ^Money  Order  Office — Remittances  from  Australia — 
Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton,  Mr.  O'Hea;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . .  . .  . .   1755 

Beoistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Act,  1885 — Payment  of  Officials — 
Question,  Mr.  Sheil ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..1750 

Inspection  of  Irish  Fisheries — Collection  of  Statistics — Question,  Mr. 
J.  A.  Blake;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  ,.  ..  ..  ..   1756 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)  —  The  Jury  System  —  Question,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)         ..  ..  .•  ,.  ..   1756 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Average  Cost  of  Prosecutions — Question, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .  . .   1757 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Cost  of  Prosecutions  at 
Winter  Assizes — Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .   1757 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland)  —  Sub-Inspector  Milling,  Cork  County  — 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . .  1757 

Admiralty  —  Defective  Weapons  —  Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets  — 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)     • .  . .  . .  . .   1758 

The  Irish  Land  Court — Sittings  in  County  Louth — Question,  Mr. 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  ..  .,  ,.  ..  ..   1758 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland) — Alleged  **  Police  Outrage  at  Hospital,  Co. 
Limerick  " — Question,  Mr.  Finucano  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
fur  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)      ..  #•  ..  1759 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
lJf0brmrff  17.]  i>^* 

BoTAL  Irish  Cokstabulary  —  Achill  Petty  Sessions  —  Convictiok  of 
Policemen— Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .  ^  . .   IT60 

Aems  (Ireland)  Act— The  Bantry  District  —  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicjks-Beaoh)  . .   1760 

Police  Protection —  Hbgarty — Questions,  Mr.  Gilhooly;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)     . .   1761 

Contagious    Diseases   Acts  —  Effects  of  Suspension  —  Question,  Mr. 

Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  1761 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — ^The  Jury  System — Challenges  in  Crimi- 
nal Cases — "The  Queen  v.  Dillon  "—Question,  Mr.  Hlingworth; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .   1762 

Inland  Revenue — Inhabited  House  Duty — Lodging  Houses— Question, 
Mr.  Seale-Hayne;  Answer,   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 

Goschen)         . .  . .  .  •  . .  .  •  •   ^  '^^^ 

Army  —  Royal  Barracks,   Dublin  —  Insanitary  Condition — Question, 

Colonel  Hughes-Hallett ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 

(Mr.  Northcote)  . .  . .  . .  •  #   1763 

Cornish   and  Devon   Mines  —  Insanitary    Condition  —  Question,   Mr. 

Conybeare  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 

(Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1768 

Thb    Jury  System   (Ireland) — Marked  Panels— The    Jurors'    Acts — 

Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) . .  . .  . .    1 764 

The  Parks  (Metropolis)  — Greenwich  Park — Question,  Colonel  Duncan ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . .    1764 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Ireland) — Question,  Mr.  P.  J,  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .    1 765 

Army — Case  op  Private  James  Qillen — Question,  Mr.  Peter  McDonald ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .   1765 

Collectors  of  Inland  Sevenue  (Ireland) —Question,  Mr.  Peter  M 'Donald; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)   . .  . .   1765 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) — ^Thb  Eiots  at  Belfast — Belfast  Private 

Act,    1865 — Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)     , ,  . .  . .   1766 

Merchant  Shipping — Eefuge  and   Life  Harbours— Question,  Admiral 

Mayne ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  . .  1767 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank — Limit  of  Deposits — Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Qenoral  (Mr.  Raikes)  ..   1768 

Admiralty— Pensions  to  Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines — Unclaimed 

Prize  Money,  &c. — Question,  Admiral  Mayne;  Answer,   The  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  ..  ..   1768 

BtJRMAH  (Upper) — ^Thb  Shan  (?hiefs— China— Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)       .  •    1768 

Burmah  (Upper) — The  Ruby  Mines — Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  . .   1769 

Salmon  Fishing    (Scotland) — Tweed    Fisheries   Acts  —  Question,  Mr. 

Thorbum ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  1770 

Limited  Liabilitiss  Acts  — Beoistration  of  Limited  Companies — Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  J.  M.  Madean ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  ^ .  . .  . .  . ,  1 770 

Admiralty — DBFBcrrivE  Weapons  —  Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets— 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)     ,.  ..  ..  ..1771 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — ^Tub  National  Portrait  Gallery — 
Question,  Mr.  Oochrane-Baillie ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  ..  ..  ..  ,.  1772 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[/VJrwary  17.]  rag4 

Metropolitan  Watbh  Supply — ^Tbe  AssEesMsiiT— Question,  Mr.  Wootton 
Isaaosoti ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..   1772 

Trees  (Ireland)— Bs*afjporesting — Qaestion,  Mr.  Marum  ;   Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .  1773 

Army  (Shall  Arms) — The  Lee-Burton  Magazine  Eifle — Question,  Mr. 

Watt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)   . .  1773 

The  Stationery  Office  —  Copyright  in  Government  Publications  — 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasnry 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1774 

The  Queen's  Jubilee  Oelebration^Clerks  and  other  Employes  in  the 
Civil  Service— Question,  Sir  Rohert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasnry  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..1775 

Trade  and  Commerce— International  Conference  on  the  Sugar  Bounties 
— Question,  Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1775 

Trustee  Savings  Banks — The  Bishop  Stortford  Bank — Question,  Mr. 

Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  I^ord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)      1775 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Paddington  Workhouse — ^Incarcera- 
tion OF  A  Female  not  a  Lunatic — Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corhet ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  . .  . .  • .   1776 

Paruambnt— The  New  EuLEs  OF  Procedure  (1882)— Rule  2  (Adjourn- 
ment OF  the  House) — Motion,  Mr.  Dillwyn;  Observations,  Mr.  Speaker  1777 

MOTION. 

Parll/^ment  —  Business    of    the    House  —  Rules    of    Procedure  — 

Resolution — 

Jiovid,  •*  That  tho  consideration  of  the  nroposed  Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of 
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Queetion   proposed,   "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — Alter 

further  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  158, 
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"  except  upon  the  Wednesdays  on  which  Bills  relating  to  Ireland  are 

set  down," — {Mr.  Parnell.) 
Question  propoised,   "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:"  —  After 

debate,   Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  107,   Noes  212; 

Majorify  105. 

IHvision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  •  •  . .  , .    1821 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAY. 

SWtifW  in  Snrfner  to  %tx  ^ajestg'«  tf  0»t  (Bracioiwj  ftpeecft— Adjoukked 
Debaik  [Sixtbbkth  Nioht] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adiourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  January :] 
— Question  again  proposed :— Debate  rf«tfm^(^  ••  ..1825 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[/>ir««ry  17.]  >iy# 

Addbbss  in  Akbwer  to  Hsu  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Spbeoh — eontintud. 

After  short  debate,  Movsd,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoamed,'' — (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor:) — ^After  further  short  debate,  Question  put: — ^The 
House  divided;  Ayes  119,  Noes  261;  Majority  142. — (Div.  list. 
No.  18.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  paragraph  12,  to  insert  the  words — **  Humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  the  want  of  employment  and  general  distress  prevalent  among  the  working 
claraes  in  England  and  Ireland  deserve  the  immediate  attention  of  this  House,  "^- 
{Ifr.Chx)  ..  .•  ..  ••  ,.    1S34 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted : "  —  After 
debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Question  be  now  put,"—(ib[r.  JFittidm  Henry 
Smith :) — ^The  House  divided:  Ayes  291,  Noes  81 ;  Majority  210. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  , ,    1945 

Question  put,  '^Thttt  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  84,  Noes  283 ;  Majority  199. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .    \^% 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Question  be  now 
put," — {Mr.  William  Benry  Smith ;)— The  House  divided:  Ayes  28». 
Noes  74 ;  Majority  215.— (Div.  List,  No.  16.) 

Main  Question  put :  —The  House  divided:  Ayes  283,  Noes  70 ;  Majority 
213.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.)  ^ 

Entry  in  the  Votes  ..  ..  ..  ^.    xg62 

Moved  J  **  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  draw  up  an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  upon  the  said  Resolution,"— (Jtfr.  WiUiam  Hennj  Smith)     *.  ,,    IB69 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
said  Resolution  : — List  of  the  Committee  < .  . .  ^.    1354 

MOTION. 


Petty  SeuionB  District*  fionndaries  (Ireland)  WX—ordtrtd  {Mr.  Tktmiu  out, 

Mr,  Shtil,  Mr,  M«h»Hy) ;  prtunted,  and  read  the  tint  tiiii*  [ Bill  1 74]  ,,    t  a tj 

[1.10.  J 


L  O  11  D  S  . 

a-O 

NEW  PEERS, 

Thursday,  January  27. 

John  Olenc^irn  Garter  Hamilton,  esquire,  created  Baron  Hamilton  of  Dalzell  in 

the  ooanty  of  Lanark. 
Edward  Maonaghten,  esquire,  Q.C.,  appointed  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary, 

under  the  provisions  of  The  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,  with  the  dignity 

of  a  Baron  for  life,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Baron  Maonaghten  of  Bunkerry 

in  the  county  of  Antrim. 

Thursday,  Febbvary  1 0. 

Percy,  Lord  Shute — ^Was  introduced  by  virtue  of  a  special  limitation  in  the 
J?atent,  &c.,  dated  17th  April  1880,  and  sat  first  in  Parliament  after  the 
death  of  his  brother  George  William,  Lord  Shute,  and  took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIEST. 

Thursday,  January  27, 

The  Earl  Amherst,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Earl  of  Strafford,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Lotd  Honkswell,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 
DuBma  Becsss. 

For  BrigkUm  Borough^  v.  David  Smith,  esquire,  deceased. 
For  Middhux  County  {Brettifard  Dkmon\  v.  Octavius  Ooope,  esquire,  deceased. 
For  Liverpool  Borough  {Exehange  Division),  r.  David  Duncan,  esquire,  deceased. 
For  Donegal  County  {Southern  Division),  r.  Bernard  Kelly,  esquire,  deceased. 

Thursday,  Jaihtary  27. 

For  Xlmt  County  {Dari/ord  Division),  v.  The  Bight  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 
baronet,  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education. 

For  Zongford  {Iforihem  Division),  v.  Justin  M^Car^,  esquire,  who  having^  been 
returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said  County  of  Longford  (Northern  Division), 
and  also  for  the  City  of  Londonderry,  elected  to  sit  for  the  City  of  Lon« 
donderry. 

For  Antrim  County  {Northern  Division),  f .  Edward  Maonaghten,  esquire,  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary. 

Friday,  January  28. 

For  Sligo  (Southern  Division),  v*  Thomas  Sexton,  esquire,  who,  having  been 
returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said  County  of  Sligo  (Southern  Division),  and 
also  for  the  Borough  of  Belfast  (Western  Division),  elected  to  si^  for  the 
Borough  of  Belfast  (Western  Division). 


NEW  WRITS  ISSVED'-continuid. 

IfONOAT,  JlXUABT  81. 

For  Th$  Bin'ovgh  of  8t.  O^orge^ty  Hanov$r  Squan,  v.  Algernoir  Maloolm  Arthur 
Percy,  eaqoirey  commonly  called  Lord  Algernon  Malcolm  Arthur  Percy,  who 
since  his  Election  for  the  said  Borough  hath  accepted  the  Office  of  Steward 
or  Bailiff  of  Her  Majesty's  Manor  of  r^orth^tead,  in  the  County  of  York. 

Monday,  Februabt  14. 
For  Burnley,  v.  Peter  Sylands,  esquire,  deceased. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thubsdat,  January  27. 

J!^r^A^on— William  Tindal  Robertson,  esquire. 
M%ddl$9$x  {Brmtfwrd  J)ivuiQn)—J9meB  Bigwood,  esquire. 

Friday,  January  28. 
Liverpool  {Exchange  Divimn) — Ralph  Neville,  esquire. 

Thursday,  February  3. 

County  of  Kent  {Dartford  Dhmon)'-The  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
baronet. 

Thursday,  Fsrruary  10. 
Borough  of  St.  Oeorge^t,  Hanover  Square — Right  Hon.  George  Joachim  Gtoschen. 

Ifbrth  Longford  DivUion  of  the  County  of  Longford  —  Timothy  Michael  Healj, 
esquire. 

South  Donegal  Division  of  the  County  of  Donegal-^-John  Gtordon  Swift  Mac  Neill, 

esqtdre. 
South  Sligo  Division  of  the  County  o/^S/tytf— Edward  Joseph  Kennedy,  esquire. 

Thursday,  February  17. 
Worth  Antrim  Division  of  the  County  o/^n/nm— -Oharles  Edward  Z^ewis,  esquire. 


THE   MINISTRY 

Of  the  Most  Noble  the  Maequess  of  SALISBUEY,  K.G., 
At   tee    Opening   of  the   Session  on   the    27in   January,    1887. 

THE  CABINET. 
^  F^^'^Affkira^  Secretary  of  State  fory^^^  ^^^  Marquess  of  Salisbuev,  K.G. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury        .        .        •    Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  England  .        •        •        Right  Hon.  Lord  Halsbuuy. 

liord  Chancellor  of  Ireland        •        •        •    Right  Hon.  Lord  Asubouuxe. 

Ix>rd  President  of  the  Council         •        •        Right  Hon.  Viscount  Ckanbuook. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer      .        .        •    Right  Hon.  Geouob  Joachim  Gosciiex. 

Secretary  of  .State,  Home  Department       •    Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies        •        Right  Hon.  Sir  Hbxry  Thurrtax  Holland,  Bart. 

Secretary  of  State  Tor  War        .        .        .     Right  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  .        .        .         Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cross,  (t.C.B. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant     .     Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks-Beach,  Bt. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  .        .        Right  Hon.  Lord  George  Francis  Hamilton. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and^ 

Vice   President   of   the    Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  Lord  John  James  Robert  Manners. 

Council  on  Agriculture        .        .        ,    ) 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade         .        .    Right  Hon.  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  K.G. 

^'Z  EdS^^n""^  '^^  Committeeof  Council  J  ^^^^^^  jj^^  gj^  William  Hart  Dyke,  Bart. 

^r^SBd^^^^^^^^  ^^^^'  ^-  ^—  •^-^  ^— 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board    Right  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Ritchie. 

^'BdS^''°*''  "!'  ^^?'*''"  !''''^  ^"^^'^}  ^'«^^  ^^^-  ^^^'^  ^^"^^^  Plunket. 
Lord  Privy  Seal Right  Hon.  Earl  Casooan. 

/Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury        .       *        •        .<  Colonel  William  Hood  Walrond. 

(sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell. 

r  Admiral    Sir  Arthur   W.  Acland  Hood,    Vico 
T  «j-^«*v.«  A^»*..»u  I     Admiral  Sir  Anthony  Hoskinr,  Vice  Admiral 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty      .        .        .        .j     qr^ham,   Captain   Lord    Charles   Bbresford, 

(^     Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 
Joiut  Secretarie.  to  the  Treasury   .        .     {^^^^.^Z'^l^T^i^. 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty         .        .        .  Arthur  Bower  Forwood,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trado     .        .  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  Walter  H.  Long,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department      .  Charles  Bbilby  Stuart-Wortlby,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Sir  James  Ferousson,  Bart. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Dun  raven. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  ....  Right  Hon.  Lord  Harris. 

Under  Secretary  for  India      ...  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  Q.C. 

Paymaster  General     .        .        .        •        •  Right  Hon.  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Postmaster  General         ....  Right  Hon.  Henry  Csca  Raikes. 

Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  .        .  Hon.  Henry  S.  Northcote. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department  Hon.  W.  St.  John  Brodrick. 

Jndge  Advocate  General        .        ,        .  Right  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott,  Q.C. 

Attorney  General Sir  Richard  Everard  Webster,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General iSir  Edward  George  Clarke,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  John  Hay  Athole  3Iacdonald,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General     .        .        ,        ,        .  Jambs  Patrick  Bannbrman  Robertson,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Londonderry. 

Lord  Chanoellor      .        .        .        •        •  Right  Hon.  Lord  Asubourne. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Hugh  Holmes,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General John  George  Gibson,  Esq.,  Q.C. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward         .....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mount-Edgcumbb. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 

Master  of  the  Horse       .        .        •        •  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland. 

Ti%Bi8nrer  of  the  Household        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household         .        •  Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gtentlemen  at  Anna  Right  Hon.  Visoount  Barrinoton. 

Captain  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard        «  Bight  Eoo,  Earl  of  Kintorb. 

miter  of  the  Buokhounds  ,       ,  Right  Hon.  Sari  of  CovB^rTaT. 

Chief  Equerry  ftnd  Olerk  Marshal     .       .  Lord  Alvubp  H.  Faobt. 

Ulftren  of  the  Bobei    ....  Her  Grace  the  Dncheai  o{  BPOCUVOK* 

TOIJ.  OOOX.  [thibp  ubixs.]  [   h    ] 


ROLL    OF    THE 


LORDS    SPIRITUAL    AND   TEMPORAL 


IN 


The  Second  Session  of  the  Twenty-Foukth  Parlla.ment 


OF 


THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


50o   VICTORIiE,   1887. 


m^U,— According  to  the  Usage  of  Parlianient,  when  the  House  appoints  a  Select  Com- 
miUeCf  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Rank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  so,  when  the  House  sendi  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
er.ee  with  the  Commons^  the  Lord  highest  in  Ranh  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  tvhen  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
ioty  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron, 


His  Eoyal  Highness  The  Prince  of 

Wales. 
His  Eoyal   Higlmess  Alfred  Ernest 

Albert  Ihike  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Boyal  Higlmess  Arthur  Willloi 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Oonnaught 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  Wiijjam 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 


Edward  White  Arclibisliop  of  Canter- 
bury. 

Hardinge    Stanley   Lord   Halsbury, 
Lord  High  Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook,    Lord 
President  of  the  Council. 

George  Henry  Earl    Cadogan,    Lord 
Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl  Marshal 
of  England, 

Archibald  Henry  Algernon  Duko  of 
Somerset. 

C     A2     ] 


EOLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


(yiiAiiLES  Henry   Duke  of  Richmond. 

Augustus   Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Qodolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Rutland. 

WiLLiAiki  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  oflfamilton.) 

WiLLL/LM  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

Wiluam  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Royal  Higlmess  Ernest  Augustus 
Wiluam  AdolphusGeorgeFbedebick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Richard  Plantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     Villiers      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Robert  Arthur  Talbot  Mai'quess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.  {Duh 
of  Ahercarn.) 

Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleynk  ^Farquess  of  Exeter. 

WiLLLiM  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

George  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of 
Cholmondeley. 

George  William  Thomas  Marquess  of 
Atlesbury. 


Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus    Constantinb    Mar- 
quess of  NORMANBY. 

George   Frederick  Samuel  Marquees 

of  RiPON. 

WiLLL\M  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 
Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
cuMBE,  Lord  Steward  of  the  Househoid. 

Edward  Earl  of3JATHOM,JZorrf  Chamber- 
lain^of  the  Household, 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Plantagenet 
Earl  of  Huntingdon. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

WnuAM  Reginald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Hsnby  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

Rudolph  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Lindsey. 
Harry  Earl  of  Stamford. 

George  James  Eail  of  Winchilsfa  and 
Nottingham. 

Edwyn  Francis  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

Wiluam  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
caster.  {Jhd'e of  Bucclfueh  and  QuHnt^ 
berry, ) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Aldred  Frederick  George  Bebesford 

Earl  of  SCARBROUGH. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 
Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

Wiluam  Henry  Earl  Poulbtt. 

John  Francis  IEbskine  Earl  of  Ma^. 
{Sleeted  for  Scotland.) 


8PIEITUAL  AND  TEMPOKAL. 


Sholto  Osorge  Watson  Earl  of  Mor- 
ton.    {Elected for  Scotland,) 

Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar  and 
ICellie.     {Elected for  Scotland,) 

Clxxwe  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  Kuxq- 
HORN.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Georoe  Earl  of  Haddington.    {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

John  Trotter  Eai4  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlie. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Alexander  Earl  of  Leven  and  Mel- 
ville.    {Elected for  Scotland,) 

Oeorge  John  Earl  of  Northesk.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Douglas  Mackinnon  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  DuNDONALD.  {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

George  William  Hamilton  Eai*l  of 
Orkney.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Tankerville. 

Charles  Wiohtwick  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Fr.vncis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Eail 
of  Macclesfield. 

Douglas  Beresford  Malise  Sonald 
Earl  Graham.     {Dide  of  Montrose,) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Is.iAC  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Carr  Earl  of  Buckingilvmshire. 

Wiluam  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Frrz- 

WILLIAM. 

Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Phiup  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Heginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Ware. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Badnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marquess  of  Downshire,) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
Wiluam  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 


John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Duke  of  Athole.) 

WiLLLA3£  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edc- 
cumbe.  {In  another  Place  as  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household,) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 

Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadog-*vn.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lftrd  Privy  Seal,) 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Vansittart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Edward  Nugent  Earl  of  Milltown. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Henry  John  Eeuben  Earl  of  Port- 
ARLiNGTON.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh  Earl  Ajwesley.  {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Olon- 
mell.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

George  Charles  Earl  of  Lucan.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

Somerset  Eichard  Earl  of  Belmore. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

James  Fr^^ois  Earl  of  Bandon.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

James  Earl  of  Caledon.  {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

B'kancis  Egbert  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 

William  George  Eobert  Earl  of 
Craven. 

William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 

Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 

Seymour  Jodn  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  J^vmes  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Eosse.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  M^vn- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Har- 

rowby. 
Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 

William  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 
Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 
James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 
Buownlow. 


ROLL  OF  THU  LORDS 


IIenry  Cobnwallis  Earl  of  Saint  Ger- 
mans. 
Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Cifarles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 
Fredekick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Jojix  Earl  of  Eldon. 

JviciiARD  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

George  Edward  John  Mowbray  Earl 
of  Stradbroke. 

Francis  Oiiarles  Earl  of  Kilmorey. 
{Elected for  Ireland,) 

Charles  Stewart  Earl  Vane.  {Marquess 
of  Londonderry.) 

"William  Archer  Earl  Amherst. 

John  Frederick  Vaugiian  Earl  Cawt)OR. 

William  George  Earl  of  Munster. 

Egbert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 
Camperdown. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 

Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 

IIenry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 

borough. 
James  Henry  Robert  Earl  Innes.  ( Diike 

of  Roxhurghe,) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles  William  Francis  Earl  of 
Gainsborough. 

Francis  Charles  Graitville  Earl  of 
Ellesmere. 

George  Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Straf- 
ford. 

Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 
tekham. 

William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 

Archibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 
{Earl  of  Eglinioun.) 

William  Humble  Eai*l  of  Dudley. 

John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Russell. 

John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

Richard  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

William  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Duffeiun. 

John  Robert  Earl  Sydney. 

Henry  George  Earl  of  Ravenswortit. 

Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granville 
Earl  of  WiiARNCLiFiii:.  | 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  NoRTiinEooK.     ' 
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Arthur  Wjlliam  Earl  Cairns. 
Edward  Robert  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytion. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Chamlerlain  of  the  JTome^ 
hold,) 

George  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 

RouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne. 

Walter  Staffori:  Earl  of  Iddesleigu. 

Alexander  William  George  Earl  of 
Fife. 

CoRNWALUs  Earl  de  Montalt. 

Robert  Viscount  Hereford. 

Henry  Viscount  Bolingbroke  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Viscount  Falmouth. 

George  Stanley  Viscount  Torringtox. 

Charles  William  Viscount  IjEinsteu, 
{Duke  of  Leinster,) 

Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 

Mervyn  Edward  Viscount  Powerscourt. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

James  Viscount  Lifford.  {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

Henry  William  Crosbie  Viscount  Ban- 
gor.    {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Hayes  Viscount  Doneraile.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

CoRNWALLis Viscount  Hawarden.  {EleC' 
ted  for  Ireland,)  {In  another  Place  as 
Earl  de  3fontalt,) 

Carnegie  Parker  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 

Henry  Viscount  Melville. 

William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

George  Frederick  Viscount  Temple- 
TOMTf.     {Elevted  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  Gordon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen,) 

Edward  Fleetwood  John  Viscoimt 
Exmouth. 

John  Luke  George  Viscount  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Donottghmore,) 

Richard  Somerset  Viscount  Clanca&tt. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Henry  Viscount  Comber- 
mere. 

Henry  Charles  Viscount  Canterbury. 

Rowland  Clegg  Viscount  Hill. 

CiL/oiLES  Stewart  Viscount  Harding£« 

George  Stephens  Viscount  Gough. 

Charles  Viscount  Eversley. 

Cjtarles  Lindley  A''iscount  Hai^fax. 

Alex^vnder  Nelson  Viscount  Bridpokt. 

Edward  Berkeley  Viscount  X'ortman. 


SPntlTUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Oathorne  Viscount  Crakbbook.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  President  of  the 
Council,) 

Robert  Yiscouni  Suebbrooke. 

BiCHARD    BiCKERTON    PeICELL    YisCOUUt 

Lyons. 

HCKRT     BOUVERIE     WlLLUM     YisCOUnt 

Hampden. 
Garnet  Josepu  Viscount  Wolseley. 
WiLUAM  John  Viscount  Oxenbridge. 

BiCHARD  ASSHETON  VlSCOUDt  CrOSS. 

Frederick  Bishop  of  London. 

JosEPu  Barber  Bishop  of  Durham. 

Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Winchester. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

James  Colquhoun  Bishop  of  Banoor. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester. 

Charles  John  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
AND  Bristol. 

Thomas  Leoh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

AViLLiAM   Connor    Bishop    of  Peter- 
borough. 
Harvey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Arthur  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Fielder  Bishop  of  Oxi!X>rd. 

liicHARD  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

Wiluam  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Anthony  Wilson  Bishop  of  Bochester. 

William  Dalrymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liverpool. 

Ernest  Boland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 

Bichard  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

George  Howard  Bishop  of  Truro. 

William  Bishop  of  Chester. 

GhsoRGB  Bishop  of  Southwell. 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  de  Bos. 
Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 
George  Manners  Tjord  Hastings. 
Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifford. 
Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Dacre. 
CiLuiLEs  Henry  Bolle  Loi*d  Clinton. 
BoBERT  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZOUCHE  OF  HaRYNGWORTH. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
REAUX.    {Earl  of  Loudoun,) 

Francis  Bobert  Lord  Camoys. 

Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 


Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 
Sackville  George  Lord  Conyers. 

Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Vaux  of 
Harrowden. 

Balph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 

Alfred  Thomas TowNSHENDLordBiu ye. 

Bobert  George  Lord  Windsor. 

William  Henry  John  Lord  North, 

St.  Andrew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso. 

Frederick  George  Lord   Howard  de 
Walden. 

WiLLiAU  Joseph  Loixi  Petre. 

Frederick  Benjamin  Lord   Sayb  and 
Sele. 

John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  War 

DOUR. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.    {Harl  of 
Darnley,) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer. 
George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 

Augustus  Frederick  Fitz-herbert  Lord 
Stafford. 

GEORGEFREDERICKWiLLLAMLordBYRON. 

Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of 
Chudleigh. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashford. 

Horace    Courtbnay    Gammell    Lord 
Forbes.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Charles     Willla.m     Lord     Sinclair. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Charles  Lord  Blantyre.     {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

Alexander  Hugh    Lord   Bali^our  of 
BuRLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Walter  Hugh  Lord  PoLWARTH.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

BiCHARD  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 

DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Mid- 

DLETON. 

Frederick    George    Brabazon     liord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  BesBhorongh,) 

Alfred  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 
George  Fix)raxce  Loixl  Boston. 

Charles  George  Lord  Lovell  and  Hol- 
land.    {Earl  of  Egmont.) 

George  Wlliam  Henry  Lord  Vernon. 

Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  SuNDRiDOE.   {Dulce 
of  Argyll.) 


feoiiL  OF  THE  LOEbS 


Edwaed  Heney  Julius  Lord  Hawke. 
Heney  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 
Aethue  de  Caedonnel  Lord  Dinevok. 
T11021AS  Lord  Walsingham. 
"NViLLLAM  Lord  Baoot. 
Cuaeles  Heney  Lord  Southampton. 


KoBEET  Lord  ClonbeocK.     {Elected  far 
Ireland,) 

Ghaeles  Maek  Lord  Headley.  (  Elected 

for  Ireland,) 

Edwaed  Heney  Chuechill  Lord  Crof- 
TON.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 


LEY. 

Geoege  Beidges  Haeley  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Philip  Eeginald  Lord  Somees. 

EicHAED  Heney  Lord  Beewick. 

Edwaed  Lennox  Lord  Sheeboene. 

John  Heney  De  La  Poee  Lord  Tyeone. 
{Marquess  of  Waterford,) 

Heney  Bentinck  Lord  Caeleton.     {Earl 

of  Shannon,) 

Cuaeles  Lord  Suffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Doechestee. 

Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 

Ciiaeles  Coenwalus  Lord  Beaybeooke.  j 

Edwaed  Lord  Fisheewick.      {Marquess  ' 
of  DonegalL)  f 

Heney  Chaeles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount  \ 
Gage,) 

Thomas  John  Lord  Thuelow. 

William  Geoege  Lord  Auckland. 

Chaeles  Geoege  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Heney  Geoege  Lord  Mendip.   ( Viscount 
Clifden,) 

Geoege  Lord  Stuaet  of  Castle  Stuaet. 
{Earl  of  Moray,) 

Alan  Plantagenet   Lord  Stewaet  of 
Gaelies.  ( Earl  of  Galloway,) 

James  Geoege  Heney  Lord  Saltees- 
FOED.     {Earl  of  Courtoicn,) 

William    Lord    Beodeick.      {Viscount 
Midleton,) 

Feedeeick  Heney  William  Lord  Oal- 
thoepe. 

Petee  Robeet  Lord  Gwydie. 

Chaeles  Robeet  Lord  Caeeinoton. 

William  Heney  Lord  Bolton. 

Oeokoe  Lord  Noethwick. 

Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilfoed. 

Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 


John  Richaed  Beinsley  Lord  Geant-  i  ^^f^  J^7^^  .^"^    Lanofoed. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Dayeolles    Blae:£N£y   Lord  Vintry. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

!  Heney  Feanois  Seymoue  Lord  Moorb. 
[      {Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 

^  John  Heney  Welungton  Geaham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely,) 

William  Lord   Caeysfobt.      {Earl  of 
Carysfort,) 

Geoege  Ralph  Lord  Abeeceomby. 

Chaeles  Edmund  Lord  Ellenboeough. 

Augustus     Feedeeick    Aethue    Lord 

Sandys, 
Heney  Noeth  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield.) 

William  Macnaghten'  Lord  Eeskine. 

Geoege  John  Lord  Monteagle.     {Mar- 
quess  of  Sligo,) 

Geoege  Aethue  Hastings  Lord  Geanaed. 
{Earl  of  Granard,) 

HuNGEEFOED  Lord  Ceewe. 

Lord  Gaednee. 


John  Thomas  Lord  Mannebs. 

John  Adel\n  Louis  Lord  HorExouN. 
{Earl  of  Mopetoun,) 

Richaed  Lord  Castlemaine.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

Chaeles  Lord  Meldeum.     {Marquess  of 

Muntly,) 
Geoege  Feedeeick  Lord  Ross.    {Earl  of 

Glasgow,) 

LowEY  Egreton  Lord  Geinstead. 
{Earl  of  EnniskiUen,) 

William  Hale  John  Chaei^es  Lord 
FoxFOED.     {Earl  of  Limerick,) 

Victoe  Albeet  Feancis  Chaeles  Lord 
Chuechill. 

Geoege  Robeet  C^vnnixg  Lord  Haeris. 

Regin.vld  Chaeles  Edwaed  Lord  Col- 

CHESTEE. 

ScHOMBEEo  Heney  Lord  Kee.  {Mar- 
quess  of  Lothian,) 

Edwaed  Loi*d  Dunsaxy.  {Elected  for  ;  Heney  Feancis  Loixl  Minstee.     {Mar- 

Irelfnid.)  quess  Conyngham,) 

Edwaed    Donouoh     Loixl  Inchiquin.   James  Edwaed  William  Theobald  Lord 

{Elected  for  Ireland,)  Obmonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde,) 

John    Thomas    Willlvm  Lord  Massy.    Feancis  Richaed  Lord  Wemyss.    {Earl 
{Elected for  Lcland,)  of  IVemyss.) 


StiBITilAL  ANb  TKMrOl^AL. 

JoHK    Strange     Lord     Claxbbassill.   Abchibald    Brab.vzon    Spakrow   Ix>rd 
{£arl  of  Boden.)  .     Woklixoham.     {Farl  of  Goiford.) 

"^^i/^  ^^7?^'^^^"^°^^^^'''    ^^"""^^  William  Frederick  Lord  Stbathedex. 

y      'w      •  T     ^  r\         i  Geoffrey  Dominiok  Augustus  Frede- 

Ci^TwoETHY  John  Eyre  Lord  Oriel.       ^^^  ^o^  Oranmore   and  Browne. 

(  T  fMcount  Massereene.)  I      ^Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh  Lord  Delamere.  t  w1  t 

Orlando  Watkin  Weld  Lord  Forester.  I 

John  William  Lord  Rayleigh.  William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

Edrio  Frederic  Lord  Gifford.  James  Molyneux    Ijoi*d    CnARLEMOXT, 

Hubert     George    Lord     Somerhill.       {Earl  of  CharUmont) 

{MarquesB  of  Cla nr i cards.)  i  Algernon    Hawkins    Tuomond    Lord 


Jambs  LuDovic  Lord  WiGAN.     {Earl  of  \     Kintore.     {Earl  of  Kintore.) 

Crawford  and  Balcarres.)  George  Ponsondy  Lord  Lismore.     ( Ff>- 

UcHTBR  John  Mark  Lord  Ranfurly.  '     <^^*^^  Lismore.) 

{Earl  of  Ranfurly.)  Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Ross- 

Oeorge  Lord  De  Tabley.  .     more. 

CHARLESSTUARTHENRYLordTENTERDEN.  j  BOBERT  SlLiPLAND  GeORGE  JuLIAN  Lord 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket.     !     Carew. 

William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes-  |  ^"^^"t^  ^^J;.^^^^^^    ^^"^^    Co^^™ 
^,^^  Lord  De  Mauley, 

bury. 

AiiCHiBAU)PinLn.Tx)rdRo8EBEEY.   {^Earl  i™!'.^!.^''."^.^'^''- 
of  Rosehery.) 


Charles  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sudk- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methukn. 

Hexry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley. 

William  Henry  Loixl  Leigh 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 


Richard    James    Lord    Clanwilliam. 
{Earl  of  Clanicilliam.) 

WiLLLVM  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William    Henry    Lord    Kilmarnock. 
{Earl  of  Erroll.) 

Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Fingall.    ,_.  tit 

{Earl  of  Fifufall.)  Wii^uJ^  Loiil  Lurgan. 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.    (^r/o/1  Thomas    Spring    I^rd   Monteaglk   of 

Sefton.)  :     Brandon. 

Robert  Bermingiiam  Lord  Clements.   James  Lord  Seaton. 

{Earl  of  Leitrhn.)  J^°^  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keaxe. 

Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      {Marquess    o/i  John  Lord  Oxenfoord.     {Earl  of  Stair.) 

HeadforL)  j  Hussey  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 

WiLLLiM   Lord   CH.WORTII.     {Earl   e/*,  Henry  William  Lord  Congleton. 

Mea  "')  T     1     TA  I  Dei^is  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmore.  |     Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Irelatid.) 

{Earl  ofDmnwre.)  ^^^^  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.    {Earl 

Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick        r  t?i  -       j  jr..  j-    \ 

Lord  Poltimore  '     ^-^  ^^''*  ^*^^  Kmcardme.) 

Llewelyn  Nevill  Vaughan  Lord  Mos-   William  Henry  Forester  Lord  Londes- 

borough. 

HEfRT  Spexcee  Lord  Templemore.  Chakles  BoBEnr  Cl^vude  Loi-d  Tiiuiio. 

^y,  Ti  T     J  r<,^^^ ^  Arthur  Lord  De  Freyxe. 

Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry.  ,^  _^  t     ,      .^ 

T        a    tr  T  ^  T%„  G.,Tw.«»r,  Edward     Burtenshaw     Ix)m     Saint 

John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarez.  Leonvrds. 

Thom-vs  Loi-d  Denman.  ,  George  Fitz-Roy  Henry  Lord  Racl.\n. 

WiLLLiM  Frederick  Lord  Abinger.  •  Qilbert  Henry  Lord  Aveland. 

Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley.  Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Ke.\mai:e. 

Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Ashburtox.  |     {Earl  of  Kenmare.) 

Edward  Richard  Lord  Hathbrton.  '  Henry  Lord  Belper. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


RiOHABD  WoGAN  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

HIDE. 

Robert  Lord  Ebuby. 

Chables  Oo^iPTON  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAK. 

Frederic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 

John  Lord  Ciiurstox. 

Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 

Wilbraham  Lord  Egerton. 

Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 

Fitz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Brougham  and 
Vaux. 

Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord  Kinnaird. 

Richard   Luttrell    Pilkington    Lord 
Westbury. 

Francis  AViluam  Fitzhardinge  Lord 

FrrZHARDINGE. 

Luke  George  Lord  Annaly. 

Robert     Offley      Ashburton     Lord 
Houghton. 

William  Lord  Romilly. 

George  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 
rogill.     {Earl  of  CaithnesB. ) 

Thomas  Tiord  Clermont. 

Tames  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Lord  Athlumney,) 

Windham  Thomas  Loixl  Kenry.     {Earl 
of  Dunraten  and  Mount-Earl.) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( Vis- 
count Monch.) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     {Lord 
Hennihr,) 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
George  Sholto  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 

Gustavus  Russell  Lord  Brancepeth. 
(  Viscount  Bofjne.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kesteven. 

Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 

Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 

Robert  Cornelis  Lord  Napier. 

Jenico  William  Joseph  Loixl  Gorman- 
ston.     {Viscount  Gor mansion.) 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  Hollo,) 

James     Lord     Baunhard.       {Earl   of 
Southesk.) 

AViLLt AM  Lord  Hare.  {Earl of  ListoweL) 

Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 
Glossop. 
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Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown. 

John  Emerich  Edward  Loixl  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Robartes. 
George  Grenfell  Lord  Wolverton. 
Algernon  William  Fulke  Lord  Gre- 

TILLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Haoan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Frederic  Lord  Blachford. 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier.) 

James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Loi'd  Somerton.   {Earl  of  Normanton. ) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 

James  Lord  Moncreiff. 

John  Duke  Ijord  Coleridge. 

William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Loi*d  CARLiNGjbORD. 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 

Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles   Alexander   Lord    Douglas. 

{Earl  of  Hotne,) 

John  William  Lord  Ramsay.     {Earl  of 
Dalhousie.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh.     {Eat  I 
of  Erne.) 

William  Richard  Tx)rd  Harlech. 

Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alinoton. 

John  Lord  Tollemacue, 

Robert  Tolver  Lord  Gerard. 

Mortimer  Lord  Sackville. 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

George  William  Lord  Shute.      {Vis- 
count Barring  ton.) 

Willlam    Lord    Watson.    {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 

Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilauk. 

Alexander  Dundas  Ross  Lord  Laming- 

TON. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Rowton. 
William  Francis  Lord  Mount-Temple. 
Edward  Huoessen  Lord  Brabourns. 
Arthur  Ouver  Yilliers  Lord  Amit- 

HILL. 

William  Montagu    Lord  Tweeddale. 
{Uarquess  of  Ttcceddale.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


William  Ulick  Tbistbam  Lord  IIowTn. 
{Earl  of  ITowth,) 

Donald  James  Lord  Reay. 
Habooubt  Lord  Deuwekt. 
Hekbt  James  Lord  Hotiifield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
Oeobge  William  Wilsuere  Lord  Bbam- 

WELL. 

JoHX  David  Lord  Fitz  Gerald,     {A 

Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Fbederick  Beauchamf  Paget  Lord  Al- 

CE8TEB. 

Alfbed  Lord  Tennysox. 

James  Lord  Stbatuspey.  {Earl  of  Sea- 
field.) 

Jowx  Gkobge  Lord  Monk  Bbetton. 

Walteb  Charles  Lord  Nobthbournb. 

Abthub  Saundebs  William  Chables 
Fox  Lord  Sudley.    {E^rl  of  Arran.) 

JOHK  ROBEBT  WiLLIAM  Lord   DE    VeSCI. 

(^Fiteount  de  Ve4ei.) 

Mabmadukb  Fbancis  Lord  Hebries. 

Habdinoe  SfANLEY  Lord  Halsbuby. 
(//•  another  Place  at  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor.) 

Mebvyn  Edwabd    Lord    Powerscourt 

(Til  anotJier  Place  as  Vitcount  Poteen- 

court.) 

Axthoky  Hen'ley  Lord  Noriiiingtok 
(^Lord  Uenletf.) 


Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  RoTitscHiLD. 

Edward  Charles  Lord  ItevELsroKE. 

Robert  Lord  Monkswell. 

Abthxtr  Lord  Hobhouse. 

Ralph  Robert  Wheeleb  Lord  Lingen. 

Edwabd  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Eshbr. 

Thomas  Lord  Debamobe. 

Henby  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beau- 
lieu. 

William  Buli^eb  Fullebton  Loi'd  El- 
phinstone. 

Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cul- 

BOSS. 

Fabbeb  Lord  Hebschell. 
Charles  Henry  Lord  Hillingdon. 
Henby  Lord  Hindlip. 
Edmund  Lord  Qbimthobpe. 
Richabd  db  Aquila  Lord  Stalbridge. 
William  Lord  Kensington. 
Michael  Abthub  Lord  Burton. 
John  Glencaibn  Cabteb  Lord  Hamilton 

OF  Dalzell. 
Thomas  Lord  Bbasssy. 
Henby  Lord  Thbing. 
Fredebick  Abthub  Lord  Stanley  of 

Preston. 

Edwabd  Lord  Macnagujen.     {A  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  Ordinanj.) 
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Eeturked  to  serve  in  the  Twenty-foubth  Pabliament  of  the  United  Kingdom 
OF  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster 
THE  Fifth  Day  of  August,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty  Six,  as  by  the  several  Beturns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears.  Corre'ted  to  the  Meetikg 
OF  the  Parliament  on  the  27th  January,  1887. 


BEDFOED. 
Northern,  or  Biggleswade  Division, 
Viscount  Baring. 

Southern,  or  Luton  Division, 
Cyril  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Wliitbroad. 


BERKS. 
Northern,  or  Abingdon  Division, 
Philip  AVroughton. 

SouTBERN,  or  Newbury  Division, 
William  George  Mount. 

Eastern,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  Ocorgo  EusseU,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
Cbarles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGU. 
llobert  Bichardson-Oardner. 


BUCKS. 
Northern,  or  Buokikgham  Division, 
Egcrton  Hubbard. 

Mid,  or  Aylecbury  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  Jamos  do  Bothschild. 

Southern,  or  Wycoaibe  Division, 
Viscount  Curzon. 


CAMBEIDGE. 
Northern,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Charles  William  Selwyn. 

Western,  or  Chesterton  Division, 
Charles  Hall. 

Eastern,  or  Newmarket  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY, 
Bt.  Hon.  Alexander  James  Beresfurd 
Beresford-Hope,  LL.D., 

Et.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Baikes,  M.A. 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Eobert  Uniacke  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 


CHESTER. 
WiRBAL  Division, 
Edward  Thomas  Davenant  Colton. 

Eddisbury  Division, 
Henry  James  ToUemache. 

Macclesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley-Davenport. 

Crewe  Division, 
Walter  Glowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoRTnwicn  Division, 
Bobort  Verdin. 

Altrincuam  Division, 
Sir  William  Cunlilfe  Brooks,  bt. 
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Hyde  Division, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

Knutsfoud  Division, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 

IJeut.-General  Sir  Edward  Bruce  Ham- 
ley,  K.C  B. 

CUESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hoberfc  Armstrong  Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  Jennings, 
Sydney  Gedge. 
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CORNWALL. 
Western,  or  St.  Ives  Division, 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  bt. 

North- Western,  or  Camborne  Division, 
Charles  Augpistas  Yansittart  Oonybeare. 

Truro  Division, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Austbix  Division, 
William  Copeland  Borlase. 

South-Eastbrn,  or  Bodmin  Division, 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastern,  or  Latjnceston 
Division, 

Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Acland. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  (George  Cavendish  Bentinck. 

CUMBERLAND 
Northern,  or  Eskdale  Division, 
Robert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mid,  or  Penrith  Division, 
James  William  Lowther. 

Cookermouth  Division, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

Western,  or  Eoremont  Division, 
Lord  Muncaster. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  Gully. 

IVniTEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 

Bt.   Hon.  George  Augustus  Frederick 
Cavendish  Bentinck. 


DERBY. 
HiOH  Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chesterfield  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Westebn  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mid  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jacoby. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Thomas  Watson. 

Southern  Division, 
Henry  Wardle. 

derby  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Roe, 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  GTanville 
Yenables  Yemon  Harcourt,  knt. 

DEVON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennaway,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Tiverton  Pivision, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Hood  Walrond. 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Yisoount  Lymington. 

North- Western,  or  Barnstaple 
DivisiON, 

George  Pitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Division, 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

SOUTHEBN,  or  ToTNBS  DIVISION, 

Francis  Bingham  Mildmay. 

Torquay  Division, 
Richard  Mallock. 

Mid,  or  Ashburton  Division, 
Charles  Seale-Hayne. 

DEVONPORT  BOROUGH. 

John  Henry  Puleston, 
George  Edward  Price. 

EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Henry  Stafford  Northcote. 

PLYMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  knt. 
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DOESET. 

NoKTnBBN  Division, 
Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Portman. 

Eastbrn  Division, 
George  Hawkesworth  Bond. 

Southern  Division, 
Charles  Joseph  Theophilus  Hambro. 

Westkbn  Division, 
Henry  Eichard  Farquharson. 


DUEHAM. 
Jarbott  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Mark  Palmer,  bt. 

HouailTON-LE-SPRING  DIVISION, 

Nicholas  Wood. 

Cheste  a- LE- Street  Division, 

James  Joicey. 

North-Western  Division, 

Llewellyn  Archer  Atherley-Jones. 

Mid  Division, 

William  Crawford. 

South-Eastern  Division, 

Mdor  General  Sir  Henry  Marshman 
Havelock-Allan,  bt.,  V.O.,  C.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
John  Mellor  Faulton. 

Barnard  Oastlb  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease,  Bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

HARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Eichardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 

James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 

Joseph  Dodds. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Storey, 

Edward  Temperley  (Jonrley. 
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Southern,  or  Romford  Division, 

James  Theobald. 

Western,  or  Epping  Division, 

Rip^ht  Hon.  Sir  Henry  John  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  bt. 

NoRTHEEN,  or  Saffron  Walden 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Oardner, 

Nobth-Eastern,  or  Harwich  Division, 
James  Bound. 

Eastern,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Charles  Wing  Gray. 

Mid,  or  Chelmsford  Division, 
WiHiam  James  Beadel. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
Major  Frederick  Came  Banch. 

GOLCHESTEU  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Trotter. 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 
JVbrM  Division, 
James  Forrest  Fulton. 

South  Division, 
George  Edward  Banes. 


ESSEX. 

South-Wbstern,  or  Walthamstow 
Division, 

William  Thomas  Makins, 


GLOUi 

Mn>,  or  Stbottd  Division, 
George  Holloway. 

Northern,  or  Tewkesbury  DrvisioNy 
Sir  John  Edward  Dorington,  bt. 

Eastern,  or  Cirenoester  Divibion, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

Forest  of  Dean  Division, 
Thomas  Blake. 

Southern,  or  Thornburt  Division, 
Hon.  John  WHliam  Flunkett. 

BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Et.  hon.   Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks- 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Dhinon, 
Lewis  Fry. 

East  Division, 
Handel  Cossham. 

South  Divisioif, 
Lt.-Col.  Edward  Stock  HHl. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gardner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bobinson, 
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HANTS, 

NoBTiiERN,  or  Basingstoke  Division, 
Kt.  hon.  George  Sclater-Booth. 

Westbrn,  or  Andover  Division, 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 

Eastern,  or  Petersfield  Division, 
Vif  count  Wolmer. 

Southern,  or  Fareham  Division, 
L<ieut.-G^n.    Sir  Frederick  Wellington 
John  FitzWygram,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Compton. 

CURISTCIIURCU  BOROUGH. 

Charles  Edward  Baring  Young. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGH. 

Major.-GeD.    Sir   William    Grossman, 

K.C.M.G. 
Sip  Samuel  Wilson. 

SOUTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Giles. 

Adm.   Sir   John   Edmund   Commerell, 
V.C.,  K.O.B. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham. 
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HEREFOED. 

NOBTHERN,  or  LeOMINSTEB  DIVISION, 

James  Bankin. 

SouTHSBN,  or  Boss  Division, 
Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Joseph  Bussell  Bailey. 

HERTFOED. 

NOBTHBBN,  or  HiTCHIN  DIVISION, 

Bohert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Buesian 
Empite). 

Eastern,  or  Hertford  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Alban's  Division, 
Viscount  GJrimston. 

Western,  or  Watford  Division, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 


HUNTINGDON. 

SoumERN,  or  Huntingdon  Division, 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith  Barry. 

Northern,  or  Bamsat  Division, 
WiUiam  Henry  Fellowes. 


ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Bichard  Everard  Webster,  knt 


Members. 
KENT. 


Western,  or  Sevenoaks  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  William  Mills. 

North- Western,  or  Dartford 
Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke,  bt. 

South- Western,  or  Tunbridoe 
Division, 
Bobert  Norton. 

Mid,  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Gathorne-Hardv. 

North-Eastbrn,  or  Faversham 
Division, 
Hon.    Herbert    Thomas    KnatchbuU- 
Hugessen. 

Southern,  or  Ashford  Division, 
William  Pomfret  Pomfret. 

Eastern,  or  St.  Augustine's  Division, 
Aretas  A^ers-Douglas. 

Isle  of  Thanet  Division, 
Edward  Bobert  King-Harman. 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  knt. 

DEPTFORD  BOROUGH. 
WiUiam  John  Evelyn. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
Major  Alexander  George  Dickson. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 
John  Bazley  White,  jun. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH, 
Sir  Edward  WiUiam  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  BOROUGH. 

Bt.  Hon.  Yisoount  Lewisham. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Henry  Boss. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 

Col.  Francis  Charles  Hughes-HaUett. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Edwin  Hughes. 


LANCASTEB. 

North  Lancashire, 

NoBTH  Lonsdale  Division, 
George  William  Ainslie. 

Lancaster  Division, 
James  Williamson, 
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Blackpool  Division, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley,  bt. 

CnoBLEY  Division, 
Lieut.-Ooo.  Bandle  Joseph  Feildcn. 

North-East  Lancashire. 
Darwen  Division, 
Viscount  Oranborne. 

Clitheroe  Division, 

Bt.    Hon.    Sir    Ughtred  Jumcs    Kay- 
Shuttlowor'Ji,  bt. 

AccRiNOTON  Division, 
Bobert  Trotter  Hermon  Hodge. 

BOSSEKDALE  DIVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

South-East  Lancashire, 
Westhoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hojle. 

MiDDLETON  Division, 
Thomas  Fielden. 


Eadcliffb-cum-Farnwobth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EccLEs  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  John  Francis  Egerton. 

Stretfobd  Division, 
John  William  Madure. 

Gorton  Division, 
Bichard  Peacock. 

Prestwioh  Division, 
Bobert  Gray  Cornish  Mowbray. 

Sonth-West  Lancashire, 
SouTHPORT  Division, 
George  Nathaniel  Curzon. 

Ormskirk  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLE  Division, 
Lieut.-Colonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

WiDNES  Division, 
Tom  Oottingham  Edwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Inge  Division, 

Henry  Blundell-HoUinshead  Blundell. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LINE  BOROUGU, 

John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 
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BARROW-IN-FURNESS  DOROUGII. 
William  Sj)roston  Caine. 

BLACKBURN  BOROUGU. 

William  Coddinirton. 
William  Heniy  flomby. 

BOLTON  BOROUOn. 

Herbert  Shepherd-Cross. 
Lieut.  Colonel  Francis  Charles  Bridge- 
man. 

BURNLEY  BOROUGH. 

Peter  Sylands. 

BURY  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 

LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH. 
KirhdaU  Divuian^ 
George  Smyth  Baden-Powell,  C.M.G. 

Walton  Dipt'iion, 
John  George  Oibson, 

Evorton  Division, 
Edward  Whitley. 

West  Dorhy  Division, 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton. 


Scotland  DiriMton, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Division, 
Ealph  NeTiIle. 

Ahercromhy  Diviiion, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

Eoit  Toxteth  Division, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

Weit  Toxteth  Division, 
Thomas  Bland  Boyden. 

MANCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
North-  West  Division, 
William  Henry  Houldsworth. 

Noith  Division, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

North-East  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt. 

East  Division, 
Sight  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Eosooe,  knt 

South-  Wett  Division, 
Jacob  Bright. 

OLDHAM  BOROUGH, 

James  Hackenjsie  Mi^lean, 
Elliott  Lees. 
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PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson. 
Bobert  William  Hanbary. 

ROCnDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
£dward  Hardcastle. 

JFeit  Division, 
Iiees  Knowles. 

South  Division, 
Henry  Hoyle  Howorth. 

STALTBRn)GE  BOROUGH. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

ST.  HELEN'S   BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

WARRINGTON  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Gilbert  Greenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH, 
Francis  Sharp  Powell. 
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South  Kesteven,  or  Stamfoud  Division. 
John  Oompton  Lawrance. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Hon.  Murray  Edward  Gordon  Fincb- 
HattoD. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Atkinson. 

GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
Malcolm  Low. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 
Frederick  Harold  Kerans. 


LEICESTEE. 

Eastxbn,  or  Meltox  Division, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners. 

Mid,  or  Loughbobough  Division, 
E-lwin  Joseph  Lisle  March  Phillips  de 
Lisle. 

Westeen,  or  BoswoRTH  Division, 
James  Ellis. 

Sottthekn,  or  Harborouou  Division, 
Thomas  Keay  Tapling. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH. 
James  Allanson  Ficton. 
Alexander  M'Arthur. 


LINCOLN. 

We8t  LiNnsEY,  or  Gainsboro'  Division, 
Heniy  Eyre. 

North  Lindsey,  or  Brigg  Division, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

East  Lindsxy,  or  Loxtth  Division, 
Arthur  Baymond  Heath. 

South  Lindsby,  or  Hobncastlb 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

North  Ejs9TXvbn,  or  Sleaford 
Division, 
Sight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 
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MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

Hobnsey  Division, 

Sir  James  Macnaghten  M'Garel-Hogg, 
bt.,  K.C.B; 

Habbow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealing  Division, 
Bt.Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton, 

Bbentfobd  Division, 
James  Bigwood. 

Uxbbidgb  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dixon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH. 

North-East  Division, 
Qeorge  Howell. 

South'  West  Division, 
Edward  Hare  Pickeragill. 

CUELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

riNSBURY  BOROUGU.- 
Jlolborn  Division, 
Colonel  Francis  Duncan. 

Central  Division, 
Frederick  Thomas  Penton. 

JSast  Division, 
James  Rowlands. 

FULUAM  BOROUOn. 
William  Hayes  Fisher. 

c  ••  ] 
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HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 
North  D.'rision^ 

Major-Gen.    Sir  Lewis  Pelly,  K.C.B., 

K.C.8.I. 

Central  Bivisiony 
Surgeon-General    Sir  William    Guyer 

Hunter,  K.C.M.G. 

South  Division^ 
Sir  Charles  Bussell,  knt. 

nAMMERSMITII  BOROUGH. 

Major- Gen.    Walter    Tuckfield    Golds- 
TTorthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 

Et.  Hn.  Sir  Henry  Thurstan  Holland,  bt. 

ISLINGTON   BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
George  Christopher  Trout  Bartley. 

Wed  Division, 
Eichard  Chamberlain. 

East  Division, 
Cowley  Lambert. 

Sotith  Division^ 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  EoUit,  knt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
Sir  Eoper  Lethbrldge,  knt. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  knt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARYLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Division, 

Lord    Charles   William   De    La   Poer 
Beresford. 

West  Division, 
Frederick  Seager-Hunt. 

PADDINQTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
Lionel  Louis  Cohen. 

South  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Lord  Eandolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill. 

ST.  GEORGE,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 
Lord  Algernon  Percy. 

ST.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 

Hon.  Charles  Wallace  Alexander  Napier 
Cochrane-Baillie. 

Host  Division, 
Robert  Grant  Webster. 
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West  Division, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHORED  ITCH  BOROUGH. 

Uoxlon  Division, 
James  Stuart. 


Daggtrston  Division, 
William  Eaudal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 

Whitechapel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 

St,  George  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Eitehie. 

Limehouse  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Norrie. 

Mih  End  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

Stepney  Division, 
Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

Bow  and  Bromlty  Division, 
John  Charles  Eeady  Colomb. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTMINSTER  BOROUGH. 

William    Lehmann    Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 


LONDON  CITY. 

Sir  Eobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Eight  Hon.  John  Gellibrand  Hubbard. 


MONMOUTH. 

NoKTHERN  Division, 
Thomas  Phillips  Price. 

Western  Ditision, 
Cornelius  Marshall  Warmington. 

Southern  Division, 
Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGn. 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 


NOEFOLK. 

North- Western  Division, 
Lord  Henry  Bentinck, 
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South- Western  Division, 
William  Amburst  Tyssen-Amkerst. 

Northern  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Cozens-Hardy. 

Eastern  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  bt. 

Mid  Division, 
Boberfc  Thornliagh  Oiirdon. 

Southern  Division, 
Francis  Taylor. 

GREAT  YARMOUXn  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler,  knt. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Weston  Jarvis. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 

Jeremiah  James  Colman. 
Samnel  Hoare. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Northern  Division, 
Lord  Burghley. 

Eastern  Division, 
Francis  Allston  Channing. 

Mid  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  Eobert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
Sir  Rainald  Knightley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Labouchere, 
Charles  Bradlaugh. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  William  John  Wentworlh  Fitz- 
william. 
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NEWCASTLE-UPON.TYNE  BOROUGH. 

Right  Hon.  John  Morley. 
James  Craig. 

TYNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Richard  Sims  Donkin. 


NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassetlaw  Division, 
William  Beckett. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

RusHCLiFFE  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
CecH  George  Savile  Foljambo. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

West  Dmsion^ 
Henry  Broadhurst. 

East  Division^ 
Arnold  Morley. 

South  Division^ 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 


NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Wansbeck  Division, 
'Charles  Fenwick. 

Tyneside  Division, 
Wentvroith  Blackelt  Beaumont. 

Hexham  Division, 
Miles  Maclnnes. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt. 


OXFORD. 
Northern,  or  Banbury  Division, 
Sir  Bernhard  Sauiuelson,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

Southern,  or  Henley  Division. 
Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John   Robert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.C.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.C.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  William  Hall. 


RUTLAND. 

George  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP. 

Western,  or  Oswestry  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Slaney  Kenyon  Slaney. 

Mid,  or  Wbllinoton  Division, 
Alexander  Har^eaves  Brown. 
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SouTHEBN,  or  Ludlow  Division, 
Hobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY   BOROUGU. 
James  Watson. 


SOMEESET. 

Northern  Division, 
Evan  Henry  Llewelljn. 

Wells  Division, 
Sir  Bichard  Homer  Paget,  bt. 

Frome  Division, 
Viscount  Weymouth. 

Eastern  Division, 
Henrj  Hobhouse. 

Southern  Division, 
Viscount  Kilcoursie. 

Bridgwater  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Charles  Isaac  Elton. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 

Edmond  Robert  Wodehouse, 
Lt.-Col.  Robert  Peter  Laurie. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGU. 
Hon.  Samuel  Charles  Allsopp. 
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STAFFORD  BOROUGU. 
Thomas  Salt. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
William  Leatham  Bright. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURY  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Philip  James  Stanhope. 

WEST  BROMWICn  BOROUGH. 

James  Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

West  DivmoHy 
Sir  WiUiam  Chichele  Plowden,  K.C.8.I. 

JSdst  Dwiiion, 
Rt.  hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  Division, 
Rt.  hon.  Charles  Pelham  Villiers. 


STAFFORD. 

Leek  Division, 

Harry  Tichborne  Davenport. 

Burton  Division, 
Sydney  Evershed. 

Western  Division, 

Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

North-Westebn  Division, 

Justinian   Heathcote    Edwards-Heath- 
cote. 

Lichfield  Division, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  bt. 

KiNGSWINFORD  DIVISION, 

Alexander  Stavoley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

HANLEY  BOROUGH. 

WiUiam  WoodaU. 

NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME  BOROUGH. 
Douglas  Harry  Cogbill. 


SUFFOLK. 

Northern,  or  Lowestoft  Division, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Crossley,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

North-western,  or  Stowmarket 
Division, 
Edward  Greene. 

South,  or  Sudbury  Division, 
William  Cuthbert  Quilter. 

Souiu-Eastebn,  or  Woodbridob 

Division, 

Lt.-Col.  Bobert   Hamilton  Lloyd  An- 
struther. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGU. 
Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

IPSWICn  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Dalrymple. 
Lord  Elcho. 


SUEEEY. 

North-Westebn,  or  Chertset 
Division, 
Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South-western,  or  Guilford  Division, 

Hon.    William     St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Eeioate  Division, 
.!  Sir  James  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 

L 
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Mid,  or  ErsoM  Division, 
Et.  hon.  George  Cubitt. 

Kingston  Division, 
Sir  John  Wliittaker  EUis,  bt. 

North-Eastebn,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry  Cosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  and   CLAPHAM    BOROUGH. 

BattersM  Bivuion. 
Octavius  Yaugban  Morgan. 

Claphim  DivUion. 
John  Saunders  Gilliat. 

camberwell  borough. 

North  Division^ 
John  Bichards  Kellj. 

Feckham  BivUion, 
Arthur  Anthony  Baumann. 

Dulwieh  Division. 
John  Morgan  Howard. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
Ifbrih  Ditision, 
Major-Oen.  Charles  Crawfurd  Eraser. 

Kennington  Diviiion, 
Bobert  Gent-Davis. 

Brisloih  Division. 
Ernest  Baggaliay. 

Norwood  Division^ 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 

NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
West  Division^ 
Charles  Wallwyn  Eadcliffe  Cooke. 

Walworth  Division^ 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 

SOUTHWARK  BOROUGH. 
West  Division^ 
Arthur  Cohen. 

Rotherhiihe  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bermondtey  Division, 
Alfred  Lafone. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH, 
Henry  Kimber. 
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SUSSEX. 
North- Western,  or  Horsham  Division, 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot,  bt.,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chichester 
Division, 
Earl  of  March. 

Northebn,  or  East  Grinstead  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Gathome-Hardy. 

Mid,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Hear- Admiral  Edward  Field. 

Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Lieut. -Col.  Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON  BOROUGH. 

Et.  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott. 
William  Tindal  Eobertson. 

H.\STINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noblo. 


WAEWIOIC. 

Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
PhUip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
John  Stratford  Dugdale. 

South-western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Frederick  Townsend. 

South-Eastern,  or  Eugby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH* 

George  Kyncch. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH. 
Edghaston  Division, 
George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Et.  hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division. 
Et.  hon.  John  Bright. 

North  Division, 
William  Kenrick. 

£ast  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Henry  Matthows. 

Bordesley  Division, 
Jesse  Ceilings. 

South  Divisicn, 
Joseph  Powell  Williams. 


LUt  of 
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COVENTRY  BOROUGH, 
nemy  William  Eaton. 
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Memhen, 

YOEK. 

North  Elding, 

Thirsk  and  Maltox  Division, 


WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH.!  Lieut.-Col.  Hon.  Tiewis  Payn  Dawnay. 


Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 


WESTMORELAND. 
Northern,  or  Appleby  Division, 
Hon.  William  Lowther. 

Southern,  or  Kendal  Division, 
Earl  of  Bective. 


WILTS. 

Northern,  or  Cricklade  Division, 
MenrynHerbertNevillStory-Maskelyne. 

North- Wesi'ern,  or  Chippenham 
Division, 

Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Western,  or  Westbury  Division, 
George  Pargiter  Fuller. 

Eastern,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Southern,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Eraser  Grove,  bt. 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 

Edward  Henry  Hulse. 


WORCESTER. 
Western,  or  Bewdley  Division, 

Sir    Edmund    Anthony    Harley   Lecli- 
mere,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Evesham  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Deoitwich  Division. 
John  Corbett. 

Northern  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastern  Division, 
George  Woody att  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Robinson. 

KIDDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
Augustus  Frederick  Godson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUG  H. 

Hon.  George  Higgiuson  Allsopp. 


Richmond  Division, 
George  William  EUiot. 

Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  Fell  Pease. 

Whitby  Division, 
Ernest  William  Beckett. 

East  Elding, 

HOLDERNESS  DIVISION, 

George  Richard  Bethell,  R.N. 

BucKRosE  Division, 
William  Alexander  McArthm*. 

HOWDENSHIRE  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Duncombo. 

West  Kiding,  Northern  Fart, 

Skipton  Division, 
Walter  Morrison. 

Keighley  Division, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  Division, 
Joseph  Craven. 

Sowfrby  Division, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Wayman. 

West  Elding,  Southern  Fart, 
MoRLEY  Division, 

Charles  George  Milnes  Gaskell. 

NORMANTON  DIVISION, 

BeDJamin  Pickard. 

CoLNE  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

HoLMFiRTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Barnsley  Division, 
Courtney  Stanhope  Kenny. 

Hallamshibe  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt. 

ROTHERHAM  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

DoNCASTER  Division, 
Walter  Sewallis  Shirley. 
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West  Kiding,  Eastern  Fart, 
EiPON  Division, 
John  liojd  Wharton. 

Otley  Division, 
John  Barran. 

Barkston  Ash  Division, 
Eobert  Qunter. 

OSGOLDCROSS  DIVISION, 

John  Austin. 

PuDSEY  Division, 
Briggs  Priestley. 

Spen  Valley  Division, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
West  DivisioUy 
Alfred  lUingworth. 

Central  DivmoPy 
Eight  Hon.  John  George  Shaw  Tiefevre. 

Fast  Division^ 
Henry  Byron  Heed. 

DEWSBURY  BOROUGH. 
8ir  John  Simon,  bt.,  Serjeant- at-Law. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Shaw. 

Et.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

UUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
William  Summers. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL  BOROUGH. 
East  Division^ 
Frederick  Brent  Grotrian. 

Central  Dkision, 
Henry  Seymour  King. 

West  Division, 
Charlea  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division, 
Gerald  William  Balfour. 

East  Division, 
John  Lawrence  Gtine. 

We*t  Division, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.C.B. 

MIDDLESBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 

Isaac  Wilson. 
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PONTEFRACT  BOROUGH, 
Hon.  Rowland  Winn. 


SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Joshua  Eowntree. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Atiercliffe  Division, 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brighthide  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Howard  Vincent. 

Hallam  Division, 
Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortloy. 

Ecclesall  Division, 
Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Green,  bt. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lock  wood. 


WALES. 


- « 


ANGLESEA. 
Thomas  Lewis. 

.  BRECKNOCK. 

William  Fuller  Maitland. 

CARDIGAN. 
William  Bowen  Rowlands. 

CARMARTHEN 

Eastern  Division, 
David  Pugh. 

Western  Division, 
Walter  Rico  Howell  Powell. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 

Sir    Emile    Algernon    Arthur    Keppel 
Cowell  Stepney,  bt. 

CARNARVON. 
Southern  ok  Eifion  Division, 
John  Bryn  Roberts.  > . 

NOBTHEBN  OR  ArFON  DiVISION, 

William  Rathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH. 
Edmund  Swetenham, 
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DENBIGH. 
Eastebn  Division, 
Bt.  hon.  George  Osborne  Morgan. 

Western  Division, 
William  Cornwallis  West. 

DENBIGH  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Thomas  Kenyon. 

FLINT. 
Samuel  Smith. 

FLINT  BOROUGH. 
John  Eoberts. 

GLAMOEGAN. 
Eastern  Division, 
Alfred  Thomas. 

Rhondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 


SCOTLAND, 


ABERDEEN. 

Eastebn  Division, 
Peter  Eeslemont 

Western  Division, 
Robert  Farquharson,  M.D. 


Western  or  Gower  Division, 
Frank  Ash  Yeo. 

Mid  Division, 
Christopher  Rico  Mansel  Talbot. 

Southern  Division, 
Arthur  John  Williams. 

CARDIFF  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  James  Reed,  K.C.B. 

MERTHYR  TYDVIL  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Richard. 
Charles  Herbert  James. 

SWANSEA  BOROUGH. 
Swantea  Town, 
Lewis  Llewellyn  DiUwyn. 

Swanna  District, 
Sir  Henry  Hussey  Yivian,  bt. 

MERIONETH. 
Thomas  Edwai^d  Ellis. 

MONTGOMERY. 
Stuart  Rendel. 

MONTGOMERY  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Archibald  Han- 
bury-Tracy. 

PEMBROKE. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE  AND  HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 

B«ar  Adm.  Richard  Charles  Mayne. 

RADNOR. 
Hon*  Arthur  Henry  John  Walsh. 


ABERDEEN  BURGH. 
North  Divmon, 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 

Soulh  Division, 
James  Bryce. 

ARGYLL. 
John  Wingfield  Malcolm. 

AYR. 

Northern  Division, 
Hon.  Hugh  Frederick  Hislop  Elliot. 

Southern  Division, 
Hon.  Greville  Richard  Vernon. 

AYR  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Richard  Frederick  Potheringham  Camp- 
belL 

KILMARNOCK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Stephen  Williamson. 

BANFF, 
Robert  William  Duff. 

BERWICK. 
Right  Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks. 

BUTE. 
James  Patrick  Bannerman  Robertson. 

CAITHNESS. 
Gavin  Brown  dark. 

WICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

John  Maodonald  Cameron. 

CLACKMANNAN    AND   KINROSS. 
Rt.  hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBARTON. 
Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  bt. 

DUMFRIES. 
Sir  Robert  Jardine,  bt. 

DUMFRIES  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Robert  Threshie  Reid. 

EDINBURGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone, 


Liii  of 
Edinburgh — eont. 

EDINBURGH  BURGII. 

East  Division^ 
Bobert  Wallace. 

WeU  Dnision, 
Thomas  Ejbum  Buchanan. 

Central  Divmon, 
William  McEwan. 


South  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley  Childers. 

EDINBURCn   AKD   ST.    ANDREW'S    UNI- 

VERSITIES. 

Right  Hon.  John    Hay   Athole    Mac- 
(lonald,  LL.D. 

LEITH  DISTIUCT  OF  BUllGIIS. 
Renal  Crawf  urd  Munro  Ferguson. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
Charles  Henry  Anderson. 

ELGIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 

Easteen  Division, 
Herbert  Henry  Asquith. 

Westebn  Division, 
Hon.  Robert  Preston  Bruce. 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt. 
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KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 
Mark  John  EteTart. 

LANARK. 

Qt)VAN  Division, 
William  Pearce. 

Pahtick  Division, 
Alexander  Craig  Sellar. 

North- Western  Division, 


Robert  Bontine  Cunningham  Graham. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Donald  Crawford. 

Mid  Division, 
Stephen  Mason. 

Southern  Division, 
James  Henry  Cecil  Hozier. 

GLASGOW  BURGH. 
Bridgeton  Division^ 
Edward  Richard  RusseU. 

Camlachii  Diviiionf 
Hugh  Watt. 

St.  RoUox  Division^ 
James  Caldwell. 

Central  Divisionf 
John  George  Alexander  Baird. 

College  Divisiony 
Charles  Cameron,  M.D.,  LL.D. 

Tradeston  Divisionf 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 


ST.  ANDREW'S  DISTRICT   OF   BURGHS.'  Bhchfrian  and  Eutchesoniown  Division, 


Henry  Torrens  Anstruther. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

DUNDEE  BURGH. 

Edmund  Robertson, 
Charles  Carmichael  Lacaita. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiress  Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Richard  Burdon  Haldane. 

INVERNESS. 
Charles  Fraser-Mackintosh. 

INVERNESS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Robert  Bannatyne  Finlay. 

KINCARDINE. 
General  Sir  George  Balfour,  K.O.B. 
YOL.  CCCXi        [third  beries.] 


Andrew  Dryburgh  Provand. 

GLASGOW  AND  ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITl  KS. 
James  Alexander  Campbell,  LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Leonard  Lyell. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK 
Walter  Thorbum. 

PERTH. 

Eastern  Division, 
Robert  Stewart  Menzies. 

Western  Division, 
Sir  Donald  Currie,  K.C.M.G. 

PERTH  BURGH, 

Charles  Stuart  Parker. 

[  *  ] 
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RENFREW. 

Eabterx  Division, 
Michael  Hugh  Shaw  Stewait. 

Westeen  Division, 
Sir  Arcbibald  Campbell  Campbell,  bt. 

GREENOCK  BURGH. 
Thomas  Sutherlan<l. 

PAISLEY  BURGH. 
William  Boyle  Barbour. 

ROSS  AND  CROMARTY. 
Roderick  Macdonald. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon.  Arthur  Ralph  Douglas  Elliot. 

HAWICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Alexander  Laing  Brown. 

STIRLING. 
Joseph  Cheney  Bolton. 

FALKIRK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
William  Pirrie  Sinclair. 

STIRLING  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Right  Hon.    Henry  Campbell-Banner- 
man. 

SUTHERLAND. 

Angus  Sutherland. 

WIGTON. 

Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell,  bt. 
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IRELAND. 


ANTRIM. 

North  Antrim  Division, 

Mid  Antrim  Division, 
Hon.  Robert  Torrens  O'Neill. 

East  Antrim  Division, 
James  Martin  M'Calmont. 

South  Antrim  Division, 
William  Grey  Ellison  Macartney. 

BELFAST  BOROUGH. 
Eant  BelfMt  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Wesley  de  Cobain. 

South  Belfast  Division, 
William  Johnston. 

West  Belfast  Division, 
Thomas  Sexton. 

North  Belfast  Division, 
William  Ewart. 


Ilemlers, 

ARMAGH. 

North  Armagh  Division, 
Lieut. -Col.  Edward  James  Saunderson. 

Mid  Armagh  Division, 
Sir  James  Porter  Corry,  bt. 

South  Armagh  Division, 
Alexander  Blane. 

CARTX^W. 
John  Alovsius  Blake. 

CAVAN. 

West  Cavan  Division, 
Joseph  GiUis  Biggar. 

East  Cavan  Division, 
Thomas  O'Hanlon. 

CLARE. 

East  Clare  Division, 
Joseph  Richard  Cox. 

West  Clare  Division, 
Jeremiah  Jordan. 

CORK. 

NouTu  Cork  Division, 
James  Christopher  Flynn. 

North-East  Cork  Division, 
Edmund  Leamy. 

Mid  Cork  Division, 
Charles  Kearns  Deone  Tanner. 

East  Cork  Division, 
William  John  Lane. 

West  Cork  Division, 
James  Gilhooly. 

South  Cork  Division, 
Joseph  Edward  Kenny. 

South-East  Cork  Division, 
John  Hooper. 

CORK  CITY. 

Charles  Stewart  PameU. 
Maurice  Healy. 

DONEGAL. 
North  Donegal  Division, 
James  Edward  O'Doherty. 

West  Donegal  Division, 
Patrick  O'Hea. 

East  Donegal  Division, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

Bouts  Donegax«  Division, 
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DOWN. 
North  Down  Division, 
Lieut. -Col.  Thomas  Waring. 

East  Down  Division, 
Richard  William  Blackwood  Ker. 

West  Down  Divisio  , 
Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

South  Down  Division, 
Michael  McCartan. 

NEWRY  BOROUGH. 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy. 

DUBLIN. 
North  Durlin  Division, 
John  Joseph  Clancy,  M.A. 

South  Dubun  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Henry  Grattan  Esmonde. 

DUBLIN  CITY. 
CoUeg$  Green  Dmston, 
Timothy  Daniel  Sullivan. 

Dublin  Eiarhour  Divmonj 
Timothy  Charles  Harrington. 

St  Stephen^ t  Green  DlvUion^ 
Edmond  Dwyer  Gray. 

St.  Pairick*8  Blvimnj 
William  Martin  Murphy. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 

Rt.  Hon.  David  Robert  Plunket,  LL.D. 
Right  Hon.  Hugh  Holmes. 

FERMANAGH. 
North  Fermanagh  Division, 
William  Hoey  Kearney  Redmond. 

South  Fermanagh  Division, 
Henry  Campbell. 

GALWAY. 

CONNEMARA  DIVISION^ 

Patrick  James  Foley. 

North  Galway  Division, 
Colonel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

East  Galway  Division, 
Mathew  Harris. 

South  Galway  Division, 
David  Sheehy. 

GALWAY  TOWN. 

John  Pinkerton. 
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Memlere. 

KERRY. 

North  Kerry  Division, 
John  Stack. 

West  Kerry  Division, 
EJdward  Harrington. 

South  Kerry  Division, 
John  O'Connor. 

East  Kerry  Division, 
Jeremiah  Daniel  Sheehan. 

KILDARE. 

North  Kildare  Division, 
James  Laurence  Oarew. 

South  Kildare  Division, 
James  Loaliy. 

KILKENNY. 

North  Kilkenny  Division, 
Edward  Mulhallen  Marum. 

South  Kilkenny  Division, 
Patrick  Alexander  Chance. 

KILKENNY     ITY. 

Thomas  Dunn. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 

Birr  Division, 
Bernard  Charles  Molloy. 

Tullamore  Division, 
Joseph  Francis  Fox. 

LEITRIM. 

North  Leitbim  Division, 
Michael  Conway. 

South  Leitrim  Division, 
Luke  Patrick  Hayden. 

LIMERICK. 

West  Limerick  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

East  Limerick  Division, 
John  Finucane. 

LIMERICK  CITY. 
Henry  Joseph  Gill. 

LONDONDERRY. 

North  Derry  Division, 
Henry  Lyle  Mulholland. 

South  Dbrry  Division, 
Thomas  Lea. 

LONDONDERRY  CITY. 
Charles  Edward  Lewis. 
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LONGFOED. 

North  Longfoud  Divrsiox, 
Justin  McCarthy, 

South  Longfokd  Division, 
Laurence  Connolly. 

LOUTH. 

North  Louth  Division, 
Joseph  Nolan. 

South  Louth  Division, 
Thomas  Patrick  Gill. 
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TIPPERARY. 
North  Tipperary  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  O'Brien. 

Mid  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Mayne. 

South  Tipperary  Division, 
John  O'Connor. 


MAYO. 

North  Mayo  Division, 
Daniel  Crilly. 

West  Mayo  Division, 
John  Deasy. 

East  Mayo  Division, 
John  DiPon. 

South  Mayo  Division, 
James  Frederick  Xavier  O'Brien. 

MEATH. 

North  Meath  Division, 
Pierce  Mahony. 

South  Meath  Division, 
Edward  Shell. 

MONAGHAN. 

North  Monaohan  Division, 
Patrick  O'Brien. 

South  Monaohan  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Neale  McKenna,  knt. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

Ossory  Division, 
William  Archibald  Macdonald. 

Leix  Division, 
Richard  Lalor. 

ROSCOMMON. 
North  Roscommon  Division, 
James  O'Kelly. 

South  Roscommon  Division, 
Andrew  Commins. 

SLIGO. 

North  Sligo  Division, 
Peter  McDonald. 

South  Sligo  Division, 
Thomas  Se?tton, 


East  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Joseph  Condon. 

TYRONE. 

North  Tyrone  Division, 
Lord  Ernest  Hamilton. 

Mid  Tyrone  Division, 
Matthew  Joseph  Kenny. 

East  Tyrone  Division, 
William  James  Reynolds. 

South  Tyrone  Division, 
Thomas  Wallace  Russell. 

WATERFORD. 
West  Watertort)  Divisiok, 
Jasper  Douglas  Fjme. 

East  Waterford  Drvisioir, 
Patrick  Joseph  Power. 

WATERFORD  CITT. 
Richard  Power. 

WESTMEATH. 

North  Westmeath  Division, 
James  Tuite. 

South  Westmeath  Division, 
Donal  Sullivan. 

WEXFORD. 

North  Wexford  Division, 
John  Edward  Redmond. 

South  Wexford  Division, 
John  Barry. 

WICKLOW. 

West  Wicklow  DrvisiON, 
Garrett  Michael  Byrne. 

East  Wicklow  Division, 
William  Joseph  Corbet. 


HANSARD'S 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


IN    THE 


Second  Ssssioir  of  the  Twenty-Fourtk  Parliament  of  thb 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HEE   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


FIEST     VOLUME    OF    SESSION     1887. 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
l%unda^,  27th  Janmry,  1887. 


THE  PABUAMENT,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  suooessiyely  from  Satur- 
day the  25th  day  of  September,  1886, 
to  the  11th  day  of  Noyember;  thence 
to  the  9th  day  of  December ;  thence  to 
the  18th  day  of  January,  1887;  and 
from  thence  to  the  27th  day  of  January, 
met  this  day  for  the  despatch  of  Bud- 


neea. 

The  Seeaion  was  opened  by  Commis- 
aion. 

Ihx  House  of  Peers  being  met ; 

The    LOBD    OHANGELLOB    ac- 

qoainted  the  House, 

'^That  Her  Majesty,  not  thinking  fit  to  be 
penonaUy  present  here  this  day,  has  been 
pluaimil  to  cause  a  Commission  to  be  issued 
under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  opening 
and  holding  of  this  Parliament." 

VOL.  OOOZ.     [thied  sbbibs.] 


Then  Five  of  the  Lobds  Oommissiokers 
— ^namely.  The  Lord  Ohabtobllor  (Lord 
HalsburyS ;  The  Lord  Ohahbbrlain 
(The  Earl  of  Lathom) ;  The  Sborbtart 
OF  State  for  Isiyik  (The  Viscount 
Obross);  The  Earl  of  Kietore  (Oaptain 
of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Qnard^ ;  and  The 
Earl  of  Coventry  (Master  of  the  Buck- 
hounds)  —  being  in  their  Bobes,  and 
seated  on  a  Form  placed  between  the 
Throne  and  the  Woolsack,  commanded 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod 
to  let  the  Commons  know  ''  The  Lords 
Commissioners  desire  their  immediate 
Attendance  in  this  House,  to  hear  the 
Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker : — ^The  Commission  was  read  by 
the  Clerk :— Then 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  d$Uv$r$d 
Her  Majesty's  Sfbeoh  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows : — 
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The  Quem*8 


{LORDS} 


Speech, 


"  My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 

"  Mrrelations  with  allforeign  Powers 
continue  to  be  friendly. 

"  The  aflfairsofSouthEastern  Europe 
are  still  in  an  unsettled  condition; 
but  I  do  not  apprehend  that  any  dis- 
turbance of  European  peace  will  result 
from  the  unadjusted  controversies 
which  have  arisen  in  that  region. 
While  deploring  the  events  which 
compelled  Prince  Alexander  of  Bul- 
garia to  retire  from  the  Government 
of  that  Principality,  I  have  not  judged 
it  expedient  to  interfere  in  the  pro- 
ceedings for  the  election  of  his  suc- 
cessor until  they  arrive  at  that  stage 
at  which  my  assent  is  required  by 
the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin. 

"The  task  which  has  been  under- 
taken by  my  Government  in  Egypt  is 
not  yet  accomplished ;  but  substan- 
tial advance  has  been  made  towards 
the  assurance  of  external  and  internal 
tranquillity. 

'*  In  Burmah  operations  have  been 
conducted  by  my  troops  with  bravery 
and  skill  for  the  purpose  of  extirpating 
the  brigandage  which,  has  grown  up 
during  recent  years  of  misgovemment. 
The  bands  of  marauders  by  whom 
Upper  Burmah  has  been  long  infested 
have  been  dispersed,  and  many  of 
the  leaders  have  laid  down  their  arms. 
I  entertain  a  confident  hope  that 
the  general  pacification  of  the  country 
will  be  effected  during  the  present 
season. 

"  Commercial  Treaties  have  been 
concluded  with  the  Kingdoms  of 
Greece  and  Boumania. 

"  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be 
laid  before  you. 


"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons, 

"  The  Estimates  for  the  coming  year 
will  be  submitted  to  you.  They  have 
been  framed  with  a  careftd  regard  to 
economy  and  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
public  service. 

"  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

"  The  condition  of  Ireland  stiQ  re- 
quires your  anxious  attention.  Grave 
crimes  have  happily  been  rarer  during 
the  last  few  months  than  during  a 
similar  period  in  the  preceding  year. 
But  the  relations  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the 
early  part  of  the  autumn  exhibited 
signs  of  improvement,  have  since  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  some  districts  by 
organized  attempts  to  incite  the  latter 
class  to  combine  against  the  ftdfil- 
ment  of  their  legal  obligations.  The 
efforts  of  my  Government  to  cope  with 
this  evil  have  been  seriously  impeded 
by  difficulties  incident  to  the  method 
at  present  prescribed  by  Statute  for 
dealing  with  such  offences.  Your  early 
attention  will  be  called  to  proposals 
for  reforms  in  legal  procedure  which 
seem  necessary  to  secure  the  prompt 
and  efficient  administration  of  the 
criminal  law. 

"  Since  I  last  addressed  you,  the 
Commissioners  directed  to  inquire  into 
certain  subjects  of  great  importance  to 
the  material  welfEure  of  Ireland  have 
been  actively  prosecuting  their  laboursi 
The  Beport  of  the  Commission  on 
the  operation  of  the  recent  Acts  deal- 
ing with  the  tenure  and  purchase  of 
land  will  be  shortly  laid  before  you, 
and  will  doubtless  receive  fit)m  yoa 
the  early  and  carefrd  attention  which 
the  serious  importance  of  the  subject 
demanda 
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"Bills  for  the  improvement  of 
Local  GoYemment  in  England  and 
Scotland  will  be  laid  before  you ;  and, 
shonld  circumstances  render  it  pos- 
sible, they  will  be  followed  by  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  same  sub- 
ject in  Ireland. 

"  A  Bill  for  improving  and  cheap- 
ening the  process  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land will  be  submitted  to  you. 

"You  will  be  asked  to  consider 
measures  having  for  their  object  to 
remove  hindrances  which  exist  to  the 
cheap  and  rapid  Transfer  of  Land, 
to  facilitate  the  provision  of  Allot- 
ments for  Small  Householders,  and  to 
provide  for  the  readier  Sale  of  Glebe 
Lands. 

"  The  Commission  which  I  issued 
in  1885  to  inquire  into  the  lamentable 
depression  under  which  Trade  and 
Agriculture  have  been  suflFering  for 
many  years  has  presented  a  valuable 
Beport,  which,  together  with  the  im- 
portant evidence  collected  by  them, 
will  be  laid  before  you. 

"  A  Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of 
levying  Tithes  in  England  and  Wales 
will  be  submitted  to  you. 

"  In  regard  to  Scotland,  you  will  be 
asked  to  consider  measures  for  the 
reform  of  the  Universities,  for  com- 
pleting recent  legislation  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
and  for  amending  the  procedure  of 
Criminal  Courts. 

"Measures  dealing  with  the  regu- 
lation of  Railway  rates,  and  for  pre- 
venting the  fraudulent  use  of  Mer- 
chandize marks,  will  also  be  brought 
mider  your  consideration. 

"  In  the  performance  of  these  and 
aU  your  other  momentous  duties,  I 
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earnestly  pray  that  the  blessing  of 
Almighty  God  may  attend  your  la- 
bours." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 
House  adjourned  daring  pleasure. 
House  resumed. 


Boll  of  the  Lobds— Garter  -^ng  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Second  Session  of  the 
Twenty-fourth  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

His  Eoyal  Hiffhness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge— Sing5^  took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIEST. 

The  Earl  Amherst,  after  the  death  of 
his  father. 

The  Earl  of  Strafford,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

NEW  PEERS. 

John  Olencairn  Garter  Hamilton,  Es- 
quire, having  been  created  Baron  Hamil- 
ton of  Dalzell  in  the  county  of  Lanark 
— Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

Edward  Macnaghten,  Esquire,  Q.C., 
appointed  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordi- 
nary, under  the  provisions  of  The  Ap- 
pellate Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,  with  the 
dignity  of  a  Baron  for  life,  by  the  style 
and  title  of  Baron  Macnaghten  of  Eun- 
kerry  in  the  county  of  Antrim — Was  (in 
the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

Several  Lords — took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Monkswell,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

SELECT   VESTRIES. 
Bill,  proformdy  read  1'. 

THE  LATE  LORD  IDDESLEIGH. 

observations. 

The  PEIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
CEETAEY  OF  STATE  for  FOEEIGN 
AFFMES  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
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The  late 


{LORDS} 


Zard  IddeiMgh, 


My  Lords,  before  wa  proceed  to  business, 
I  cannot  refrain  from  notifying  to  your 
Lordships  that  there  is  one  melancholy 
circumstance  connected  with  our  meeting 
upon  this  occasion.  Since  we  last  met 
— nay,  only  a  few  days  ago — a  noble 
Lord,  who  was  one  of  the  most  illus- 
trious Members  of  this  House,  has 
passed  away  from  among  ns — I  mean 
the  late  Loid  Iddesleigh.  To  all  of  us 
it  is  a  severe  loss.  To  me,  my  Lords,  I 
need  not  say  that,  in  the  circumstances 
of  his  death — I  having  seen  it  myself, 
suddenly,  in  the  midst  of  his  work — it 
left  an  impression  upon  my  mind  which 
I  feel  can  never  be  effaced,  and  which 
brought  home  to  me  keenly  that  cele- 
brated exclamation  of  Burke — **What 
shadows  we  are ;  what  shadows  we  pur- 
sue ! "  My  Lords,  Lord  Iddesleigh  was 
well  known  to  many  of  us ;  but  to  this 
House  as  a  whole  he  had  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  making  himself  ac- 
quainted, and  many  of  your  Lordships 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  judging  of 
his  skill  in  debate,  or  of  his  powers  of 
persuasion.  But  he  was  well  known — 
Detter  known,  perhaps,  than  any  other 
statesman  of  his  time — socially,  to  great 
numbers  of  us.  He  was  well  known  to 
those  of  us  who  have  been  in  the  House 
of  Oommons  as  one  of  its  most  dis- 
tinguished ornaments;  and  he  was 
known  to  those  of  us  who  have  sat  in 
the  Oounoils  of  the  Queen  as  one  of  the 
wisest  and  shrewdest  Oounoillors  she  has 
ever  had.  My  Lords,  as  a  friend,  as  a 
member  of  society,  he  was  probably 
more  beloved  than  any  stateaooan  we 
have  seen  in  our  time.  His  gentle  tem- 
per, his  unfailing  high  spirits  and 
courteousnesB,  his  uniform  landness  to 
all,  made  him  universally  appreciated 
and  regarded.  As  a  debater  he  was 
known  in  the  other  House  as  one  who 
might  not  move  to  passion,  but  who 
carried  conviction,  both  by  the  weight 
of  his  arguments  and  by  the  force  of 
his  character.  As  a  Councillor  I  should 
say  that  he  was  especially  shining.  It 
was  those  who  sat  with  him  in  eoundl 
who  valued  most  the  peculiar  qualities 
of  his  mind.  I  should  note  two  pecu- 
liarities which  distinguished  him  from 
other  men.  One  was  that,  from  the 
field  of  his  political  vision,  the  element 
of  personal  antagonism  was  almost — if 
not  entirely — absent.  He  judged  of 
every  question  by  its  merits,  and  it 
never  seemed  to  have  ooonrred  to  him 
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to  inquire  by  whom  it  had  been  sup- 
ported. And  another,  and  not  less 
curious,  peculiarity  was  the  remarkable 
caution  of  the  man — remarkable^  I  may 
say,  because  it  was  not  mere  cautioii. 
He  was  eminently  cautious — as  cautiouB 
as  any  man  with  whom  I  have  ever  con- 
versed— but  the  peculiarity  of  it  was 
this,  that  the  caution  had  in  it  no  ahade 
of  timidity.  While  his  temper  was  cold 
and  abstract,  his  counsel  always  erred, 
if  it  erred  at  all,  on  the  side  of  caution ; 
but  when  perplexity  or  real  danger  arose 
there  was  no  man  who  was  freer  from 
any  counsel  of  fear  than  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh. This  made  him  a  man  whose 
influence  within  the  Cabinet,  within  the 
Councils  of  his  Party,  was  far  higher 
and  greater  than  appeared  by  his  actions 
in  the  public  eye.  This  House,  and  the 
country,  and  our  Party  have  lost  a  wise, 
a  self- restrained,  a  noble  Councillor; 
his  soul  was  never  soiled  by  any  mere 
vulgar  ambition ;  he  devoted  his  lUe  and 
his  strength,  without  care  for  any  appa- 
rent reward,  in  the  service  of  his  coun- 
try and  his  Queen. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords, 
although  I  cannot  speak  with  the 
authority  of  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  in  the 
eloquent,  comprehensive,  and  touching 
remarks  which  he  has  just  made,  yet  I 
am  sure  ycAir  Lordships  will  not  objeet 
to  my  adding  a  few  words  upon  the  sub- 
ject.  I  apprehend  that  we  all  feel  that 
this  sudden  loss  has  cast  a  gloom  over 
our  proceedings  to-day.  The  noble 
Marquess  alluded  to  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote's  recent  accession  to  this  House. 
It  is  not  a  very  long  time  ago  since  we 
welcomed  him  here,  surrounded  with  an 
atmosphere  of  regard  and  respect,  which 
he  accumulated  during  his  long  and 
laborious  services  in  *'anothw  place." 
There  is  always  some  danger,  when 
speakiuff  of  the  death  of  an  eminent 
man  at  the  time  it  takes  place,  of  using 
some  exaggeration ;  but  when  the  noUe 
Marquess  spoke  of  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote's  powers  in  debate,  I  could  not  for- 
get that  some  eight  years  ago,  when 
speaking  of  Lord  Iddesleigh  (then  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  I  spoke  of  nim  as  a 
formidable  foe  of  20  years,  but  a  dear 
friend  of  many  more.  Now,  with  regard 
to  this  word  ''formidable,"  I  have  ob- 
served that  some,  while  paying  a  tribute 
to  Sir  Stafford  Northoote^s  chmoter  and 
great  abiUty,  have  spoken  of  hun  m 
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somethiog  of  a  feeble  opponent.  Well, 
I  doubt  whether  in  these  days  of  political 
warfare  lookers-on  are  always  as  good 
judges  as  those  who  cross  the  steel  in 
the  fray ;  and  I  can  only  say  that  often, 
and  often  again,  I  have  heard  some  of 
the  ablest  of  my  political  Colleagues  in 
**  another  place  "  admire  and  sometimes 
complain  of  the  sagacity,  the  skill,  and 
the  readiness  with  wluch  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote  had  sustained  their  attack,  and 
the  yigour  with  which  he  had  returned 
the  blow.  My  first  business  connection 
-vnth  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  was  some  36 
▼ears  ago,  when,  in  very  difficult  times, 
ne  agreed  to  be  the  Secretary  of  the 
Oommission  of  1851.  I  may  say  this, 
because  I  know  it,  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  late  Prince  Consort,  and 
of  some  of  the  ablest  men  of  the  King- 
dom who  composed  that  Commission, 
that  no  public  body  oyer  had  a  Se- 
cretary so  able  and  so  useful  as  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  so  industrious, 
80  accurate  was  he,  and  so  easily 
and  readily  did  he  dispose  of  the  most 
difficult  questions.  Later  on  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northoote  put  me  under  personal 
and  political  obligations.  I  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  Queen  and  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  offer  to  him  the  post 
of  Member  of  the  Commission  to 
America  to  settle  the  Alabama  Claims. 
The  matter  was  a  difficult  one.  The 
Commission  was  not  popular,  and  the 
work  was  almost  certain  to  be  severely 
criticized.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  with 
the  utmost  readiness  and  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  Mr.  Disraeli,  accepted  that  post. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Bipon)  near  me  can  testify  to  the  services 
wfaach  he  rendered  on  that  occasion. 
With  his  usual  modesty,  he  refused  the 
offers  of  a  high  honour  made  to  him. 
He  was  willing  to  co-operate  with  political 
opponents  for  a  gpreat  public  object ;  but 
he  declined  to  receive  rewards  and 
honours  from  them.  I  venture  to  trust 
that  the  remembrance  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote's  character  will  have  some 
effect  in  diminishing  any  chance  of  that 
bitterness  of  discussion  which  sometimes 
not  unnaturally  arises  in  moments  of 
great  political  excitement. 

Ea&l  FOBTESCIJE :  I  will  not  take 
up  your  Lordships'  time;  but  I  crave 
indulgence  to  supplement  the  touching 
eulogies  that  have  been  pronounced  on 
loy  departed  friend.  I  just  wish  to 
mention  that  on   the  last  morning  of 


Lord  Iddesleigh's  truly  noble  life  he 
told  me  he  had  gone  through  his  Foreign 
Office  boxes,  and  he  believed  he  should 
leave  without  a  single  arrear  when  he 
delivered  up  the  Seals  of  his  Office,  as 
he  expected  to  do,  to  Her  Majesty  the 
next  day,  thus  fitly  closing  his  patriotic, 
distinguished,     and    most     exemplary 


career. 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO   HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 
LoBD  Chakcellob. 

The  Eabl  of  ERNE  (who  wore  the 
uniform  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant),  in  rising 
to  move  an  Address  in  reply  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
said :  I  have,  in  the  first  place,  to  bespeak 
at  your  Lordships'  hands  that  considera- 
tion and  forbearance  which  your  Lord- 
ships inyariably  extend  to  those  who 
labour  under  the  disability  of  addressing 
you  for  the  first  time. 

My  Lords,  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
that  we  meet  to-day  imder  the  shadow 
of  a  gpreat  loss.  It  would  be  presump- 
tuous in  me,  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
so  many  of  his  late  Colleagues  in  the 
Cabinet,  as  well  as  of  those  who  have 
been  so  long  associated  with  him,  either 
as  allies  or  opponents  in  public  life,  to 
dwell  upon  the  eminent  services  rendered 
to  his  Party,  his  country,  and  his 
Queen  by  the  late  Lord  Iddesleigh. 
But  having  served  under  him  in  an 
official,  though  subordinate,  position  in 
the  House  of  Commons  for  eight  Sessions, 
during  which  time  I  was  brought  into 
daily — I  may  say  hourly — ^intercourse 
with  him,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted 
to  say  this — that  I  never  knew  anyone 
who  possessed  in  such  an  unusual  de- 
gree the  power  of  attracting  to  himself, 
not  only  the  admiration  and  esteem,  but 
the  warm  personal  affection,  of  all  those 
with  whom  he  was  brought  into  con- 
tact. The  secret  of  this  power  lay  in 
that  absolute  unselfishness  rnd  that 
rare  consideration  for  the  feelings  and 
the  wishes  of  others  which  were  the 
chief  characteristics  of  his  nature.  T,  for 
one,  can  never  forget  the  numberless 
acts  of  kindness  I  received  at  his  hands 
during  the  period  of  my  official  connec- 
tion with  him.  My  Lords,  his  gentle 
and  unsolfi^h  spirit  has  been  taken  from 
us,  and  the  nation  is  the  poorer  lor  bis 
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loss ;  but  his  memory  remains  a  bright 
example  to  us  and  to  future  generations 
of  all  that  an  English  statesman,  an 
English  patriot,  and  an  English  gentle- 
man should  be. 

My  Lords,  this  Session,  whatever  sur- 
prises the  future  may  haye  in  store  for 
us,  is,  in  all  probability,  destined  to  be 
memorable  as  the  one  which  will  witness 
the  50th  anniversary  of  the  accession  to 
the  Throne  of  Her  Gracious  Majesty. 
This  reign  has  already  exceeded  in 
length,  with,  I  believe,  but  two  excep- 
tions, those  of  all  its  Predecessors:  it 
has  exceeded  them  all  immeasurably 
in  the  marvellous  strides  made  in 
prosperity  and  in  the  arts  of  civilization 
by  the  people  of  this  country.  Not  a 
little  of  this  progress  is  due  to  the  noble 
example  set  by  the  Queen,  and  the 
tender  solicitude  invariably  exhibited  by 
her  for  the  welfare  of  her  people ;  and  I 
feel  sure  that  your  Lordships  will,  when 
the  time  arrives,  join  heartily  in  tender- 
ing your  congratulations  to  Her  Majesty 
on  the  auspicious  anniversary,  and  in 
prayers  for  the  prolongation  of  her  long 
and  glorious  reign. 

The  opening  paragraph  of  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  deals,  as  is  customary, 
with  Foreign  Affairs,  and  we  are 
informed  that  the  relations  between  this 
country  and  Foreign  Powers  continue  to 
be  on  a  friendly  footing,  and  that,  in 
spite  of  all  the  disquieting  riunours  which 
we  have  heard  of  late  about  the  state  of 
Europe,  no  disturbance  of  the  peace  is 
anticipated  from  the  unsettled  state  of 
affairs  in  its  South-Eastern  regions. 
While  yielding  to  none  in  admiration 
of  the  heroism  exhibited  by  Prince 
Alexander  of  Bulgaria,  in  recognition  of 
his  devotion  to  the  interests  of  his 
adopted  country,  and  in  condemnation 
of  the  cruel  and  cowardly  outrages 
which  accompanied  his  dethronement, 
your  Lordships  will  hardly  expect  that 
this  country  will  embark  in  any 
Quixotic  enterprize  for  his  restoration ; 
but  you  will  doubtless  await  with 
patience  the  time  when  we  shall  be 
called  upon,  in  common  with  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  to  give  our  assent  to 
the  election  of  his  Successor  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin. 

The  condition  of  Egypt  has  been  for  a 
long  time  the  source  of  much  anxiety. 
We  have  heard  of  late  with  satis- 
taotion  that  it  has  been  oonsidered  safe 
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to  materially  reduce  the  number  of  Bri- 
tish troops  in  that  country ;  and  I  think 
we  may  now  fairly  look  forward  to  the 
time  when,  owing  to  the  restoration  of 
internal  tranquillity  and  financial  sta- 
bility, it  will  De  possible  for  us  to  with- 
draw altogether,  and  to  leave  that  country 
to  develop  of  itself  those  resources  with 
which  Nature  has  so  abundantly  fur- 
nished her. 

Your  Lordships  will  be  glad  to  hear 
that  the  operations  in  Burmab,  which,  as 
I  may  recedl  with  pride,  were  initiated  and 
axe  being  brought  to  a  conclusion  by  two 
eminent  Irishmen,  are  progpresaing  satis- 
factorily. Operations  of  this  nature, 
small  though  they  may  appear,  cannot 
fail  to  be  a  drain  on  the  resources  of  the 
country  which  conducts  them ;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  this  drain  will  be  more  than 
compensated  for  by  the  stability  which 
the  pacification  of  Burmah  will  confer 
upon  the  frontiers  of  our  Indian  Empire 
adjacent  to  it. 

Passing  by  the  subject  of  the  Com- 
mercial Treaties  with  Qreece  and  Boa- 
mania,  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  will 
realize  the  benefits  anticipated  from 
them.  I  must  now  turn  to  a  less  ag^ree- 
able  topic,  but  one  which,  nevertheless, 
monopolizes  the  greatest  share  of  public 
attention  at  the  present  time.  The  state 
of  Ireland  for  many  years — though  at 
times  there  have  been  gleams  of  sun- 
shine and  glimpses  of  improvement — has 
not  been  an  agreeable  subject  for  one 
like  myself  to  dwell  upon — one  who  was 
bom  there,  who  has  lived  among  the 
people,  and  who  hopes  to  be  permitted  to 
spend  the  remainder  of  his  life  amongst 
them ;  but  I  believe  that  I  should  be  un- 
worthy of  the  trust  which  has  been  com- 
mitted to  me,  were  I  to  fail  to  speak  out 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  truth  on  this 
subject,  however  painful  it  may  be  to  me 

to  do  BO. 

My  Lords,  to  rightly  appreciate  the 
state  of  affairs  now  existing  in  Ireland 
it  is  necessary  to  go  back  to  what  hap- 
pened at  the  last  General  Election.  At 
that  time  the  constituencies  of  this 
country,  constituencies  but  recently 
established  upon  the  broadest  and  most 
democratic  basis,  declared  by  an  unmis- 
takable majority — a  majority  which,  I 
fully  believe,  but  for  the  magic  of  one 
great  name,  would  have  been  largely 
increased — that  the  Union  as  heretofore 
existing  between  Oreat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land should   be  preserved.      Charged 
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with  this  mandate  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  power,  and,  indeed,  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union  may  be  said 
to  be  the  reason  of  their  existence ;  and 
for  a  time  it  seemed  as  if  the  Irish 
people  as  a  whole  had  accepted  the  ver- 
dict of  the  nation,  and  that  a  new  era  of 
peace  and  prosperity  was  about  to  dawn. 
Crime  diminished ;  rents  began  to  be 
paid  with  greater  punctuality ;  and  the 
tenant  farmers  began  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  facilities  for  acquiriag  the  fee 
simple  of  their  holdings  provided  by  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  (Lord  Ashbourne).  But  this 
state  of  things  did  not  suit  the  Irish 
agitators,  or  their  allies  on  this  side  of 
the  water.  A  peaceful  and  a  prosperous 
Ireland  would  mean,  for  them,  their 
occupation  gone,  and  their  sources  of 
wealth  from  the  other  side  of  the  Atlan- 
tic dried  up.  They  also  saw  that  as  long 
as  the  alliance  between  the  two  sections 
of  the  Unionist  Party  remained  intact 
their  chances  of  attaining  the  object  of 
their  desires — the  Eepeal  of  the  Union — 
was  nil.  They  therefore  invented  the 
notorious  Plan  of  Campaign,  with  the 
deliberate  object  of  driving  a  wedge  into 
the  ranks  of  the  Unionist  Party,  in  the 
hope  that  by  raising  the  agrarian  cry 
they  might  detach  from  it  those  of  its 
Members  whose  views  upon  questions  of 
land  were  more  advanced  than  the  rest. 
My  Lords,  if  there  is  any  country  in  the 
civilized  world  in  which  the  raising  of 
an  agrarian  agitation  is  utterly  unjusti- 
fiable, that  country  is  Ireland.  The 
Irish  tenant  holds  an  unique  position 
among  occupiers  of  the  soil,  and  enjoys 
advantages  conferred  upon  him  at  the 
expense  of  the  landlord  which  tenants 
elsewhere  may  well  envy.  Not  only  is 
he  secured  against  his  rent  being  raised 
on  account  of  improvements  executed 
by  himself  or  his  predecessors  in  title — 
though  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Government  which  passed  the  last  Land 
Act,  recently  writing  in  a  periodical, 
seems  to  be  ignorant  of  the  fact — not 
only  can  he  sell  these  improvement^,  to- 
gedier  with  the  goodwill  of  his  holding, 
to  the  highest  bidder,  but  if  he  con- 
siders his  rent  excessive  he  can  go  into 
Court  and  have  it  fixed  by  a  tribunal 
specially  appointed  for  the  purpose. 
With  tenants  thus  situated,  the  authors 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  step  in  and 
deliberately  supersede  the  law.     They 


tell  them  that  they  are  not  to  pay  a  rent 
agreed  upon  between  themselves  and 
their  landlords,  or  fixed  by  a  judicial  tri- 
bunal, as  the  case  may  be,  but  only  so 
much  of  it  as  they  choose  or  are  advised 
to  offer ;  and  if  the  landlord  has  a  spark 
of  spirit  in  him,  and  refuses  to  be  dic- 
tated to,  he  may  go  without  his  money. 
I  ask,  was  there  ever  such  an  audacious 
and  impudent  travesty  and  mockery  of 
right  and  justice  ?  My  Lords,  I  feel  that 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enter  at 
length  into  a  denunciation  of  these  tac- 
tics ;  they  have  been  declared  to  be 
an  illegal  and  criminal  conspiracy  by 
the  highest  tribunal  in  the  land,  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench — they  have  been 
condemned  as  immoral  by  the  prepon- 
derance of  public  opinion  in  this  country. 
My  Lords,  on  an  occasion  like  this,  I 
should  wish,  as  far  as  possible,  to  avoid 
any  observations  of  a  recriminatory 
character ;  but  I  cannot  help  saying  that 
I  hope  that  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  the  Address  in  this  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  we  shall  be 
favoured  with  a  more  explicit  and  em- 
phatic condemnation  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  by  the  responsible  Leaders  of 
the  Opposition  than  has  been  hitherto 
vouchsafed  to  us. 

.  My  Lords,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  been  blamed  for  not  having  acted 
with  more  vigour  and  promptitude  in 
grappling  with  this  movement,  and  I 
think  even  their  strongest  opponents 
will  admit  that  they  have  strained  the 
virtues  of  patience  and  forbearance  to 
bursting  point ;  but  it  must  be  always 
borne  in  mind  that  there  is  one  great 
initial  difficulty  that  every  Government 
in  Ireland,  armed  only  with  the  ordinary 
powers  conferred  by  law,  has  to  face ; 
and  it  is  this — that  the  public  mind  has 
been  so  debauched  and  demoralized  by 
a  long  series  of  pernicious  and  immoral 
agitation  that  resistance  to  the  law  and 
repudiation  of  debts  has  come  to  be 
looked  upon  in  large  portions  of  the 
country  not  only  as  not  a  crime,  but  as 
something  laudable  and  praiseworthy, 
and  that  the  class  of  men  from  whom 
common  jurors  are  drawn  have  been 
either  so  taught  to  disregard  the  solemn 
obligations  of  an  oath,  or  so  intimidated, 
if  they  are  suspected  of  a  disposition  to 
pay  heed  to  it,  that  in  cases  of  an  agrarian 
or  political  character,  trial  by  jury,  in 
all  but  a  few  favoured  spots,  has  become 
nothing  short  of  a  farce. 
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I  remember  last  year  that  my  noble 
Friend  tbe  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Abercom),  who  on  that  occasion  per- 
formed tne  task  now  allotted  to  me, 
gave  your  Lordships  a  yery  graphic  de- 
scription of  the  terrible  state  to  which 
the  unfortunate  people  were  reduced 
who  came  under  the  operation  of  what 
is  known  as  the  system  of  '*  Boycotting," 
and  dwelt  with  considerable  force  upon 
the  horrors  of  that  system.  My  Lords, 
I  will  not  travel  oyer  the  same  ground 
again ;  but  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
that  that  system  still  continues  in  full 
force  in  many  parts  of  the  country, 
though  so  complete  is  the  reien  of  terror 
that  has  been  established  that  its  vic- 
tims bow  to  its  decrees  without  resist- 
ance, and  we  consequently  do  not  hear 
80  much  of  it  as  we  otherwise  would. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not,  of  course,  pretend 
to  know  what  the  proposals  with  regard 
to  the  changes  in  t3ie  form  of  legal  pro- 
cedure alluded  to  in  this  paragraph  may 
be ;  but  I  hope  they  may  be  found  to 
give  more  summary  powers  in  dealing 
with  ''Boycotting,"  and  also  that  they 
will  provide  for  some  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  trial  by  jury,  whether  by 
change  of  venue,  the  empannelling  of 
special  juries,  and,  in  extreme  cases,  the 
abolition  of  trial  by  jury  altogether,  and 
the  substitution  for  it  of  trial  by  Judges. 
But  advantageous  as  these  changes,  if 
carried  out,  will  be,  I  cannot  conceal  my 
opinion  that  no  real  good  will  be  effected 
till  the  National  League  has  been  de- 
clared to  be  an  illegal  organization,  and 
suppressed  as  such,  in  the  same  way  that 
the  late  lamented  Mr.  Forster  crushed 
its  prototype  and  predecessor,  the  Land 
League. 

My  Lords,  in  carrying  out  the  task 
which  they  have  imposed  upon  them- 
selves, Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
receive  the  support  of  all  the  best 
elements  of  society  in  Ireland.  Though 
a  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  I 
can  speak  in  a  representative  capacity  : 
I  can  speak  as  me  elected  head  of  a 
large  and  powerful  body  of  men,  long 
distinguished  for  their  enthusiastic 
loyalty  and  their  devoted  attachment  to 
the  cause  of  the  Union.  But,  above  and 
beyond  these,  I  can  speak  for  the  whole 
body  of  Lrish  Loyalists,  the  English 
''  Garrison,"  as  they  have  been  con- 
temptuously called,  whether  Catholic  or 
Protestant,  Whig  or  Tory,  landlord  or 
merchant,   farmer   or    shopkeeper,  la- 
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bourer  or  artizan.  My  Lords,  I  venture 
to  say  that  this  community  has  given, 
in  proportion  to  its  numbers,  more 
soldiers  and  statesmen,  who  have  con- 
tributed to  build  up  and  maintain  the 
gpreatness  of  the  Empire,  than  any  com- 
munity which  that  Empire  contains.  On 
these  grounds,  if  on  no  other,  they  have  a 
claim  to  appeal  to  this  country  for  as- 
sistance and  protection ;  but  on  far  wider 
and  far  higher  grounds— on  grounds  of 
truth,  and  right,  and  justice — ^I  appeal 
to  your  Lordships,  on  their  behalf,  to 
assist  the  Government  in  putting  an  end 
to  a  state  of  things  which  is  a  scandal  to 
civilization  and  a  danger  to  the  Empire, 
and  I  am  confident  I  shall  not  appeal  in 
vain. 

The  next  paragraph  of  the  Speech 
refers  to  the  Commissions  which  were 
appointed  last  autumn  to  inquire  into 
matters  relating  to  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  L*eland ;  and  we  are  told 
that  the  Beport  of  that  Commission,  to 
which  the  question  of  Land  Purchase 
was  specially  referred,  will  shortly  be 
laid  before  us.  I  hope  we  may  have 
early  legislation  in  the  direction  of  the 
extension  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of 
1885.  There  is  no  use  in  denying  the 
fact  that  whatever  may  have  been  the 
advantages  conferred  upon  the  tenants 
by  recent  Land  Acts,  the  relations 
between  them  and  their  landlords  have 
been  thereby  brought  into  a  state  of 
hopeless  muddle  and  confusion ;  and  it 
is  impossible  that  the  resources  of  the 
land  can  be  properly  developed  till  the 
dual  ownership  now  existing  is  abo- 
lished, and  the  land  reverts  ^ain  into 
single  hands.  I  believe  your  Lordships 
will  anee  that  in  the  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  the  only  solution — 
if  a  solution  be  practicable — of  the  land 
difficulty  in  Ireland  is  to  be  found. 
But  of  this  I  must  warn  the  Govern- 
ment— that  such  is  the  demoralisation 
now  prevailing  in  L-eland,  that  I  know 
for  a  fact  that  many  tenants  who  have 
purchased  their  holdings  under  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  Act  are  openly  pro- 
claiming their  intention  of  repudiating 
the  repayment  of  the  instaunents  of 
the  purchase  money,  and  that  unless  the 
law  be  enforced  and  the  fulfilment  of 
contracts  made  obligatory  there  will  be 
the  same  difficulty  in  collecting  their 
instalments  as  there  now  is  in  coUeoting 
rents ;  and  in  that  case  I  should  advise 
your  Lordships,  in  the  interests  of  the 
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toxpajers,  to  have  nothing  to  do  with 
Land  Pnrohase. 

I  shall  touch  but  briefly  on  the  re- 
maining topics  mentioned  in  the  Speech. 
I  am  deeply  sensible  of  the  kindness 
your  Lordships  have  extended  to  me — a 
kindness  which  I  feel  all  the  more,  as  I 
cannot  but  be  aware  that  some  of  the 
observations  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
make  cannot  have  been  very  palatable 
to  all  of  your  Lordships,  and  I  am 
anxious  not  to  abuse  your  forbearance ; 
but  I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to 
notice  with  satisfaction  that  the  subject 
of  Local  Government  occupies  a  pro- 
minent place  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  I 
beUeve  it  will  be  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  the  time  has  arrived — if,  indeed,  it 
had  not  arrived  long  ago^when  the 
elective  element  may  be  saiely  entrusted 
with  the  management  of  local  afEiairs  in 
counties  in  England  and  Wales ;  at  the 
same  time,  I  hope  that  place  may  still 
be  found  for  that  body  which  has 
hitherto  controlled  them  with  so  much 
credit  to  themselves  and  advantage  to 
the  community.  I  observe  in  this  para- 
graph,  what  I  may  call  a  pious  aspira- 
tion, that  it  may  be  possible  to  deal 
with  Local  Q-overnment  in  Ireland  and 
Scotlcmd  also ;  but  from  my  experience 
of  Business  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament I  fear  I  should  be  exciting  false 
hopes  in  your  Lordships'  breasts  were  I 
to  hold  out  an  expectation  that  effective 
legislation  in  that  quarter  were  possible, 
for  this  Session  at  all  events. 

My  Lords,  the  success  which  has 
attended  the  operations  of  what  is 
known  as  Lord  Oairns's  Act  shows  that 
questions  of  Land  Transfer  and  Allot- 
ments are  such  as  can  be  dealt  with 
advantageously  by  the  Conservative 
Party ;  and  I  believe  that  changes  in 
this  direction  will  be  found  to  strengthen 
the  tenure  of  that  kind  of  property  in 
which  your  Lordships  are  chiefly  in- 
terested. But,  my  Lords,  I  believe  the 
country  has  no  great  inclination  at  the 
present  time  to  attend  to  these  and  to 
other  minor  details  of  legislation.  Two 
things  are  principally  expected  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment :  that  they  should 
maintain  the  honour  and  interests  of 
the  Empire  abroad  and  its  unity  and 
integrity  at  home;  and  in  the  full 
belief  and  expectation  that  in  carrying 
out  this  policy  they  will  be  supported 
by  a  large  majority  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  as  I  am  sure  they  will  be  by  the 


majority  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  move  the  adop- 
tion of  the  humble  Address  in  answer 
to  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

yisooTJOT  TORRINGTON  (who  was 
attired  in  the  uniform  of  an  officer  of 
the  Bifle  Brigade),  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion,  said :  My  Lords,  I  crave 
your  indulgence  for  a  brief  period,  while 
I  venture  to  draw  your  attention  to 
some  important  points  dwelt  upon  in 
Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty's  Speech. 

My  noble  Friend  who  has  just  so 
eloquently  addressed  your  Lordships 
has  dealt  so  fully  with  the  Lish  Ques- 
tion that  I  scarcely  like  to  trespass  upon 
your  time  while  I  add  my  testimony, 
based  on  many  years'  official  experience 
on  the  Staff  in  Ireland,  to  the  anarchic 
state  of  that  unfortunate  country.  Ire- 
land continues  to  groan  under  a  cruel, 
tyrannical,  and  inhuman  despotism  ex- 
ercised by  the  National  League,  render- 
ing insecure  the  lives,  liberties,  and 
property  of  the  law-abiding,  and  crush- 
ing out  from  among  the  people  of  that 
unhappy  island  even  the  very  vestiges 
of  civilization.  The  Irish,  though  im- 
pulsive, and  easily  led  astray  by  un- 
scrupulous agitators,  practising  chiefly 
on  their  cupidity,  can  be  converted  into 
peaceable  and  orderly  citizens  by  firm 
and  consistent  government ;  and  it  is  this 
course  which  I  rejoice  to  see  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  determined  unflinch- 
ingly to  follow.  My  Lords,  the  recent 
attack  on  the  citadel  of  the  Constitution 
has  failed  through  the  laudable  and 
patriotic  co-operation  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists;  and  it  only  needs  now  the 
strict  and  continuous  administration  of 
the  law,  equally  in  all  parts  of  the 
Kingdom,  to  enable  us  to  maintain 
intact  the  existing  Union,  which  has 
added  so  much  in  the  past  to  the  great- 
ness, prosperity,  and  even  the  security 
of  both  countries. 

This  desire  to  maintain  the  existing 
Union  naturally  causes  bur  thoughts  to 
turn  to  the  hope  of  Imperial  Federation, 
which  would  bind  together  the  Mother 
Country  and  her  Colonies  and  Dependen- 
cies in  the  enduring  bonds  of  mutual 
protection  and  advancement,  and  retain 
them  in  the  paths  of  peace  and  pros- 
perity. It  is  the  hope  of  many,  and, 
indeed,  the  belief,  that  this  result  will 
be  surely,  although  gradually,  brought 
about.  The  realization  of  this  hope 
will,  no  doubt,  be  materially  aided  by  the 
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beneficent  action  of   the  Imperial  In- 
stitute. 

My  Lords,  when  we  regard  foreign 
affairs,  it  is  gratifying  to  note  that  the 
surrey  of  tlie  situation  is  pacific  and  re- 
assuring. But,  as  practical  people,  we 
cannot  banish  from  our  minds  the 
deplorable  and  perilous  tension  under 
which  the  Continental  Powers  are  kept 
through  their  colossal  armaments — 
ready  at  a  moment's  notice  to  take  the 
field.  Our  policy  is  based  on  a  desire 
for  peace  and  the  loyal  fulfilment  of  the 
stipulations  of  existing  Treaties ;  but,  in 
oraer  to  realize  these  aims,  we  must  take 
care  that  our  Army  and  Navy  are  kept 
in  the  most  efficient  condition  to  meet 
all  possible  contingencies,  our  motto 
being  that  of  our  Volunteers,  **  Defence, 
not  Defiance." 

The  preposterous  rumour  that  anyone 
in  authority  in  this  country  contem- 
plated interfering  in  the  election  of  a 
Buler  for  the  Bulgarian  Principality 
has  been  most  emphatically  disclaimed ; 
and  it  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  add 
that,  where  British  interests  are  not  pri- 
marily and  immediately  involved,  the 
initiative  is  no  part  of  our  duty. 

Egypt  would  make  rapid  progress, 
both  moral  and  material,  if  all  those  who 
profess  to  be  interested  in  her  welfare 
were  to  co-operate  loyally  in  England's 
8elf-den3ring  policy. 

My  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Frederick 
Roberts),  with  that  force  of  character 
and  those  high  military  qualities  of  the 
possession  of  which  he  has  shown  so 
many  signal  proofs,  aided  by  the  valour 
and  endurance  of  our  troops,  both  Native 
and  European,  and  assisted  by  incom- 
parable Administrations  drawn  from  the 
Civil  Service  of  India,  will,  ere  long, 
bring  about  the  pacification  and  settle- 
ment of  Upper  Burmah,  and,  by  bestow- 
ing upon  its  people  the  blessings  of 
civilized  government,  render  them  as 
contented  and  prosperous  as  their  kins- 
men in  the  neighbouring  Province. 

I  feel  convinced,  my  Lords,  that 
the  country  is  thoroughly  in  accord 
with  Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment  as  to 
the  propriety  of  the  course  they  propose 
to  pursue  with  regard  to  the  various 
matters  of  domestic  legislation  mentioned 
in  the  Speech ;  and  1  venture  to  think 
that  from  no  quarter  in  the  House  will 
serious  exception  be  taken  to  the  mea- 
sures to  be  Drought  before  your  Lord 
bhips. 

Vucount  TorringUm 


My  Lords,  before  resuming  my  seat,  X 
will,  with  your  permission,  touch  on  an 
absorbing  topic.  The  nation  is  to  be 
congratulatea  that  not  only  we  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  those  our  fellow- 
subjects  throughout  the  wide  Dominions 
of  this  Empire,  are  permitted  by  Qt)d's 
Providence  to  celebrate  the  50th  anni- 
versary of  our  beloved  Queen's  most 
happy  reign.  Our  hearts  beat  in  unison, 
and  the  prayer  *'  God  bless  her "  is 
offered  up  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  her  glorious  Empire  by  a 
loyal  and  affectionate  people.  My  Lords, 
in  conclusion  I  beg  to  second  the  Address 
moved  by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Erne). 

Eakl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  listened  with  interest  and  plea- 
sure to  the  speeches  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Mover  of  the  Address 
and  the  distinguished  officer  who 
seconded  the  Motion;  and  I  congratulate 
the  noble  Marquess  on  his  having  been 
able  this  year,  unlike  last  year,  to  find 
two  independent  and  unsalaried  Peers 
who  would  consent  to  do  the  work  so 
weU.  The  noble  Earl,  I  know,  is  an  old 
Parliamentary  hand,  and  I  am  not  en- 
titled to  pay  a  compliment  to  him;  but  I 
must  say  that  I  was  very  much  struck  by 
what  he  said,  even  when  I  differed  from 
him.  My  second-hand  information  about 
Ireland  does  not  agree  with  his;  but 
all  the  same,  and  making  allowance 
for  what  he  may  have  been  prompted  to 
say  as  the  head  of  the  Orange  Party, 
I  must  say  the  general  tone  of  ms 
speech  was  good,  and,  I  thought, 
an  appropriate  opening  to  this  debate. 
Then  his  remarks  with  respect  to  the 
late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  were  especially 
touching.  Both  the  noble  Lords  in 
their  speeches  supplied  an  omission 
in  the  Koyal  Speech,  which  contains  no 
allusion  whatever  to  the  coming  inte- 
resting Jubilee  of  Her  Majesty  s  long 
reign.  My  Lords,  the  opening  of  Par- 
liament exemplifiea  to  a  great  degree  the 
glorious,  though  sometimes  lamentable, 
uncertainty  of  political  affairs.  None 
of  your  Lordships  could  have  imagined 
two  weeks  ago  the  position  in  whic^  the 
Government  present  themselves  to  Par- 
liament to-day.  The  noble  Earl  has 
said  that  we  require  a  strong  Govem- 
ment,  and  I  quite  agree  that  that  is  the 
case,  particularly  with  reference  to  the 
position  of  foreign  affairs  and  the  con- 
dition ot  Ireland.    I   have   heard   it 
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stated  quite  lately,  not  only  that  the 
Oovemment  is  strong,  but  that  it  is 
stronger  than  before  the  resignation  of 
the  late  Leader  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  and  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  admit  that  it  has  one  very  great 
element  of  strength,  that  of  being  able, 
with  the  assistance  of  a  Liberal  miilo- 
rity,  to  command,  for  the  present  at 
any  rate,  the  support  of  a  large  majo- 
rity in  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
also  admit  that  the  accession  to  the 
Government  of  a  man  of  the  high 
character  and  ability  possessed  by  Mr. 
Gosohen  is  a  further  element  of  strength. 
On  all  sides  there  seems  to  be  an  agree- 
ment that  it  is  good  for  the  country, 
ffood  for  himself,  and  good  for  us  whom 
ne  has  left,  that  he  should  have  joined 
the  Government.  I  very  much  agree 
with  that.  In  some  points  Mr.  Goschen 
ifl  more  Liberal  than  those  whom  he 
joins.  He  has  himself  said  that  he 
differs  from  the  Conservative  Party  on 
four  out  of  five  questions ;  but  I  am  of 
opinion — and  I  do  not  think  I  am  wrong — 
that  on  some  of  the  best  points  of  Con- 
Bervatism  he  is  a  sounder  Conservative 
than  many  of  the  Leaders  of  the  great 
Conservative  Party  itself.  There  is  one 
point  on  which  he  may  have  some  diffi- 
culty. No  one  has  described  so  well  that 
the  present  Government  is  a  Government 
on  sufferance.  He  stated  emphatically 
at  Willis's  Booms  that  the  Ministers  had 
the  Offices,  but  Lord  Hartington  had  the 
whole  power.  Now,  if  any  difference 
arises-r-and  differences  will  arise  among 
the  be^  of  friends — what  will  Mr. 
Goschen  have  to  do  ?  Will  he  side  with 
the  man  who  has  the  Office,  or  with  him 
who  has  the  power?  Now,  my  Lords, 
beyond  the  two  points  I  have  mentioned 
I  fail  to  see  how  the  strength  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  greatly 
increased.  We  were  told  up  to  a  recent 
period  that  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill 
was  the  second  most  important — that  he 
was  the  most  brilliant  and  popular  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  He  left  the 
Government  upon  a  difference,  or  differ- 
ences, as  to  which  we  shall  be  fully  in- 
formed this  evening  by  his  statements, 
and  by  those  of  the  noble  Marquess  and 
of  Mr.  Smith.  I  cannot  tell  how  far 
these  statements  will  justify  the  assur- 
ance we  used  to  receive  of  the  united 
harmony  of  the  Government.  The  step 
the  noble  Marquees  at  once  took  showed 
his  own  sense  of  the  great  loss  he  sus- 


tained. He  approached  Lord  Harting- 
ton again.  Discounting  as  much  as  you 
like  what  the  instinct  of  self-preserva- 
tion and  political  tenacity  of  life  may 
do,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  subordina- 
tion of  all  personal  claims  to  his  wish  to 
strengthen  the  Government  was  highly 
creditable  to  him ;  but  it  was,  to  a  certain 
degree,  an  acknowledgment  of  the  weak- 
ness of  the  Conservative  Party,  and  we 
have  heard  rumours  that  it  was  felt  as 
such  by  some  of  them.  Lord  Hartington 
refused.  Although  he  might  like  the 
flag  with  a  motto  on  it  which  seemed  to 
us  to  be  delusive,  he  did  not  wish  to  put 
on  the  uniform,  or  the  livery,  as  the  case 
may  be.  His  refusal  cannot  be  said  to 
have  strengthened  the  Government.  It 
was  then  almost  ostentatiously  announced 
that  an  offer  had  been  made  to  a  noble 
Earl,  a  Friend  and  late  Colleague  of 
mine,  and  that  a  Transatlantic  message 
had  been  sent  to  Lord  Lansdowne  to 
the  same  effect.  These  were  very 
judicious  offers ;  but  on  what  grounds  it 
was  thought  that  they  were  likely  to 
accept  after  Lord  Hartington's  refusal  is 
not  clear.  Then,  as  to  the  lamented 
death  of  Lord  Iddesleigh.  We  all  know 
ourselves,  and  it  is  impossible,  after  the 
touching  testimony  the  noble  Marquess 
gave  of  his  value  as  a  Colleague,  not  to 
leel  that  liis  loss  is  anything  but  a  gain 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  There 
is  another  point  connected  with  the 
reconstruction  of  the  Government  to 
which  some  attention  has  been  directed. 
I  remember  alluding  to  it  some  15 
months  ago,  and  I  regret  that  I  did  not 
then  bring  it  to  the  full  consideration  of 
your  Lordships'  House — I  mean  the 
transfer,  with  salary,  of  the  sinecure 
Office  of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  another  Minister  —  a  proceeding 
which  is  a  fine  example  of  the  Tory 
Democratic  contempt  for  all  tradition, 
and  especially  when,  in  addition  to  this, 
there  is  a  combination  of  the  Offices  of 
Prime  Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary. 
Now,  I  believe  that  this  combination  is 
bad  for  the  country,  bad  for  the  Sove- 
reigo,  bad  for  the  Cabinet,  and  most 
unfair  to  the  noble  Marquess  himself. 
I  have  had  some  opportunities  of  observ- 
ing the  work  of  the  Prime  Minister.  It 
is  true  that  at  some  moments  it  is  not 
overwhelming.  But  there  are  periods 
when,  almost  every  hour  of  the  day,  the 
Prime  Minister  is  required  to  advise  the 
Queen,  to  maintain    harmony  in   the 


28 


Addr$i9  in 


{LOEDS} 


Atmoer  to  Her 


24 


Oabinetj  to  regulate  the  action  of  the 
Departments,  to  superintend  the  prepa- 
ration of  legislation,  to  watoh  over  the 
Parliamentary     proceedings     of    both 
Houses.     When   I    first    entered    the 
Foreign  Office,  in  a  subordinate  capacity, 
the  despatches  were  some  17,000  in  the 
year.     \^en  I  succeeded  Lord  Falmer- 
ston  for  two  months,  in  1851  and  1852, 
they  had  risen  to    84,000.      In    1870 
I  believe  they  were  70,000,  and — the 
noble  Marquess  will  correct  me — ^I  am 
informed  they  have  now  risen  to  more 
than  90,000.      Lord  Palmerston  told  us 
that  the  routine  work  took  him  eight 
hours  a-day,  and  this  exclusive  of  diplo- 
matic conversations.  Parliamentary  at- 
tendance, and  the  performance  of  all 
Oourt  and  social  duties.     Now,  of  all 
the    Offices    I  have  ever    known    the 
Foreign  Office  is  the  one  in  which  it  is 
least  possible  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  remain  ignorant  of  the  general  work 
of  the  Office.    He  would  be  found  out  in 
a  week.    It  is  not  possible  for  a  man  to 
have  the  mental  and  physical  strength 
to    carry  on  the  two  Offices  in  their 
full  operation.      My  Lords,   I  should 
have    thought    that    the    ablest    man 
would  have  felt  the  great  advantage  of 
having    a    competent    statesman    with 
whom  to  advise  on  all  important  ques- 
tions.    It  frequently  happens  that  the 
mere  suggestion  of  the  omission  of  a 
sentence,  or  even  of  a  word,  of  a  despatch 
prevents  great  and    complicated    evils 
from    arising.      With    regard   to    the 
Sovereign,  I  think  it  is  wrong  that  the 
authority  upon  which  His  or  Her  Majesty 
place  their  commands  should  be  limited 
in  this  way  to  one  person.    I  am  sure  it 
is  bad  for  the  country  that  one  man 
should  unite  so  much  unchecked  power 
in  his  hands.    My  noble  Friends  who 
have  been  in  Office  know  that  when 
Parliament  is  not  sitting  and  when  the 
Cabinet  is  dispersed  the  noble  Marquess 
is  in  almost  absolute  command.     It  is 
perfectly  impossible  that  one  man  can 
bear  that  great  responsibility.     I  know 
the  noble  Marquess's  ability — his  intel- 
lectual activity.  That  only  makes  it  more 
certain  that  he  will  soon  break  down. 
I    never    meet    a    well-known    blue 
brougham  but  I  say — "  See,  he  has  not 
time  to  walk  even  iirom  Arlington  Street 
to  Downing  Street."    There  is  another 
remark  which  I  cannot  help  making.     I 
saw  it  recorded  during  the  autumn  that 
Foreign    Ministers   and    Ambassadors 
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used  to  visit  the  Prime  Miniator  im- 
mediately   after    seeing    the    Foreign 
Minister.    Lord   Aberdeen,   Lord  Pal- 
merston, Lord  John  Sussell,  and  Mr. 
Oladstone  always  set  their  faces  against 
this  practice  except  on  special  occasionB. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  the  foreign  Kepreeen- 
tatives  like  it  very  much,  as  it  gives  them 
two  strings  to  their  bow,  and  enables 
them  to  write  much  longer  and  more 
interesting  despatches.    But  this  way  of 
doing  business  is  unfair  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  is  certainly  not  favourable 
to  the  Public  Service.  I  am  old-fashioned 
enough  to  think  that  the  really  g^ood 
system  is  for  the  Foreign  Minister  to  do 
the  work  of  the  Foreign  Office,  subject 
to  the  general  superintendence  of  the 
Prime  Minister.    The  reconstruction  of 
the  Government  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance.   We  are,  however,  imperfectly 
informed  as  to  the  future  proceedings  of 
the  Government  until  we  hear  the  noble 
Marquess's  statement.   At  the  beginning 
of  October  we  had  a  remarkable  speech 
from  the  then  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons    at    Dartford,    in    which   he 
described    the    future    policy    of    the 
Government.     That  speech  was  praised 
by  the  Conservative  Press,  and  was  joy- 
fully accepted  by  the  Liberals  as  an  in- 
dication   that    the    Government    were 
adopting  a  Liberal,  almost  a  Radical, 
policy.     As  far  as  I  remember,  the  noble 
Lord  promised  greatly  to  reduce  expen- 
diture and  taxation.     He  promised  a 
reversal  of  Lord  Palmerston's  foreign 
policy  in  the  East,  as  no  longer  suitable 
for  this  country;  he  promised  a  Local 
Government  BUI,  which  should  not  be 
tampered  with;   he  promised  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  enabled 
by  the  Government  to  fulfil  their  pledges 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  on  the  lines 
of  Mr.  Jesse  Collings's  proposals ;  and 
with  regard  to  Ireland  he  promised  that 
this  Session  the  Gt)vemment  would  lay 
the  foundation   of  measures    of   local 
government,  which  no  Government  and 
no  Party  could  shirk.    My  Lords,  it  may 
be  said  that  it  is  hardly  fair  to  quote 
a  noble  Lord  who  has,   unfortunately, 
been    since    shown    to    have   decided 
differences    from    his    CoUeagues.    If 
I  remember   rightly,    the  noble   Lord 
at  the  end  of   October  made  a  speech 
at    Bradford     in    which    he    entirely 
confirmed     what    he     had    previously 
said,   and  which,  he  saifl,  was  merely 
a    repetition     of    the    Prime    Minis- 
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ter's  speech  made  a  year  ago.  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  in  his  Bristol 
speech  made  no  objection,  and  said  that 
the  (Government  would  fulfil  all  the 
pledgee  which  they  had  given  totheBadi- 
oal  constituencies.  But  another  Member 
of  the  Government  was  stillmore  explicit, 
no  less  a  person  than  the  present  Leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  whose  word 
is  respected  by  all.  He  spoke  after 
both  of  Lord  Simdolph's  two  speeches. 
Did  he  repudiate  on  oehalf  of  the  Oo- 
Temment  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said  ?    You  shall  hear — 

'*  I  cannot  undertake  to  tell  yon  what  is  the 
whole  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>yemment 
jxpoa  every  possible  question,  still  less  to  repeat 
to  yoa  all  that  has  been  said  with  such  infibute 
sikill,  power,  and  completeness  by  my  noble 
Colleague  and  Leader  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Lord  Bandolph  Churchill.  The  noble  Lord  has 
told  you  what  are  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>vemnient  upon  most  of  the  important  ques- 
tions  of  the  d^,  and  it  will  not  surprise  you 
to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
agreed  one  with  anouier.  When  Lord  Ban- 
dolph Churchill  speaks,  he  speaks  with^e  full 
■Mnint,  knowledge,  and  consent  of  all  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Oikbinet." 


Then  comes  a  little  cut  at  poor 

"Without  drawing  invidious  distinctions, 
this  has  not  always  been  the  case  with  recent 
Governments.  We  are  a  united  Government, 
and  we  are  determined  to  serve  the  country  as 
a  united  Government  as  long  as  we  can  do  so. 
When  we  can  be  no  longer  united,  we  will  go 
and  shall  oease  to  be  a  Government." 

Though  this  latter  threat  has  not  been 
oarri^  outy  the  whole  extract  proves 
oondusiyely  that  on  the  last  day  of 
October  the  policy  of  the  Gbyemment 
on  finance,  on  foreign  policy,  on  cows 
and  acres,  and  on  locai  government,  both 
in  England  and  Ireland,  was  such  as  I 
have  quoted  from  Lord  Bandolph's 
speeches.  Now,  judging  by  the  liffht  of 
later  events,  it  does  not  seem  prooable 
Hhai  this  policy  will  be  carried  out.  It 
is  quite  true  that  there  is  a  promise  of 
m  Local  Gtovemn^ent  BiU;  but  were  is  no 
indication  whether  it  is  to  be  Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurohill's  BiU  or  Mr.  Long's, 
or  that  which  was  shadowed  forth  by 
Mr.  Balfour.  There  is  nothing,  more- 
over, in  the  Queen's  ISpeech  wluch  indi- 
oates  whether  there  is  to  be  a  complete 
lefversal  of  the  spirited  foreign  policy  of 
which  we  have  heard  so  much.  As  to 
the  great  reduction  promised  by  the  late 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
present  Leader  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mens  in  expenditure  and  taxation,  we 


have  now  nothing  but  a  vague  and 
unmeaning  phrase  about  efficiency  and 
economy.  I  have  only  a  word  to  say  on 
the  Oolonies,  which  are  entirely  omitted 
from  the  Speech,  though  there  are 
Oolonial  matters  of  urgent  importance. 
I  should  be  glad  to  know  what  progress 
has  been  made  with  the  questions  con- 
cerning the  Samoa  Islands,  the  New 
Hebrides,  and  the  daims  of  Germans 
and  Portuguese  in  the  centre  of  Africa. 
There  are  also  the  two  old  festering 
questions  of  a  triangular  character  with 
the  United  States  and  with  France  as  to 
the  North  American  fisheries.  I  had 
hoped  that  before  this  we  should  have 
been  informed  of  some  advance  which 
does  not  brook  much  delay.  A  Con- 
ference has  been  announced  of  an  inter- 
colonial character^  There  may  be  some 
doubt  as  to  immediate  practical  results ; 
but  such  communications,  under  the 
Presidency  of  men  of  jud^ent  and  tact 
like  Mr.  Stanhope  or  Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land, cannot  but  be  useful.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  much  upon  foreign  af- 
fairs. I  desire  to  press  for  no  in- 
formation beyond  what  the  noble 
Marquess  thinks  it  is  right  to  afford, 
as  he  must  be  fully  aware  of  our  anxiety 
to  hear  all  that  can  properly  be  told. 
The  great  military  nations  of  the  Con- 
tinent have  certunly  pushed  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  due  preparation  for  war, 
being  the  best  preservative  of  peace, 
almost  to  the  bending  point.  I  look 
with  great  hope  to  the  noble  Marquess 
being  able  to  give  some  soothing  assur- 
ances on  this  point.  In  Egypt  measures 
originated  during  Mr.  Gladstone's  last 
Administration  but  one  seem  to  be 
making  some,  though  slow,  progress. 
We  have  always  rejoiced  that  circum- 
stances have  brought  the  Government 
into  general  agreement  with  the  doc- 
trines we  have  always  held  as  to  the 
Balkan  Peninsula.  I  cannot  speak  witii 
the  same  satisfaction  of  a  speech  made 
by  the  noble  Marquess  on  mis  subject 
at  the  Guildhall,  it  was  much  cheered 
in  the  City,  and  it  was  praised  by  his 
supporters ;  but  the  result  of  it  on  the 
Continent  seems  to  have  been  that 
Bussia  felt  herself  deeply  insulted ;  that 
Germany,  the  most  powerful  factor  in 
the  matter,  thought  herself  ignored; 
and  that  Austria  believed  she  had  been 
told  that  she  was  mistress  of  the  situa- 
tion, and  was  sure,  in  whatever  course 
she  took,  to  be  blindly  followed  by  us. 
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Your  Lordships  will,  perhapS)  bear  with 
me,  if  I  make  a  few  observationB  as  to 
the  state  of  Ireland.  The  Speech  de- 
plores the  present  relations  between 
landlords  and  tenants,  but  states  that 
ereat  crimes  are  scarcer  in  Ireland  than 
during  "  the  preceding  year."  I  believe 
that  instead  of  the  preceding  year  <'  the 
preceding  five  or  six  years  "  might  have 
been  used.  The  noble  Earl  (&e  Earl 
of  Erne)  attributed  this  to  the  vigour  of 
the  GK>vemment;  but  I  have  been  in- 
formed, by  persons  who  have  been  close 
and  watchful  observers,  that  absence  of 
severe  crime  is  much  more  owing  to  the 
encouragement  which  Ireland  has  re- 
ceived by  the  sympathy  of  a  large 
number  of  persons  in  England  and 
Scotland,  that  has  induced  them  to  be- 
lieve that  it  is  not  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  violence.  The  Irish  should 
know  that  anything  in  the  nature  of 
violence  or  outrage,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  use  a  cynical  quotation,  ''is  not 
merely  a  crime,  but  a  blunder."  There 
is  no  course  which  could  more  absolutely 
alienate  the  sympathy  of  this  country  than 
any  resort  to  suchlamentablecourses.  The 
noble  Lord  attacked  his  political  oppo- 
nents by  saying  that  they  had  not  been 
sufficiently  active  in  denouncing  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  do  not  think  that 
we  shall  hear  this  attack  from  the 
Front  Bench,  for  two  reasons — ^first, 
that  when  noble  Lords  on  the  other 
side  were  themselves  in  Opposition,  they 
absolutely  reftised  to  give  the  slightest 
repudiation  of  the  inducements  which 
were  undoubtedly  o£Pered  to  the  Orange- 
men to  do  that  which  was  contrary  to 
the  law,  and  when  in  Office  they  re- 
mained perfectly  quiescent  for  two 
months  m  the  face  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  waiting  for  others  to  de- 
nounce that  which  they  themselves 
believed  to  be  illegal  and  immoral. 
I  do  not  myself  think  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  can  be  ac- 
quitted of  all  responsibility  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
with  eviction.  The  noble  Marquess  will 
remember  that  last  year  he  alluded  to 
the  statement  that  it  was  said  that  prices 
had  fallen  so  low  as  to  make  payment 
of  rent  impossible ;  and  he  said  he  en- 
tirely refused  to  admit  that  statement 
in  its  full  extent.  But  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment strenuously  opposed  Mr.  Par- 
ndl's  Bill  of  last  Eiessioni  which,  whe- 
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ther  it  was  right  or  was  wrong,  would 
certainly  have  prevented  many  evictions 
from  taking  place.  They  utterly  denied 
that  the  fall  of  prices  made  it  difficult 
for  the  tenants  to  pay  their  rents,  al- 
though that  denial  was  perfectly  incon- 
sistent with  their  own  action  in  appoint- 
ing a  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
subject;  and  they  added  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  evictions,  because  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  be  able  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion after  the  Commission  had  reported 
and  before  evictions  could  practically 
take  place.  In  supporting  the  second 
reading  of  Mr.  Parnell's  Bill,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone carefully  stated  that  he  did  not 
agree  with  all  its  details ;  but  he  said 
that  he  thought,  the  Government  having* 
admitted  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
by  appointing  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry into  the  facts,  it  was  undesirable 
tiiat  evictions  should,  in  the  meantime, 
take  place  in  the  case  of  persons  who  were 
utterly  unable  to  pay  their  rent.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  now  propose,  as 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  to  meet  the  pre- 
sent lamentable  state  of  affairs  by  a 
measure  for  improving  the  procedure  of 
the  Criminal  Law.  It  is  a  grave  matter 
for  a  Government  to  apply  for  increased 
powers,  and  an  equal  responsibility  rests 
with  the  Opposition  how  to  deal  with 
such  a  demand.  Now,  this  Bill  may  be 
a  great  or  a  sm^ll  matter;  it  may  be 
good  or  bad;  it  may  be  inefficient,  or 
it  may  affect  the  liberties  of  the  subject ; 
it  may  be  exceptional,  applied  to  Ireland 
alone,  or  it  may  apply  to  England  and 
Scotland  as  weU.  Your  Lor<&hip8  will 
approve  of  mv  not  anticipating  the  mo- 

fer  moment  fat  such  a  discussion.  j3at 
must  remind  your  Lordships  that  the 
Government,  in  ''another  place,"  more 
than  once  during  the  last  Session,  dis- 
tinctly pledged  themselves  to  simultane- 
ous action  as  to  any  legislation  regarding 
the  local  government  of  England,  Soot- 
land,  and  Ireland.  By  the  Speech  we 
are  promised  a  measure  at  a  very  early 
period  dealing  with  England  and  Soot- 
land  ;  but  as  the  question  of  a  Bill  for 
local  government  in  Ireland  is  relegated, 
not,  indeed,  to  the  end  of  20  years  of 
resoluto  administration,  but  to  a  perfectly 
vague  and  shadowy  future,  it  is  sad 
to  consider  the  relations  which  now  exist 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  think  you  will  do  me 
the  injustice  of  doubting  that  we  all  feel 
the  deepest  sympathy  with  the  laiqg^ 
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majority  of  laudlords,  of  whom  so  great 
a  number  of  the  best  are  in  this  Housoi 
and  who  have  done  so  much,  by  modera- 
tion and  forbearancei  to  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  I  am  afraid  that  if 
I  were  to  appeal  to  them  whether  they 
think  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  political 
Friends  understand  Ireland  and  know 
how  to  govern  it,  they  would  give  an 
unfavourable  answer.  [*'  Hear>  hear ! "] 
I  thought  so.  But  I  put  to  them  exactly 
the  same  question  with  regard  to  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government.  I  would 
ask  them  whether  there  is  any  indepen- 
dent unofficial  Irish  Peer  in  this  House 
who  will  get  up  in  his  place  and  state 
that  he  can  honestly  and  sincerely  de- 
clare that,  in  his  opinion,  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  know  how  to  deal 
with  the  government  of  Ireland,  and 
have  shown  that  they  have  that  know- 
ledge by  the  way  that  they  have  ad- 
ministered the  affairs  of  Ireland,  either 
during  the  late  or  the  present  Adminis- 
tration ?  If  no  Peer  is  chivalrous  enough 
to  respond,  I  would  put  to  them  the 
logical  inference.  If  tney  believe  that 
neither  of  the  two  great  Parties  of 
English  public  men  are  able  or  willing 
to  govern  Ireland  as  it  properly  should 
be  governed,  would  it  not  be  desirable 
to  consider  whether  they  themselves,  in 
conjunction  with  our  Irish  fellow-sub- 
jects, should  not  attempt  the  task  ? 

Tm  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bubt)  :  It  is  my  pleasant  duty  to  ex- 
press the  gratification  and  admiration 
with  which  I  am  sure  we  all  listened  to 
the  n^eeches  of  the  noble  Lords  behind 
us  (the  Earl  of  Erne  and  Viscount  Tor- 
rington).  The  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Granville)  has  been  more 
addressed  to  the  condition  of  the  Go- 
vernment than  to  the  contents  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbacious  Speech,  and  I  will 
tiy,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  ease  his  mind  on 
some  points  in  respect  to  which  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment moves  his  disinterested  concern; 
and,  in  doing  so,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  though  he  exercised  his  duly  as  an 
opponent  in  attacking  all  our  weaknesses 
in  places  where  he  thought  we  were 
weak,  he  did  so  in  a  kindly  spirit  to  my- 
self^ which  I,  of  course,  acknowledge. 
But  I  am  afraid  he  is  too  much  in  Sie 
habit  of  believing  all  that  he  reads  in 
the  newspapem.    He  seems  to  imagine 


that  we  sent  an  ostentatious  offer  to  one 
noble  Lord,  and  a  sensational  kind  of 
telegram  to  another  noble  Lord,  and  he 
proceeded  to  make  a  charge  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  we  were 
anxious  to  advertise  our  doings.  I  can 
assure  him  that  if  we  had  been  anxious 
and  able  to  hide  our  light  under  a 
bushel  on  that  occasion  we  should  have 
been  very  glad  to  do  so.  In  the  same 
way  the  noble  Earl  has  found  somewhere 
or  other,  in  some  strange  place,  an  asser- 
tion that  the  present  Government  are 
considerably  stronger  because  they  have 
lost  the  services  of  a  very  distinguished 
orator  who  was  the  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons  when  it  last  met.  I  can  assure 
him  such  an  idea  has  never  entered  into 
the  mind  of  the  Government.  We  fully 
recognize  the  great  loss  we  have  suffered. 
We  believe  that  though  the  cause  of 
difference  which  separates  us  is  deep,  it 
is  not  likely  to  grow  more  extensive. 
My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Randolph 
Ohurchill)  undoubtedly  was  deeply  im- 
pressed, in  the  Office  of  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer — which,  from  all  that 
reaches  me,  he  filled  with  remarkable 
ability  and  skill — with  that  which  must 
have  impressed  most  men  who  have  long 
taken  an  interest  in  public  affairs — 
namely,  the  rapid  and  most  injurious 
rise  in  the  public  expenditure.  There  is 
no  one  who  has  given  his  attention  to 
the  subject  who  has  not  felt  a  desire  to 
find  some  way  by  which  that  expendi- 
ture might  be  lowered.  We  did  not 
differ  from  my  noble  Friend  in  that ;  but 
he  resigned  upon  this  point — ^that  he 
desired  to  give  expression  to  his  most 
patriotic  and  laudable  wish  for  economy 
by  a  process  which  seemed  to  us  to  be  so 
rough  and  so  indiscriminate  that  it 
would  not  attain  the  end  of  economy, 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  would  have  a 
very  injurious  effect  on  the  effidenoy  of 
the  Public  Service.    We  were  not  pre- 

gared  to  cut  off  a  considerable  lump  sum 
rom  the  Estimates  which  my  right  hon. 
Friends  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  and  the  War 
Office  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  declared  to  be 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country ; 
and  our  feeling  of  the  necessity,  at 
whatever  sacrifice,  of  holding  to  that 
view  was  and  is  stimulated  by  the  aspect 
of  affairs  all  over  the  world,  and  by  the 
evidence,  to  which  no  one  could  shut  his 
eyes„  that  a  time  of  a  critical  character 
might  be  before  us.    But  I  assure  the 
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noble  Earl  he  is  entirely  wrong  in  think- 
ing that  we  came  to  that  resolution 
without  the  deepest  sense  of  the  loss 
that  we  were  incurring  ;  and  I  venture 
to  hope  that  the  difference  of  opinion 
that  separates  us  is  not  one  of  a  perma- 
nent description,  and  that  the  Oonserva- 
tiye  Party  in  the  future  will  haye  the 
advantage  of  the  services  of  my  noble 
Friend.  But  the  criticisms  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  condition  of  the  Govemnlent 
did  not  stay  there.  He  made  many 
pokes  in  his  own  playful  fashion  into  the 
sides  of  his  Friend  Mr.  Gt)8chen.  Mr. 
Gosohen  knows  the  noble  Earl's  mode 
of  warfare,  and  he  is  competent  to 
defend  himself;  but  with  respect  to 
Mr.  Qoschen,  I  will  honestly  confess  that^ 
after  the  gpreat  loss  we  have  suffered, 
I  conceive  it  to  be  a  matter  of  the 
most  extreme  importance  to  obtain 
his  assistance,  and  I  should  have  been 
glad  if  I  could  have  obtained  the 
assistance  of  more  of  those  who  hold  the 
opinions  we  do  on  the  subject  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland.  I  feel  it  to  be  of 
ffreat  importance,  not  only  that  we  should 
bring  into  the  service  of  the  Gt>vemment 
Mr.  Goschen's  unequalled  powers  as  a 
financier — and  I  must  say  that  during  a 
long  period  of  Opposition  I  have  never 
uttered  a  word,  as  far  as  I  know,  to  the 
detriment  of  those  powers — but  also  that 
we  should  mark  before  the  public  eye, 
and  establish  in  the  warfare  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  fact  that,  for  the 
moment,  the  guardianship  of  the  Union 
supersedes  e^err  other  subject  of  politi- 
cal interest,  and  that  in  the  presence  of 
that  one  great  necessity  all  ccmflicts  over 
past  differences,  all  minor  subjects  of 
controversy,  must  be  silent.  Tne  noble 
Earl  seems  to  think  that  it  was  a  sign 
of  great  weakness,  and  something  of 
huxmliation,  that  I  addressed  myself  to 
noble  Lords  who  were  not  in  the  Govern- 
ment, asking  them  to  join  us.  Has  he 
never  been  in  a  Government  which  has 
asked  those  outside  to  join  them  ? 

EablGBANYILLE:  Yes;  but  it  did 
not  strengthen  us. 

Thb  Maequbss  of  SALISBUBY: 
Of  course,  the  noble  Earl  is  an  authority 
on  that  point.  I  remember  that  one  of 
those  he  applied  to  was  Mr.  Gladstone, 
and  I  quite  admit  the  comment  he  has 
just  made— that  it  did  not  strengthen 
them.  It  is  a  common  effort  on  the  part 
of  those  who  have  the  ohara^  of  recom- 
mending Advisers  to  Her  Majesty — it  is 
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their  duty — to  bring  in  as  many  as  oan 
agree  upon  the  main,  burning  questions 
of  the  day ;  and  if  you  will  consider  it 
you  will  see  that  our  system  of  dividing 
politicians  into  two  Parties  cannot  be 
worked  at  all,  unless  you  allow  that 
those  two  Parties  shall  be  arranged  ac- 
cording to  their  opinions  on  the  main 
subjecto  which  divide  men  at  the  mo* 
ment.  You  cannot  expect  to  divide  Hie 
political  world  into  two  halves,  and  tiiat 
each  half  on  all  possible  subjects  shaJl 
think  the  same.  It  would  be  an  ideal 
and  impossible  state  of  things.  But  if 
you  looK  into  the  history  of  this  country 
since  Parliamentary  Government  began 
you  will  find  that  Parties  range  them- 
selves, not  according  to  their  opinions 
on  20  smaller  subjects  which  might  oc- 
cupy a  portion  of  their  time,  but  on  scnne 
one  great  issue  by  which  men's  minds 
were  turned.  Fir«t,  it  was  a  dynastic 
issue;  later  on  you  had  the  American 
War ;  then  you  had  the  French  Revolu* 
tion ;  then  you  had  the  great  quesiioii 
of  Bef orm ;  next,  the  great  question  of 
Protection ;  now  we  have  the  great  ques- 
tion of  Ireland.  So  it  has  been  from  the 
first.  The  great  question  of  the  day  has 
been  accepted  as  tbe  dividing  line  whidi 
is  to  separate  the  Ministry  m>m  the  Op- 
position, and  men  have  joined  together, 
by  reason  of  their  agreement  on  that 
great  question,  without  regard  to  the 
other  subsidiary  questions  on  which  they 
are  divided.  I  do  not  recognize  the 
accuracy  of  the  quotation  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  said  that  Mr.  Gk>sohen  and 
we  differed  in  four  questions  out  of  five. 
Even  if  that  had  been  true,  and  that 
fifth  had  been  the  Union  witii  Ireland, 
I  should  have  said  he  did  right  to  join 
us.  Then  the  noble  Earl  proceeds  to 
critidxe  the  Ministerial  arrangements 
which  were  necessary  in  consequence  of 
that  junction.  When  you  have  a  great 
ol^ect  to  pursue  you  must  arrange  jrour 
Offices  in  order  to  attain  it.  Mr.  Goeehai, 
as  Ohancdlor  of  the  Exchequer,  under 
the  circumstances,  could  hardly  have  been 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Oommons.  It 
was  necessary  to  provide  an  Office  for 
the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Oommnns, 
and  the  only  Office  available  was  that 
which  I  filled— the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury — and  therefore  it  was  neces- 
sary that  I  should  take  another.  ISie 
noble  Earl  seems  to  think  that  Mr. 
Smitii  will  have  a  sinecure.  Mvimnrae* 
sion  is  that  the  Leadership  of  UieUonM 
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of  Commons  is  no  sinecure  for  anyone 
who  undertakes  it.  He  will  have  plenty  of 
workforone  man,  and  will  earn  bis  salary. 
But  with  respect  to  myself,  I  am  grate- 
ful to  the  noble  Earl  for  the  care  he  has 
shown  in  regard  to  my  health,  and  I 
will  try  to  avoid  the  various  pitfalls  be 
has  pointed  out  to  me;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  his  description  of 
what  goes  on  at  the  Foreign  Office  was 
drawn  from  recollections  a  little  more 
remote  than  the  present  day.     I  am 
aware  he  was  at  the  Foreign  Office  at  a 
recent  period ;  but  he  has  formed  his 
ideas  of  the  Office  a  little  earlier.     The 
work  has  been  diminished   since  Lord 
Palmerston's  day  by  the  fact  of  two 
Under    Secretaries    having    been    ap- 
pointed, and  the  use  of  the  telegraph 
has  very  much  diminished  the  number 
of  important  despatches.     That  same 
circumstance  takes  away  a  disadvantage 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  pointed,  which 
I   should   be   the    first  to  recognize — 
namely,  that  there  is  only  one  mind,  in 
a  case  where  the  Prime  Minister  is  also 
Foreign  Secretary,  addressed  to  the  de- 
termination of  the  various  burning  ques- 
tions which  come  up  for  decision.     Of 
coarse,  when  you  only  used  despatches 
those  despatches  did  not  reach  the  other 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  for  some  con- 
siderable time,  and  the  check  on  the 
Foreign  Minister,  except  in  regard  to 
the  widest  principles  of  policy,  was  not 
very  active  or  efficient.     But  that  is  all 
chsmged  now.    The  practical  business  of 
the  Office  is  now  nearly  all  done  by  the 
telegraph ;  and  the  telegrams  are  seen, 
as  the  noble  Earl  knows,  by  all  the 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  about  as  fast 
as  they  arrive.    The  knowledge  of  what 
is  done  is  prompt  and  intimate  to  all  the 
Members  of  the  Cabinet,  and  the  Foreign 
Minister  is  20  times  more  under  the  con- 
trol of  his  Colleagues  than  he  was  in 
the  time  of  Lord  Palmerston.      Lord 
Palmerston  was  practically  supreme,  and 
the  control  over  the  Prime  Minister  was 
a  very  imaginary  control  indeed.    The 
control  which  Lord  John  Kussell,  during 
the   Ministry  of    1847-1852,   exercised 
over  Lord  Palmerston  until  the  very 
last  hour  was,  I  imagine,  as  slight  as 
any  control  could  be.    But  in  the  pre- 
sent day,  from  the  entire  change  which 
has  been  brought  about  by  the  telegraph, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  apprehensions  of 
the   noble  Earl  have   any  foundation, 
and  I  believe  that  my  Colleagues  have 
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the  fullest  opportunity  of   controlling 
everything  that    I    can  do.       I  thinl 
it  right  to  make  these  observations — 
though    we    do    not    usually    discuss 
what  goes  on  in  the  Foreign  Office — 
because  it    would    be   a    very  unfor- 
tunate doctrine  to  go  abroad  that  the 
Foreign  Minister  was  without  check  in 
exercising  his  very  important  functions. 
The  noble  Lord  then  turned  to  matters 
in  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
He  did  not  give  much  of  his  attention  to 
them,   and  the    observations    that    he 
made  do  not  call  for  any  very  particular 
reply  from  me.     In  respect  to  Ireland,  I 
confess  I  deeply  regret  that  we  did  not 
have  from  the  noble  Earl  any  kind  of 
condemnation  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
I  think,  considering  the  sanction  that  it 
has  received  from  persons  in  high  eccle- 
siastical positions  from  whom  we  should 
have  expected  a  very  different  doctrine — 
considering  how  it    has   received    the 
support  of  the  whole  of  that  Irish  Party 
which  has  been  accepted  by  the  Opposi- 
tion   as    their    strongest    support    and 
surest  alliance,   considering  how  it   is 
supplanted   in    that    very  doctrine    of 
Home  Eule  which  noble  Lords  opposite 
accepted  as  a  panacea  for  Ireland — I 
think  we  had  a  right  to  expect  some 
opinion  from  them,  and  to  know  whether 
the  inheritors  of  some  of  the  proudest 
traditions  of  English  statesmen  did  or 
did  not  falter  in  their  denunciation  of  a 
scheme  of  deliberate  robbery.    I   am 
told  that  the  change  that  has  taken  place, 
or  that  took  place  for  a  time,  in  the  rate 
of    crime    in    Ireland  was  due  to  no 
Government  action  of  ours,  but  was  due 
to  the  promises  of  concessions  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite.    Well,  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  if  you  give  to  a  man  whom  you 
meet  upon  the  highway  all  that  he  de- 
mands he  will  probably  abstain  from 
any  breach  of  the  Eighth,  or,  at  least,  of 
the  Sixth  Commandment.    It  is  perfectly 
true  that  if  you  yield  to  outrage  all  that 
outrage  is  destined  to  obtain,  it  is  pro- 
bable that  outrage  will  cease,  or  sensibly 
diminish.    The  racoon  in  the  American 
story,  who,  when  he  saw  a  sportsman 
coming  to  him,   said,  **  Do  not  shoot, 
for  I  will  come  down,*'   might    have 
claimed,    on    the    same   ground,   that 
he  had  put   a  stop  to  the  murderous 
instincts  of  the  American    sportsman. 
I  do   not   think   that  the    pursuit    of 
that  mode  of  pacifying  Ireland  will  con- 
duce much  to  the  restoration  of  law  and 
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order,  or  to  the  seourity  of  the  loyal 
people  whose  aspiratioiis  and  wishes, 
necessities  and  conditions,  the  noble 
Earl  entirely  passes  by.  He  tells  us 
that  his  Goyemment  is  accused  of  having 
failed  to  govern  Ireland.  He  challenges 
some  independent  Peer  to  say  whether 
we  have  succeeded  in  governing  Ireland. 
I  think  that  challenge  will  come  more 
suitably  when  Parliament  has  granted 
us  the  powers  for  which  we  ask.  We 
do  not  profess  to  be  able  to  repress  crime 
with  a  law  that  is  too  feeble  for  the 
purpose,  or  a  law  which  contains  so 
many  delays  and  pitfalls  that  it  is  not 
practically  useful  for  the  purpose  of 
repressing  offences  which  did  not  exist 
when  it  was  originally  enacted.  But 
when  the  noble  Earl  goes  on  to  draw 
from  that  comparison  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments the  inference  that  no  Government 
that  England  can  f  urni«h  is  competent 
to  govern  Ireland,  and  that,  therefore, 
as  he  puts  it,  the  Irish  Peers  and  others 
should  undertake  to  govern  Ireland,  he 
shows  a  wilful  blindness  to  the  social 
conditions  of  that  country  at  this  moment. 
Is  it  the  Irish  Peers,  the  Irish  proprie- 
tors, is  it  any  portion  of  the  classes  who 
have  a  stake  in  the  country  with  whom 
the  Government  of  Ireland  will  rest  if 
Ireland  was  abandoned  to  herself  ?  We 
have  two  duties  before  us ;  we  have  the 
duty  of  maintaining  law  and  order  for 
the  sake,  not  only  of  the  loyal  popula- 
tion, but  also  for  the  population  which 
breaks  it,  and  we  Lave  the  duty  of  se- 
curing the  loyal  population  from  such  a 
change  in  the  Constitution  of  the  country 
as  shall  place  their  dearest  interests  in 
peril.  It  is  idle  to  talk  of  leaving  the 
Irish  people  to  govern  themselves.  You 
know  very  well  that  they  will  not 
govern  themselves,  but  that  the  majority 
will  govern  the  minority  in  a  way 
utterly  inconsistent  with  its  rights,  and 
in  a  manner  utterly  fatal  to  all  its 
industrial  and  commercial  hopes.  ^  My 
Lords,  I  join  with  the  noble  Earl  in 
thinking  diat  it  is  wiser  to  abstain  from 
discussing  the  measures  which  we  shall 
submit  to  Parliament  until  those  mea- 
sures are  before  it ;  but  we  earnestly  beg 
vou  to  remember  that  the  enemy  we 
have  to  meet  is  not  the  same  enemy 
that  had  to  be  met  by  the  generations 
that  have  gone  before ;  that  the  organi- 
sation of  crime,  of  outrage,  and  of  dis- 
honesty has  reached  a  pitch  which  it 
never  reached  before;    and  that  you 
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must  have  law,  at  all  events,  more  sure 
and  rapid  in  its  process  if  you  wish  that 
the  present  evils  should  be  suppressed 
and  put  down.  Until  we  have  obtained 
those  powers,  and  with  those  powers 
have  failed  to  produce  that  state  of 
society  which  you  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect— until  that  has  taken  place  you 
cannot  say  that  our  efforts  to  fulfil  our 
pledges  in  respect  to  Ireland  have  failed. 
The  noble  Earl  very  rightly  abstained 
from  any  lengthened  remarks  on  foreign 
policy  at  this  time.  I  shall  follow  his 
example.  But  before  I  sit  down  I  just 
wish  to  make  a  few  observations.  One 
is  with  reference  to  what  the  noble  Earl 
said  in  respect  to  a  speech  of  mine  at 
the  Mansion  House.  He  seemed  to 
infer  that  some  alienation  of  this  country 
from  Germany  was  the  result  of  that 
speech.  Certainly,  as  far  as  my  know- 
ledge goes,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundadon  for  any  such  apprehension, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  anything  in  the 
speech  justifies  the  construction  that  the 
noble  Earl  has  put  upon  it.  The  other 
thing  I  wish  to  say  is  not  due  to  any 
language  used  by  the  noble  Earl,  but 
refers  to  apprehensions  that  have  been 
recently  and  publicly  expressed  both 
with  respect  to  our  policy  in  the  South- 
East  of  Europe  and  to  Uie  prospects  of 
European  peace  being  broken.  It  has 
been  imputed  to  us  that  we  have  been 
pursuing  a  policy  having  for  its  end  the 
restoration  of  Prince  idexander  to  the* 
Throne  of  Bulgaria.  I  cannot  under- 
stand from  what  circumstance  that 
utterly  groundless  idea  has  taken  its 
rise.  We  regretted  his  fall,  because  we 
saw  how  w^  he  was  fitted  to  give 
that  cohesion  to  the  Ohristian  com- 
munities which  they  so  greatly  want; 
but  since  his  fall  we  have  fully  reoos- 
nized  that  his  re-election  is  not  within 
the  domain  of  practical  politics,  and,  aa 
far  as  I  know,  it  has  been  contemplated 
by  no  Foreign  Office  in  Europe,  and 
certainly  it  has  never  been  oontemplated 
by  ours.  Our  desire  in  reference  to  the 
condition  of  things  in  the  South-East  of 
Europe  is,  in  the  first  place,  to  perform 
our  duties  as  signatories  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin ;  and,  in  the  second  plaoe,  we 
wish—it  is  the  traditional  policy  of  this 
country — ^to  strengthen  and  to  uphold 
the  freedom  of  &ose  Ohristian  com- 
munities which,  in  proportion  as  they 
maintain  their  freedom  and  cohesion, 
will  be  the  greatest  security  against  any 
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possible  overflow  of  military  power  into 
that  distracted  part  of  Europe.  To  them, 
properly  organized  and  fully  developed, 
we  must  look  for  the  futureguardian- 
sliip  of  those  countries.  We  do  not 
desire  to  establish  any  special  influence 
of  our  own ;  we  should  have  no  use  to 
make  of  it  if  we  possessed  it.  We  do 
not  desire  to  deny  to  Bussia  any  legiti- 
mate object  she  may  have  in  view ;  on 
the  contrary,  subject  to  the  conditions 
which  I  have  already  stated,  we  shall 
be  glad  that  her  legitimate  wishes 
should  be  fulfilled.  But  we  feel,  above 
all  things,  that  the  influence  which 
she  may  claim  in  consequence  of 
race,  or  faith,  or  history,  must  not  be 
expanded  into  domination.  Any  attempt 
of  that  kind  will  not  only  destroy  that 
influence,  but  it  will  be  fatal  to  the 
interests  of  Europe,  to  whom  the  in- 
dependence of  those  Christian  com- 
munities is  necessarily  dear.  The  other 
matter,  as  to  which  I  shall  speak  with 
caution,  is  the  apprehension  that  has 
been  recently  felt  lest  there  should  be 
an  outbreak  of  war  among  the  Great 
Powers  of  the  Continent.  It  is  im- 
possible to  be  blind  to  the  danger  which 
is  caused  to  the  public  peace  by  the 
vast  -  armaments,  growing  larger  and 
larger,  which  threaten  each  other  from 
opposite  sides  of  a  frontier.  Those  who 
are  near  and  within  reach  of  those  arma- 
ments are  constantly  in  the  position  of 
men  standing  in  the  path  of  an  avalanche 
which  they  see  above  them,  and  which 
any  accident  may  detach  and  bring  down 
upon  them.  Vigilance  is  the  duty  of  all 
men  under  these  circumstances  ;  but 
vigilance  may  generate  suspicion,  and 
saspioion  may  end  in  collision.  It  is  im- 
possible to  be  blind  to  these  dangers ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
during  the  last  few  weeks — certainly 
during  the  time  I  have  been  at  the 
Foreign  Office — nothirig  whatever  has 
oocurred  to  give  us  the  impression  that 
the  danger  is  more  acute  than  it  was ; 
and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  experienced 
Ambassadors  which  we  have  both  at  Ber- 
lin and  at  Paris,  the  prospects  are  not 
warlike,  but  peaceful.  I  earnestly  hope 
that  their  anticipations  may  prove  cor- 
rect, and  that  Europe  may  be  spared 
the  great  calamity  of  a  conflict  between 
the  most  civilized  nations  in  the  world. 
The  Eakl  of  8ELB0RNE  :  My  Lords, 
it  has  been  usual  for  your  Lordships  not 


to  have  a  prolonged  debate  on  ordinary 
occasions  upon  the  Address,  nor  should 
I  have  broken  through  this  custom  on 
any  ordinary  occasion.  But,  my  Lords, 
this  is  not  an  ordinary  occasion.  It  is, 
I  venture  to  think,  as  serious  and  as 
critical  a  time  as  has  existed  within  the 
memory  of  any  of  your  Lordships,  if  not 
in  the  history  of  this  country ;  and  I 
believe  I  may  be  pardoned  if  I  make 
some  observations  which  the  reference 
to  Ireland  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
appears  to  call  for  from  some  indepen- 
dent Member  of  the  House.  This  is  not 
an  occasion  for  entering  into  the  pro- 
posals which  the  late  Government  made 
to  Parliament  for  the  future  government 
of  Ireland,  which  the  late  Parliament 
rejected,  and  of  which  the  constituencies 
of  the  country  have  solemnly  ratified  the 
rejection.  An  opportunity  will  probably 
come  for  entering  into  that  large  ques- 
tion, and  I  have  no  doubt  that  when  it 
does  come  there  are  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships who  will  desire  to  take  part  in  that 
discussion.  What  I  desire  to  address 
myself  to  is  the  matter  of  the  present 
state  of  Ireland.  Now,  the  first  part  of 
the  paragraph  relating  to  Ireland  speaks 
of  the  improvement  with  regard  to  crime 
and  outrage,  which  cannot  but  be  highly 
gratifying  to  your  Lordships.  It  speaks 
also  of  the  signs  of  improvement  which 
were  exhibited  in  the  early  part  of  the 
autumn  with  respect  to  the  relations 
between  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
land.  It  speaks  of  something  which  has 
happened  to  interrupt  that  prospect. 
Now,  I  believe  from  the  bottom  of  my 
heart  that  a  very  great  part — I  am  will- 
ing to  believe  the  greater  part — of  the 
people  of  Ireland  axe  in  their  own  dis- 
position and  desires  peaceable,  would 
perform  their  duties,  and  would  hon- 
estly abide  by  their  obligations,  and 
would  prefer  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  to  the  maintenance  of 
anarchy  and  disorder.  No  one  who  has 
seen  the  people,  and  is  able  to  judge  of 
them,  can  fail  to  be  deeply  impressed 
with  the  many  fine  and  noble  qualities 
of  that  people.  They  have  many  virtues, 
and  they  have  great  natural  gifts  ;  and 
I  am  flrmly  persuaded  that  if  there  were 
not  a  tyranny  over  them,  the  honesty 
and  integrity  and  good  faith  between 
man  and  man  in  Ireland  are  such  that 
we  should  have  no  need  of  extraordinary 
legislation.    What,  then,  is  it  that  has 
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bappencil  to  prevent  that  ?  It  in  the 
establishmeut  of  a  tyranny  in  Ireland, 
of  an  organized  despotism,  of  a  con- 
spiracy against  morality  and  lavr ;  and 
it  is  that  which  has  interrupted  the 
favourable  prospect  that  offered  itself  in 
the  autumn.  The  noble  Earl  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) said  that  with  regard  to  the 
diminution  of  crime  and  outrage  he 
doubted  whether  the  credit  could  be 
claimed  by  the  present  Government  for 
the  effective  measures  they  had  taken 
— that  the  diminution  which  undoubtedly 
has  taken  place  should  rather  be  ascribed 
to  the  offers  holdout  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. To  whom  ?  To  those  who  held 
the  springs  of  crime  and  outrage  ?  We 
have  often  been  told  that  the  National 
League  controls  the  politics  of  the 
majority  in  Ireland  at  the  present  day, 
and  it  is  to  them  that  it  was  proposed 
practically  to  hand  over  the  government 
of  Ireland.  We  are  told  that  they  are 
not  the  persons  responsible  for  crime 
and  outrage ;  that  there  are  two  move- 
ments, which  are  to  be  separated  from 
each  other — the  political  movement,  and 
something  else  behind  it.  If  that  is  so, 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl  is  a  very 
remarkable  one.  Well,  I  do  not  pursue 
that  topic.  I  will  now  pass  on  to  the 
next  point.  What  interrupted  the  im- 
provement in  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  ?  It  was 
a  remarkable  renewal,  in  an  altered 
form,  of  the  old  declaration  against  the 
payment  of  rent.  We  know  that  the 
old  declaration  was  that  no  rent  was 
to  be  paid  unless  political  Parties 
permitted  it  to  be  done.  This  was 
simply  to  enable  them  to  dictate  with 
regard  to  the  ownership  and  enjoyment 
of  property  and  the  political  relations 
between  Ireland  and  the  United  King- 
dom, and  to  dictate  their  terms  to  the 
Government  of  England.  Most  people 
thought  that  a  remarkable  departure, 
not  only  from  the  duties  of  a  citizen,  but 
from  tiie  fundamental  principles  of 
morality,  and  opposed  to  all  possible 
government.  After  the  proposals  of  the 
late  Gt)vemment,  and  simultaneously 
with  the  effect  it  is  suggested  that  they 
had  on  the  frequency  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land, you  have  a  new  declaration — the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  name,  in  itself, 
is  significant  of  the  nature  of  the  thing. 
The  tenants  are  now  not  to  pay  their 
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landlords ;  they  are  to  pay  one-bal^  or 
as  much  as  they  please,  to  other  people 
— ^to  the  agitators — to  be  spent  by  them 
in  continuing  their  agitation.  That  is 
a  remarkable  development,  coming  at  a 
remarkable  time.  But  that  is  not  alL 
The  law  is  invoked ;  the  law  is  clear  on 
the  subject ;  and  when  these  proceed- 
ings have  taken  place,  and  security  has 
been  given  according  to  law  by  the 
leading  men  who  have  instigated  them, 
the  moment  they  are  out  of  Court  they 
go  on  again  in  full  defiance  of  the  law, 
and  prosecute  the  same  policy  of  doing 
all  tbey  can  by  intimidation  and  in- 
fluence to  prevent  the  fulfilment  of  their 
legal  obligations  by  men  who  would 
otherwise  be  willing  to  perform  them. 
With  regard  to  what  has  been  said 
about  evictions,  no  man  with  a  heart 
in  his  body  can  read  of  evictions,  under 
certain  circumstances,  without  feeling 
that  those  who  are  really  answerable  for 
them  have  upon  them  a  most  deep 
responsibility.  Who  are  those  persons  ? 
Did  we  not  hear  lately  of  landlords  who 
had  so  long  delayed  coming  to  extremes 
that  the  last  legal  opportunity  of  claim- 
ing their  property  would  have  expired 
if  they  had  abandoned  legal  remedies  ? 
They  have  acted  with  the  approval  of 
the  people  on  the  spot,  and  with  the  ad- 
vice of  the  priests  and  clergy — ^for  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  there  are  many  signs 
that  the  priests  wish  their  flocks  to  be 
honest.  In  cases  in  which  the  landlord 
ia  most  unwilling  to  evict,  in  which  he 
is  willing,  possibly  after  some  pressure, 
to  accept  what  the  tenant  can  pay,  and 
just  as  the  tenants  are  on  the  eve  of 
paying,  with  the  approval  of  their 
clergy,  certain  Members  of  Parliament 
step  in — I  am  ashamed  to  say  not 
Irish  Members  only — between  the  land- 
lord and  his  tenants,  between  men  and 
their  duty,  between  other  men  and  their 
rights,  and  force  on  these  evictions. 
This  is  a  piece  of  unscrupulous  cruelty 
which,  if  committed  by  landlords,  we 
should  hear  strongly  denounced.  These 
things  have  been  done  after  the  offers  of 
the  late  Prime  Minister  and  his  Govern- 
ment have,  we  are  told,  been  powerful 
enough  to  diminish  crime  and  outrage. 
These  offers  have  not  been  able  to  pre- 
vent these  thingfs,  which  are  very  like 
crime  and  outrage-  The  late  Prime 
Minister  has,  in  1881  and  in  1886,  used 
language    which    shows    how    utterly 
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opposed  to  his  ideas  of  the  manner  in 
which  political  reform  should  be  sought 
these  proceedings  are.  At  Leeds,  in 
1881,  when  the  No  Kent  Manifesto 
came  out,  he  used  this  language,  which 
I  am  not  aware  that  he  has  ever  re- 
tracted.    He  said — 

"This  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Christendom  that  a  body  of  men  has  arisen 
who  are  not  ashamed  to  preach  in  Ireland  the 
doctrine  of  public  plunder." 

Then  he  named  Mr.  Parnell  as  the 
Kepresentatire  of  the  opinions  which  he 
denounced ;  and  he  contiaued,  after  pay- 
ing a  tribute  to  Mr.  Parnell' s  abilities — 

"  But  his  doctrines  are  not  such  as  require 
any  yerj  considerable  ability  to  recommend 
them.  If  you  go  forth  on  a  mission  to  de- 
moralize people  by  teaching  them  to  make  the 
property  of  their  neighbours  the  object  of  their 
covetous  desires,  it  does  not  require  any  super- 
human gifts  to  procure  a  number  of  adherents 
to  a  doctrine  like  that.** 

That  is  what  the  late  Prime  Minister 
said  in  1881 ;  and  if  it  is  forgotten,  his 
followers  can  scarcely  have  forgotten 
what  he  said  last  August,  just  before 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  produced. 
In  his  pamphlet  he  spoke  of  the  Con- 
stitutional and  peaceful  action,  and  of 
the  purely  moral  forces  with  which 
England  and  Scotland  had  secured  their 
political  triumphs ;  and  then,  recom- 
mending the  same  course  to  Ireland,  he 
said — 

"  It  is  the  potent  spell  of  legality  which  has 
done  all  this,  or  enabled  it  to  be  done.  The 
evil  spirit  of  illegality  and  violence  has  thus 


and  this  was  in  August  last — 

"  had  no  part  or  lot  in  the  political  action  of 
Ireland,  since  by  the  Act  of  1885  she  came  into 
that  inheritance  of  adequate  representation  from 
which  she  had  before  been  barred." 

Since  then  the  Plan  of  Campaign  — 
another  form  of  the  No  Hent  Manifesto 
— has  been  issued ;  and  yet  neither  from 
the  late  Prime  Minister,  nor  from  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  to-night, 
have  we  heard  any  denunciations  of  it. 
Why  is  this  ?  It  is  not  because  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  and  the  noble  Earl  do 
not  detest  and  abominate  this  plan.  Is 
it  because  those  who  ought  to  lead  have 
not  the  courage  of  their  opinions  in  this 
matter,  and  because  they  find  that  they 
cannot  maintain  their  alliances  if  they 
denounce  public  demoralization  ?  There 
is  another  Member  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment whom  I  always  greatly  admired 


and  respected.  I  am  very  sorry  that  his 
views  on  this  subject  should  be  different 
from  mine ;  but  nothing  will  make  me 
forget  his  public  services.  He  (Earl 
Spencer),  in  the  course  of  one  of  his 
speeches,  used  these  words,  which  I 
think  did  him  high  honour — 

"  We  have  to  see  that  law  and  order  are  main- 
tained, and  we  cannot  allow  anarchy  in  that 
country ;" 

And  he  proceeded  to  point  out  how  in- 
extricably entwined  were  EDglish  and 
Irish  interests.  He  was  right.  Public 
demoralization  is  catching  and  apt  to 
spread.  Why,  then,  have  these  things 
not  been  denounced  ?  Why  do  not  the 
late  Prime  Minister  and  his  Colleagues 
declare—**  If  these  things  are  done,  we 
will  have  nothing  to  do  with  people  who 
do  such  things?"  This  attitude  is  the 
more  necessary,  because  some  Members 
of  Parliament,  who  are  not,  perhaps, 
entirely  without  importance  as  sup- 
porters of  the  late  Government's  policy, 
have  defended  the  legitimacy  of  this 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  think  it  is  high 
time  we  should  know  where  we  are.  So 
long  as  this  denunciation  is  not  forth- 
coming the  inference  I  draw  is  that  your 
Lordships  and  everyone  in  the  country 
who  thinks  that  government  is  neces- 
sary, that  there  cannot  be  government 
without  the  maintenance  of  law,  nor 
government  if  persons  can  impose  their 
own  wills  against  the  law  of  the  land 
upon  their  fellow-countrymen  —  those 
who  think  this,  whether  in  this  House 
or  in  the  other  House,  or  in  the  country, 
must  feel  it  their  duty  to  support  this 
Government,  or  any  Government  who 
will  perform  the  primary  duty  of 
Government,  and  oppose  any  Govern- 
ment that  will  not.  If  the  choice  lay 
between  declaring  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment powerless  to  enforce  the  first  duties 
of  government  in  Ireland,  powerless  to 
maintain  the  law  against  tliose  who 
avowedly  set  it  at  deBauce,  powerless  to 
I  protect  loyal  citizens  who  wish  to  pay 
their  debts  and  do  their  duty  against  the 
intimidation  that  would  prevent  thom — 
if  the  choice  lay  between  this  and  grant- 
ing the  demands  of  the  Separatists,  I, 
for  my  pert,  would  far  rather  not  give 
Ireland  what  is  called  Home  Bule, 
handing  her  over  to  the  domination  of 
those  who  seek  to  accomplish  their  ends 
by  the  means  which  we  condemn.  I 
would  far  rather  give  her  complete  inde- 
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pendence,  when,  at  least,  we  should  be 
free  from  the  responsibilities  of  govern- 
ment.  To  pretend  to  maintain  the  Im- 
perial connection,  while  renouncing  the 
performance  of  the  first  duty  of  a 
Government — the  protection  of  the 
liberty  and  property  of  the  loyal — and 
abandoning  the  loyal  to  the  tender  mer- 
cies of  those  who  set  law  at  defiance  and 
trample  upon  liberty,  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  a  worse  thing  than  total 
separation. 

Eabl  spencer  :  My  Lords,  it  was 
not  my  intention  to  take  part  in 
this  debate ;  but  after  what  has  been 
said  by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  I 
feel  compelled  to  make  a  few  remarks. 
I  had  considered  this  question  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  whether  it  was 
desirable  that  it  should  be  made  a  sub- 
ject of  debate  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
and  I  had  come  to  the  conclusion  t)iat 
this  was  not  the  proper  time  for  discuss- 
ing the  matter  fully.  Several  Members 
of  Parliament  in  Ireland  are  going  to  be 
put  upon  their  trial  in  connection  with 
this  matter ;  I  therefore  do  not  think  it 
proper  or  decent  that  it  should  be  gone 
into  fully,  lest,  while  this  important 
trial  is  pending,  the  parties  should  be 
prejudiced.  I  shall  not  shrink  at  the 
proper  time  from  giving  my  opinion  on 
this  or  any  other  subject;  but  at  the 
present  moment  I  will  content  myself 
with  denying  that  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
his  Colleagues  are  bound  to  agree  with 
all  the  views  taken  by  Irish  Members 
who  may  have  supported  the  late  Govern- 
ment. We  are  not  responsible  for  all 
the  ^actions  and  declarations  of  those 
who  may  at  different  times  have 
supported  our  policy ;  and  I  shall  not 
thiDk  it  necessary,  on  every  occasion 
when  an  Irish  Member  makes  a  violent 
speech  or  perhaps  supports  some  illegal 
action,  to  get  up  and  repudiate  that 
speech  or  that  action,  merely  because  on 
a  former  occasion  this  same  Member 
supported  the  Government  to  which  I 
belonged.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  referred  to  something  which  I  once 
said  about  anarchy.  Well,  I  maintain 
still  that  no  Gt)vernment  can  be  tolerated 
which  allows  anarchy  to  prevail  in  this 
country,  whether  it  appears  in  the  form 
of  crime  and  outrage  or  in  that  of  illegal 
conspiracy.  I  denounce  all  illegal  con- 
spiracies, and  I  believe  that  no  Gt)vern- 
ment  can  continue  to  control  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  for  any  time  which  neglects 
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its  fundamental  duty — that  of  protecting 
the  property,  rights,  and  liberties  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  This  is  not  the 
proper  time  for  a  defence  of  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  late  Government ;  but  I  may 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  or 
two  with  respect  to  the  way  in  which  the 
present  Government  have  administered 
Irish  affairs.  The  noble  Marquess  says — 
**  You  must  not  judge  us  before  we  have 
obtained  the  powers  which  we  require  for 
the  government  of  Ireland."  That  is  a 
confession  that  without  extra  powers 
they  are  unable  to  maintain  the  law,  and 
that  confession  has  a  special  significance 
when  we  recollect  the  important  and 
unusual  statement  in  this  House  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  who 
announced  that  it  was  the  deliberate 
intention  of  the  Cabinet  to  which  he 
belonged  not  to  propose  exceptional 
legislation  for  Ireland.  Everyone  must 
have  read  with  great  interest  and  some 
pain  the  important  judgment  delivered 
some  time  ago  by  that  distinguished 
Irish  Judge,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  of 
the  Exchequer.  Eeferring  to  some 
evictions  in  Galway,  he  pointed  out  that 
the  Sheriff's  officers  who  attended  to 
execute  the  writs  were  prevented  for 
some  days  from  fulfilling  their  duty, 
although  accompanied  by  several  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  and  250  policemen. 
And  he  showed  how  the  police  stood 
aside,  and  did  not  protect  the  Sheriff's 
officers.  Now,  the  police  should  not 
interfere  actively  themselves  in  the 
execution  of  writs;  but  their  business 
is  to  prevent  breaches  of  the  peace, 
and  it  is  extraordinary  that  the  law 
should  have  been  violated  in  their 
presence,  as  it  was  at  these  evictions. 
Whenever  the  Government  arecompelled 
to  support  the  law  it  is  important  that 
they  should  not  allow  their  officers  to  be 
defeated.  When  such  a  defeat  is  per- 
mitted it  is  taken  as  a  sign  of  weakness, 
and  it  leads  to  outrages  in  other  parts 
of  the  country.  And  another  ques- 
tion to  which  constant  reference  has 
been  made  is  the  interference  of  the 
Irish  Government  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  I  know  nothing  which  so  much 
tends  to  crime  and  outrage  as  unfriendly 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
When  the  Land  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed a  marked  improvement  was 
shown  whenever  the  Sub-Commissioners 
sat  in  any  district.  I  therefore  fully 
appreciate  the    importance  of  having 
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these  disputes  between  landlord  and 
tenant  settled.  I  have  also  known  it 
necessary  on  occasion  for  the  G-ovem- 
ment  to  endeayour  to  bring  landlord  and 
tenant  to  an  agreement,  though  the 
oases  were  very  rare.  Now  we  are  told 
that  the  Gt)TernmeDt  have  been  con- 
stantly intervening  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  have  brought  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  landlords  in  order  to  in- 
duce them  to  come  to  terms  with  their 
tenants.  We  all  know  that  the  Go- 
yemment  have  the  power  of  bringing 
an  enormous  pressure  to  bear  even  when 
acting  within  the  law,  but  which  may 
be  of  an  improper  kind.  It  may  take 
the  form  of  their  saying  that  they  will 
withdraw  police  protection,  or  make  the 
landlords  pay  for  police  protection.  I 
want  to  know  how  far  the  Oovemment 
have  gone,  and  what  has  been  the  pres- 
sure exercised  by  the  Chief  Secretary  ? 
We  have  read  the  correspondence  in  The 
Timet  of  yesterday  with  regard  to  the 
Olenbeigh  evictions.  I  confess  that  I 
think  the  general  tone  of ,  the  cor- 
respondence between  General  Buller 
and  the  different  agents  reflects  the 
highest  credit  upon  the  humanity  and 
discretion  of  that  distinguished  man. 
I  lament  immensely  that  he  was  not 
Buooessful.  But  is  it  possiblie  for  the 
Oovemment  to  be  carried  on  if  the 
energy  and  skill  of  its  officers  are 
to  be  employed  in  settling  disputes  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  r  These 
questions  are  very  g^ave,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  some  explanation  from  the 
Government.  They  say  it  is  difficult  to 
carry  on  the  Government  under  the  ordi- 
nary law.  Then  recourse  is  had  to  ex- 
ceptional or  repressive  legislation.  Such 
legislation  is  not  the  less  exceptional, 
even  if  you  make  it  the  law  of  the  whole 
Kingdom.  But  such  legislation  will 
only  accentuate  the  ill-feeline  prevalent 
in  Ireland,  and  until  you  make  the  Irish 
people  support  the  law  you  are  doing  no 
good  and  gaining  no  ground  in  Ireland. 
My  noble  and  learnt  Friend  referred 
to  the  intimidation  which  exists  by  large 
bodies  of  agitators  over  the  minds  of 
the  people,  and  said  that  if  that  were 
removed  all  the  good  qualities  of  the 
Irish  would  come  to  the  front  and  make 
government  easy  in  that  country.  I 
have  had  a  long  experience  of  Ireland — 
eight  years  is  a  long  time — and  though 
I  was  for  a  long  time  misled  by  that 
delusion,  I  have  come  gradually  and 


sadly  to  the  conclusion  that,  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland,  the  people  are  not  un- 
willing sufferers  under  intimidation,  but 
are  in  thorough  sympathy  with  all  the 
principles  of  the  Nationalists.  I  fear 
that  this  delusion  has  been  going  on  too 
long.  I  despair  of  effecting  an  improve- 
ment by  what  is  called  resolute  govern- 
ment, for  that  will  not  only  exasperate 
the  Irish,  but  will  prevent  the  removal 
of  those  difficulties  in  the  government  of 
Ireland  which  have  so  long  baffled  the 
statesmen  of  this  country. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbouknb)  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  the  whole  House  is  under  a  great 
obligation  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Selbome), 
who  has  made  a  last  appeal,  and  given 
a  last  chance  to  the  late  Advisers  of  Her 
Majesty  to  show  whether,  even  now, 
they  can  pluck  up  their  courage  to  de- 
nounce what  every  honest  man  in  the 
country  has  denounced  as  a  scandal. 
My  Lords,  there  is  no  responsible  public 
man,  outside  the  narrow  class  to  which  I 
have  referred,  who  has  not  given  a  frank 
and  manly  opinion  upon  a  state  of  facts 
upon  which  a  child  could  express  an  un- 
hesitating opinion  on  the  plain  difference 
between  right  and  wrong.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Spencer)  says  he  did 
not  intend  to  make  a  speech,  but  that  he 
had  considered  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
and  had  deliberately  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  this  was  not  the  proper 
occasion  for  entering  into  the  whole 
merits  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and 
then  he  said  that  he  was  not  bound  to 
denounce  it  merely  because  it  was 
illegal.  The  noble  Earl  has  had  the 
opinion  of  two  most  able  Judges  in 
Ireland  that  it  is  illegal,  and  also 
that  of  one  of  the  greatest  legal  au- 
thorities in  this  country  (the  Earl  of 
Selborne) ;  and  yet,  in  face  of  all  that, 
the  noble  Earl  refrained  from  making 
up  his  mind.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  described  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as 
an  organized  despotism  against  morality 
and  law.  But  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
said  that  Ireland  should  be  encouraged 
to  have  respect  for  law.  Yet  his  con- 
tribution to  the  promotion  of  that 
respect  for  law  is  to  deliberately  shrink 
from  denouncing  what  these  great  au- 
thorities have  stated  to  be  both  illegal 
and  immoral.  Lord  Hartington,  who  has 
had  great  experience  of  Ireland,  and  was 
one  of  the  most  powerful  Colleagues  of 
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the  noble  Earl  in   seyeral  Administra- 
tions,  spoke  very  plainly  last  December, 
and   expressed   the    view  of  impartial 
public  opinion  that  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  a  subversion  of  every  prin- 
ciple upon  which  hitherto  social  order  has 
been  maintained.  Mr.  Chamberlain,  too, 
who  holds  strong  and  extreme  views  on 
some  subjects,  said  that  it  was  the  most 
immoral  and  dishonest  conspiracy  which 
had  ever  been  devised  in  a  civilized 
country.  It  has  been  described  in  public 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
as  organized  embezzlement  and  as  public 
robbery ;  and  on  a  former  occasion,  as 
we    are  reminded  by    the   noble  and 
learned  Earl,  Mr.  Gladstone  described  a 
similar  organization  and  similar  methods 
as  a  policy  of  public  plunder.     Yet  it 
has  been  reserved  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  House  to-night,  after 
making  some  criticism  of  a  general  cha- 
racter, to  sit  down  without  expressing  a 
single  syllable  as  to  the  morality  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign;  and  the  late  Viceroy, 
who  used   the   word  "despair"   more 
than  once,  did  not  rise  till  he  was  com- 
pelled by  the  speech  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Earl    of    Selborne) 
and  the  moral  pressure  of  the  House, 
and    his    only    contribution    was    that 
he  deliberately  refrained  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  which  he  did  not  think 
was  a  proper  one  for  entering  into  the 
whole  merits  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  noble    Earl    the    Leader    of   the 
Opposition   said  that  the  smallness  of 
the  number  of  grave  crimes  and  out- 
rages in  Ireland  were  to  be  ascribed  to 
the  sympathy  with  the  people  of  Ireland 
shown  by  their  friends  in  England  and 
Scotland.     If  the  noble  Earl  thinks  that 
a  conviction  in  the  minds  of  people  in 
Ireland  that  the    sympathy    of    their 
English  and  Scotch  allies  would  not  go 
with  them  if  they  commit  crime  and 
outrage  tends  to  prevent  such  crime  and 
outrage,  why,  then,  does  not  the  noble 
Earl  say  that  he  will  withhold  his  sym- 
pathy from  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
see  what  will  be  the  efPect  of  that  course 
in    Ireland?  I  have  referred  to  Lord 
Hartington.      Perhaps    Mr.  Gladstone 
may  speak  '*  elsewhere  "  for  himself  and 
his  Colleagues  on  this  subject ;  but  in 
The  Time»  of  January  5  in  the  present 
vear  there  appeared  an  extraordinary 
letter  from  the  late  Prime  Minister,  who 
was  asked  by  the  secretary  of  a  Liberal 
Aaaooialion  what  was  his  opinion  on  the 
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Plan  of  Campaign.  What  was  the 
answer  of  the  late  Prime  Minister  to 
that  question  ?    He  wrote — 

**  Sir, — I  do  not  intend  to  discuss,  upon  par- 
tial or  fragmentary  evidence,  what  is  now  going 
on  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  my  business  to  g^Tem 
that  country,  or  to  pass  judgment  upon  those 
who  govern  it,  until  I  hear  in  my  place  what  Im 
to  be  said  for  and  against  them.'* 

Well,  I  think  the  public  opinion  of 
this  country  has  a  right  to  complain 
of  the  way  in  which  this  question 
has  been  left  in  this  discussion. 
When  it  goes  forth  to  Ireland  that 
your  Lordships  have  sitting  among 
you  those  who  represent  the  views  of 
Mr.  Gladstone,  and  that  when  challenged 
they  refuse  to  say  a  solitary  syllable  in 
condemnation  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
will  it  not  be  very  easy  then  to  persuade 
ignorant  people  in  Ireland,  who  are  very 
credulous  and  very  easy  to  persuade,  that 
it  is  because  they  themselves  either  in- 
directly sympathize  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  that  they  have  not  the 
manliness,  to  say  that  they  condemn  it  ? 
The  occurrences  at  Woodford  have  been 
referred  to.  In  that  case  the  house  was 
blockaded;  it  took  a  considerable  time 
to  get  appliances  to  reach  the  inside  of 
the  house,  and  then  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate and  the  police  acted  with  courage* 
vigour,  and  success.  The  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Spencer)  has  alluded  to  pressure 
put  upon  landlords.  I  suppose  your 
Lordships  have,  many  of  you,  heard 
speeches  delivered  in  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  the  landlords,  and  the  moral 
influence  which  anyone  has  a  right  to 
exercise  upon  them  with  a  view  to  ad- 
vise them  to  show  forbearance.  But  if 
it  is  put  as  a  suggestion,  or  as  an  in- 
nuendo, that  the  Qovemment  has  acted 
with  any  unworthy  or  undue  pressure,  or 
has  exerted  any  power  of  the  State  to 
prevent  the  proper  enforcement  of  the 
law,  I  emphatically  repudiate  and  deny 
any  such  insinuation.  That  is  a  thing  to 
which  I,  for  one,  would  never  be  a  party, 
which  I  entirely  disapprove,  and  which, 
io  my  knowledge,  has  never  taken  place 
in  any  single  case  in  Ireland.  All  that 
has  been  done  is  to  give  friendly  advice, 
and,  of  course,  it  is  open,  and  in  the 
power  of  anyone,  to  give  that.  Befer- 
ence  has  also  been  made  to  the  Olen* 
beigh  correspondence,  which  appeared 
yesterday  in  The  Times,  I  have  read 
the  correspondence  which  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  yesterday,  anid  I  do  not 
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find  that  General  Sir  Hedvers  Buller 
used  a  single  word  suggesting  that  any 
such  unworthy  interference  or  pressure 
should  be  exercised  to  prevent  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law.  All  that  was 
remarked  to-night  on  the  subject  was 
that  it  was  wonderful  that  he  should 
have  found  time  to  act  as  he  had  done 
in  those  matters.  The  noble  Earl  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  referred  to 
the  evictions  in  Ireland,  and  said  they 
would  have  been  stopped  if  Mr.  Par- 
nell's  Bill  had  been  passed. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  Some  of  them. 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  :  That  amounts 
to  a  suggestion  that  if  the   advice  of 
Mr.   Gladstone   and  Mr.   Famell  had 
been    taken    there    would   have    been 
a  diminution  in  the  number  of   evic- 
tions carried  out.    Now,  what  are  the 
facts?     Why,  the  actual  fig^es  show 
that  the  number  of  those  who  were  really 
evicted,  and  their  families — that   is  to 
say,  who  were  neither  re-admitted  as  ten- 
ants nor  as  caretakers — was,  in  1882, 
2,672.  and  in  1884,  2,205,  whereas  in 
1886  it  was  1,595,  or  about  700  families 
less  than  it  was  two  years  before.     Those 
facts  prove  that  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
claes  and  in  the  mass  have  shown  great 
consideration  and  forbearance  towards 
their  tenants,  and  have  done  their  duty 
wisely  and  'well.     Many  of  them,  under 
▼ory  great  difficulties  as  to  how  to  main- 
tain  ^emselves  and  their  families,  have 
to  the  full  met  the  advice  given  them  to 
exercise  their  legal  rights  with  modera- 
tion, kindness,  and  fbrbearance.    The 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland  is 
always  a  matter  of  grave  responsibility ; 
bat  I  myself  regard  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land with  no  exaggerated  hope  on  the 
one  hand,  and  with  no  exaggerated  de- 
spondency on  the  other.     I  have  never, 
either  in  this  or  in  the  other   House, 
used  any  such  language;  but  I  do  believe 
that  with  firmness,  with  a  steady  deter- 
mination to  administer  justice  and  an 
equally    steady    determination    not    to 
permit   injustice,  we    may  expect  that 
the  ways  of  peace  will  be  found  again  in 
that  country;   and  I  can   assure  your 
Lordships'  House  that  the  Government 
are  fully  alive  to  their  responsibilities, 
and  will    endeavour   by  every  possible 
means  to  fulfil  them  so  as  to  bring  about 
that  result. 

LoBD  HEESOHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend    (Lord  Ashbourne)  as 


to  the  gravity  of  the  condition  of 
things  which  exists  in  Ireland,  and  I 
unite  with  him  in  feeling  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  utter  a  word  in 
relation  to  the  condition  of  that  country 
without  incurring  a  very  heavy  respon- 
sibility unless  he  weighs  carefully  every 
word  that  he  uses.  But  I  cannot  agree 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
following  the  injunction  which  he  him- 
self laid  down,  when  he  tried  to  induce 
the  belief  that  those  sitting  on  this — the 
Front  Opposition — Bench  entertain  sym- 
pathy with  any  sort  or  kind  of  illegality. 
My  noble  Friend  (Earl  Spencer)  dis- 
tinctly said — 

"The  *Plan  of  Campaign'  has  been  pro- 
nounced by  two  distinguished  Judges  in  Ire- 
land to  be  illegal,  and  1  condemn  every  form  of 
illegality  in  Ireland." 

What  can  be  clearer  or  more  emphatic 
than  that  statement  ?  Surely  the  greater 
includes  the  less.    I  certainly  take  a  dif- 
ferent view  as  to  the  proper  course  to 
.  be  adopted  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.     I  admit  that  if  there  is  a  con- 
dition of  things  existing  in  Ireland,  or 
elsewhere,  it  is  perfectly  open  to  persons 
to   express  their  opinion  upon  it;  but 
when  you  have  certain  individuals  wait- 
ing their  trial  for  a  particular  offence,  it 
is  entirely  out  of  the  ordinary  course — 
it  would  never  be  done  in  regard  to 
England  ;  nobody  would  ever  dream  of 
suggesting  it  in  regard  to  England — 
that  those   who    occupy  a  responsible 
position  should  get  up  and  express  any 
opinion  with  reference  to  the  particular 
o£Pence  with  wliich  they  are  charged,  and 
on  which  they  are  entitled  to  have  a  fair 
trial.  Therefore,  why  should  such  a  course 
be  adopted  as  regards  Ireland  ?    The 
whole  question  will  turn  on  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  acts  that  have  been  com- 
mitted ;  because  all  that  I  know  of  them 
is  what  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers ; 
but  I  understand  that  it  is  denied  in  the 
strongest  possible  way  that  the  a^ts  done 
wore  really  of  the  kind  that  has  beea 
described.     I  am  afraid  of  entering  into 
the    question,     becaune    the    inference 
might  be  drawn  that  I  justified  what 
they  admit  they  have  done.     The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  said  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign consisted  in  bringing  intimidation 
to  bear  on  tenants  who  were  willing  and 
a  bio  to  pay  their  rent  in  order  to  make 
them  not  pay.     [The  Earl  of  Selbornb 
mado  a  remark  which  was  inaudible.] 
That  brings  us  at  once  to  a  discussion 
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of  the  facts  which  are  in  dispute.  But 
I  understand  that  the  accused  entirely 
denj  that  this  pressure  was  brought  to 
bear  to  induce  those  who  were  willing 
and  able  to  pay  not  to  pay.  Of  course,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  will  not  admit 
that  to  be  the  case ;  but  I  say  that  that 
is  stated  on  behalf  of  those  who  are 
charged  with  the  offence.  Now,  what- 
erer  form  of  illegality  may  be  com- 
mitted, whether  in  this  form  or  in  any 
other,  I  condemn  it;  and  I  am  so  far 
from  having  any  sympathy  with  it,  and 
so  far  from  approving  it,  that  I  regard 
it  with  abhorrence  and  reprobation. 
But  I  decline  to  discuss  the  particular 
acts  of  the  men  about  to  be  tried.  It  is 
not  a  question  like  murder ;  but  one  in 
which  the  very  acts  these  men  did  is  the 
question  in  dispute,  and  which  is  going 
to  be  tried  in  the  Oourts  of  Law.  The 
less  that  is  said  about  this  question  at 
this  time  the  better ;  because  it  is  not 
only  important  that  the  administration 
of  justice  should  be  fair  and  just,  but 
that  it  should  seem  to  be  just.  I  think 
nothing  would  be  more  calamitous  than 
that  anything  should  take  place  in  this 
House  which  should  even  give  the  sem- 
blance of  a  ground  for  complaint  that 
there  had  been  an  attempt  to  prejudice 
the  cause  of  men  about  to  take  their  trial. 
On  this  point  I  am  very  sensitive,  and 
on  that  account  I  desire  to  deal  in 
generalities,  and  not  with  the  particulars 
of  the  case.  Now,  I  said  that  I  make 
no  limitation,  no  exception ;  but  I  con- 
fess, after  all,  that  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  we  do  much  good  by  denuncia- 
tions at  particular  times  of  crime.  It  is 
one  of  the  terrible  misfortunes  of  the 
social  condition  of  Ireland  that  men,  who 
in  other  matters  would  be  honest  and 
would  deal  fairly,  should  very  often  con- 
ceal the  dishonest  nature  of  the  acts 
thev  aredoiog  with  a  cloak  of  patriotism 
with  which  they  completely  deceive 
themselves.  One  has  seen  it  not  only 
in  Ireland,  but  elsewhere ;  and  I  fear 
that,  without  looking  at  their  situation 
and  position,  violent  denunciations  of 
the  acts  the  people  are  doing  will  not 
cause  these  acts  to  cease,  nor  alter  the 
opinion  of  the  people  with  respect  to 
them.  They  will  not  think  the  less  of 
those  who  give  them  the  advice.  I 
doubt  very  much  the  usefulness  of  de- 
nunciation; but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
agree  that  it  would  be  mischievous  if  it 
were  thought  that  those  who  had  held  • 
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responsible  positions  in  this  ooimti79 
whAtever  their  sympathies  might  be- 
either  with  agrarian  improvement  bj 
legislation  or  some  change  in  the  Gk>- 
vemment  of  Ireland — ^I  say  it  would  be 
a  sad  thing  if  it  were  thought  that  thej 
had  any  sympathy  with  the  recourse  to 
any  mode  of  illegality  whatever  with  the 
view  of  attaining  its  ends.  I  can  assure 
noble  Lords,  speaking  for  myself  aa 
well  as  my  OolLeagues,  that  we  have  no 
such  sympathy,  and  have  no  desire  to 
shrink  from  declaring  a  want  of  sym- 
pathy with  any  proceedings  of  this  de- 
scription. We  cannot  too  emphatically 
repeat  that  we  condemn  illegality,  what- 
ever form  it  may  assume  ;  and,  so  far 
from  having  any  sympathy  with  it,  we 
regard  it  with  the  greatest  horror  and 
detestation.  I  deprecate,  however,  any 
attempt  now  to  discuss  the  action  of  those 
being  charged  with  criminal  o£f<Mioea 
which  will  shortly  be  coming  before  the 
Oourts  of  Law.  No  useful  object  what- 
ever can  be  served  by  doing  so ;  and  we 
should  be  careful  not  to  lay  ourselves 
open  to  the  charge  of  influencing  tri- 
bunals. 

Thb  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
they  had  been  told  by  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  that  this  was  not  a  con- 
venient occasion  on  which  to  discuss 
this  question ;  but  he  contended  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  should  have  been 
denounced  by  the  Opposition  speakers  in 
public  long  ago.  Not  only  that,  but  he 
thought  even  now  that  a  distinction  was 
attempted  to  be  drawn  between  the  ille- 
gality and  the  immorality  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  Seeing  that  there  were 
certain  persons  on  their  trial  with  re- 
spect to  the  illegality  of  the  movement, 
he  did  not  think  it  reasonable  to  express 
any  opinion  on  the  point.  On  the  other 
aspect  of  the  question  it  was  different ; 
and  what  he  and  others  desired  to  know 
was — was  the  Plan  a  moral  one  or  not  ? 
He  contended  that  it  was  a  conspiracy 
against  the  main  business  of  Ireland, 
which  chiefly  consisted  in  owning  and 
occupying  land.  If  a  witness  were 
needful  on  this  point  he  should  call  Mr. 
Dillon  himself,  who  had  told  them  what 
the  object  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if 
Mr.  Soe  wished  for  occupation  of  that 
sort,  let  him  go  with  him  to  Mayo,  and 
he  would  show  him  men  who  would  not 
pay,  not  because  they  were  unable  to 
pay,  but  because  he  had  told  them  to 
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aoeept  the  Plan  of  CampaigD,  and  not  to 
pay.  Tliat  was  an  immoral  dootriney 
wluch  it  was  the  duty  of  everyone  to 
denounce.  If  the  noble  Earl  or  any  of 
his  Colleagues  had  denounced  that  doc- 
trine on  a  public  platform,  and  had  said 
that  they  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  Mr.  Dillon  or  Mr.  Pamell  if  they 
prosecuted  that  Plan,  he  was  certain 
they  would  have  gained  a  good  deal. 
Indeed,  if  Mr.  Gladstone  would  de- 
nounce it  at  once  some  good  results 
might  ensue. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  said,  that  he  de- 
nounced the  conduct  of  any  person  who 
induced  tenants  not  to  pay  rents  who 
were  able  to  do  so. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  thought  that  that  was  the  informa- 
tion which  they  had  been  endeavouring 
to  obtain  for  the  last  two  months,  and 
showed  that  the  debate  had  done  a 
great  deal  of  good.  It  had  conveyed  a 
great  deal  of  information  to  the  country 
which  had  been  vainly  sought  for  during 
the  past  two  months.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  noble  Lords  had  denounced  the 
Plan  of  Campaign ;  and  he  hoped 
they  would  take  opportunities,  both  in 
Parliament  and  on  public  platforms,  to 
declare  that  they  would  have  nothing  to 
do  with  persons  who  were  connected 
with  such  immoral  doctrines  and  such 
immoral  practices. 

Address  agreed  lo,  nemitie  dissentiente, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Duke  of  BucimroHAM  and  Chak- 
D08  appointed,  nemine  disaentientef  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
House  for  this  Session. 

Committee  fob  Pbivileoes  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SCB-COMMITTSE  FOB  THE  JoUBNALS — 

Appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — Appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'dook, 
tiU  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thunday^  21th  January^  1887. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  clock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  having  re- 
turned ; — 

Several  Members  took  and  subscribed 
the  Oath,  and  one  Member  made  and 
subscribed  the  Affirmation  required  by 
Law. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

William  Tindal  Hobertson,  esquire, 
for  Brighton. 

James  Bigwood,  esquire,  /or  Middlesex 
(Brentford  Division). 

NEW  WRITS  DURING  THE  RECESS. 

Mr.  Sp£AK£b  acquainted  the  House, 
— that  he  had  issued,  during  the  Eecess, 
Warrants  for  New  WriU,  for  Brighton 
Borough,  V,  David  Smith,  esquire,  de- 
ceased; for  Middlesex  County  (Brent- 
ford Division),  v,  OctaviusCoope,  esquire, 
deceased;  for  Liverpool  Borough  (Ex- 
change Division),  v,  David  Duncan, 
esquire,  deceased ;  for  Donegal  County 
(Southern  Division),  v,  Bernard  Kelly, 
esquire,  deceased. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 


BELFAST   (WESTERN   DIVISION). 

Mr.  Sfeaeeb  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  received  from  the  Judges  for  the 
time  being  on  the  Rota  for  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions  in  Ireland,  a  Certifi- 
cate and  Beport  relating  to  the  Election 
for  the  West  Belfast  Division  of  tlie 
Borough  of  Belfast,  and  the  same  was 
read. 

BELFAST  BOROUGH  (WESTERN  DIVI- 
SION) AND  SLIGO  COUNTY  (SOUTH- 
ERN DIVISION)  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Sexton,  returned  for  the  Western 
Divinion  of  the  Borough  of  Belfast,  and 
the  Southern  Division  of  the  County  of 
Sligo,  stated  that  he  elected  to  sit  for 
the  Western  Division  of  Belfast. 
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LONDONDERRY  CITY. 
Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that 
he  had  received  from  the  Judges  for  the 
time  beings  on  the  Rota  for  the  Trial  of 
Election  Petitions  in  Ireland,  a  Certifi- 
cate and  Keport  relatiog  to  the  Election 
for  the  City  and  Boroughof  Londonderry, 
and  the  same  were  read. 

YORK,  EAST  RIDING  (BUCKROSE 
DIVISION). 

Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that 
he  had  received  from  the  Judges  for  the 
time  being  on  the  Eota  for  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions  in  England  the  Cer- 
tificate and  Report  relative  to  the  Buck- 
rose  Division  of  the  East  Riding  of  the 
County  of  York,  and  the  same  was  read. 

Ordered^  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  do 
attend  this  House  forthwith  with  the  last  Re- 
turn for  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  York 
(Buckrose  Division),  and  amend  the  same  by 
striking  out  the  name  of  William  Alexander 
M^Arthur,  esquire.  ' 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attending,  amended 
the  Return  accordingly. 

LONDONDERRY  CITY  AND  LONG- 
FORD (NORTH). 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from  Justin 
McCarthy,  esquire,*  returned  for  London- 
derry City  and  for  the  North  Longford 
Division  of  the  County  of  Longford,  and 
the  said  Letter  was  read  as  foUoweth :  — 

New  York, 

loth  Jan  '87. 
Dear  Mr.  Speaker, 

Having  been  returned  for  Derry  City  and  for 

the  North  Longford  Divinon  of  the  County  of 

Longford,  I  beg  to  inform  you  that  I  elect  to  tit 

for  I>erry  City, 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Mr,  Speaker, 

Very  truly  yours, 

JUSTIN  MCCARTHY. 


ELECTIONS-SESSIONAL  ORDERS. 

Ordered,  That  all  Memhers  who  are  returned 
for  two  or  more  places  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  do  make  their  election  for  which  of 
the  places  they  will  serve,  within  one  week 
after  it  shall  appear  that  there  is  no  question 
upon  the  Return  for  that  place;  and  if  any- 
thing shall  come  in  question  touching  the  Re- 
turn or  Election  of  any  Memher,  he  is  to  with- 
draw durinc:  the  timn  the  matter  is  in  debate ; 
nud  that  all  Members  returned  upon  double 
Returns  do  withdraw  till  their  Returns  are  de- 
termined. 

JUsoivtd,  That  no  Peer  of  the  Realm,  except 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time  bein^ 
be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have  declined 
to  servo,  for  any  county,  city,  or  borough  of 
Great  Britain,  hath  any  right  to  give  his  vote 


in  the  Election  of  any  Member  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of  the  liber- 
ties and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of  the 
United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parliament, 
or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a  Peer  of 
Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not  having 
declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city,  or 
borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  hiirmelf 
in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  for  the 
Commons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Feer 
of  Ireland,  at  such  Elections  in  Great  Britain 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be  pro- 
posed to  be  elected ;  or  for  any  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail  himself  of 
any  authority  derived  from  his  Commission,  to 
influence  the  election  of  any  Member  to  serve 
for  the  Commons  in  Parliament.*' 

Mk.  BRA.DLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  remarks,  because 
he  understood  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  was  willing  to  consent  to  take  a 
certain  course. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  that  was  so — 
the  Government  would  carry  out  the 
pledge  given  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  give  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman an  opportunity  to  move  for  a 
Committee  on  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Member 
of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 
Bribery,  or  any  other  corrupt  practices,  this 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been  wil- 
fully concerned  in  such  Bribery  or  other  corrupt 
practices. 

WITNESSES. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any  per- 
son hath  been  tampering  with  any  Witness,  in 
respect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 
House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  or  directly 
or  indirectly  hath  endeavoured  to  deter  or 
hinder  any  person  from  appearing  or  giving 
evidence,  the  same  is  declared  to  be  a  hi^h 
crime  and  misdemeanor ;  and  this  House  wiU 
proceed  with  the  utmost  severity  against  sach 
offender. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  anv  per- 
son hath  given  false  evidence  in  any  case  before 
this  House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  thia 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  such  offender. 

METROPOLITAN   POUCE. 

Ordered,  l^'hsit  the  Commissioners  of  the  Police 
of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that,  daring  the 
Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages  through  the 
tftreets  leading  to  this  House  be  kept  free  and 
open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be  permitted  to 
hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to  and  from 
this  House,  and  Ukat  no  disorder  be  allowed  in 
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Westednster  Hall«  or  in  the  paasages  leading 
to  this  House,  daring  the  sitting  of  Parliament, 
and  that  there  he  no  annoyance  therein  or 
thereahouts ;  and  that  the  Serjeant  at  Arms 
attending  this  House  do  communioate  this 
Order  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid. 

TOTES  Ain>  PROOEEDINaS. 

Ordiridy  That  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
this  Hoose  he  printed,  heing  first  perused  hy 
Mr.  Speaker;  and  that  he  do  appoint  the 
printing  thereof ;  and  that  no  person  hut  such 
as  he  shall  appoint  do  presume  to  print  the 
tame. 

PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Oommittee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES   BILL. 
Bill ''  for  the  more  effectual  prey  en  t- 
ing  Clcmdestine  Outlawries,"  read  the 
fijmt  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 
For — 

Kent  Ooonty  (Dartford  Division),  r. 
The  Eight  honble.  Sir  William  Hart 
Djke»  baronet,  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Oouncil  on  Education. 

Longford  (Northern  Division),  v.  Jus- 
tin M'Oarthy,  esquire,  who  having  been 
returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said 
Oounty  of  Longford  (Northern  Division), 
and  also  for  the  Oity  of  Londonderry, 
has  elected  to  sit  for  the  Oity  of  London- 
derry. 

Antrim  Oounty  (Northern  Division), 
r.  Edward  Macnaghten,  esquire,  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  Ordinary. 

NOTICE   OF  MOTION. 

'  PARLIAMENTARY  PROCEDURE. 
The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
8XJEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
I  shall,  at  the  earliest  opportunity, 
move  a  Resolution  relating  to  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  House,  and,  as  on  former 
occasions,  ask  the  House  to  give  us  the 
necessary  facilities  to  proceed  with  it 
from  day  to  day,  subject  only  to  such 
interruptions  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  conduct  of  urgent  Public  Business. 


RESIGNATION  OP  THE   CHANCELLOR 
OF   THE  EXCHEQUER,    THE   RIGHT 
HON.  LORD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL. 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  South) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  a  Member  of  the  House  who  has 
held  O&ce  in  the  Administration  has 


been  compelled  to  resign  that  Office,  the 
House  of  Commons  usually  permits  and 
expects  some  explanations  of  the  reasons 
and  causes  of  that  action.  If^  Sir,  it 
should  be  the  good  pleasure  of  the 
House  to-night  to  receive  such  an  expla- 
nation, I  am  informed  by  Lord  Salisbury 
that  I  am  possessed  of  the  gracious  per- 
mission of  the  Sovereign  to  place  before 
the  House  certain  facts  and  matters 
bearing  upon  my  resignation  of  the 
Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  resigned  that  Office  on  the 
20th  of  December  last  because  I  could 
not — ^I  was  altogether  unable  to  become 
responsible  for  the  Estimates  which  were 
presented  by  the  Departments  for  the 
support  of  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the 
coming  year.  Of  course,  it  would  be 
idle  to  deny  what  is  very  well  known, 
that  there  were  other  matters  of  g^ave 
importance  on  which  it  was  my  misfor- 
tune to  hold  opinions  differing  from 
those  of  Lord  Salisbury.  But,  Sir, 
those  other  matters  were  matters,  in  my 
opinion,  perfectly  susceptible  of  accom- 
modation and  contraction.  This  ques- 
tion of  the  Estimates  on  which  I  resigned 
was  incapable  of  such  contraction,  for 
the  reason  that  I  was  deeply  and  re- 
peatedly  pledged  by  many  speeches  I 
had  made  in  various  parts  of  the  country 
to  the  policy  of  retrenchment  and  eco- 
nomy, because  I  was  convinced  by  what 
I  had  learnt  at  the  Treasury  that  such  a 
policy  was  not  only  necessary,  but  per- 
fectly feasible,  and  because,  viewing 
those  pledge^,  it  was  impossible  for  me 
usefully  to  retain  Office  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  a  Government  in  whose 
policy  effective  retrenchment  found  no 
prominent  place.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  not,  of 
course,  my  intention  to  analyze  in  any 
degree  at  this  moment  the  Expenditure 
of  this  country,  and,  indeed,  it  is  my 
desire  to  make  my  remarks  on  this  occa- 
sion as  brief  and  as  concise  as  they  pos- 
sibly can  be;  because,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  patience  of  the  House  has 
its  limits,  ana,  in  the  second  place,  if  I 
were  to  try  to  make  an  explanation  of  a 
very  elaborate  character,  such  an  expla- 
nation might  tend  to  degenerate  into  a 
kind  of  indictment  of  the  Government, 
which,  I  hold,  would  be  neither  useful 
nor  becoming.  But,  Sir,  I  may  state 
this  detail — ^the  amount  of  the  Estimates 
which  were  presented  to  me  as  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  by  the  two  De- 
partments exceeded  £31,000,000  for  the 
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ooming  year  for  the  support  of  the  Army 
and  Nayy;   and  there  is  another  fact 
which    I    must    mention,    beoause    it 
operated .  most  seriously  upon  me.     I 
had  also  to  give  a  consent,  and  I  did 
give  a  consent,  though  a  reluctant  one, 
to  unusually  large  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates for  these  two  Services.  There  will 
be— or,   at  any  rate,  when  I  left  the 
Government  there  was  going  to  be — I 
had  consented  there  should  be  presented 
to  Parliament  Supplementary  Estimates 
amounting  to  the  sum  of  £300,000  for 
the  Navy,  close  upon  £500,000  for  the 
Army,   and   another  £500,000  for  ex- 
penses   connected  with    the  Army    in 
Egypt ;  and  undoubtedly  I  thought  that 
those  enormously  large  Supplementary 
Estimates  formed    an    additional    and 
grave    reason   for  a  reduction  in  the 
Naval  and  Military  Expenditure  in  the 
coming  year.     Well,  Sir,  I  wish  briefly 
to  put  before  the  House  my  view  of  the 
position  which  I  endeavoured  to  take. 
My  view  of  the  position  is  this — that  the 
Expenditure  for  this  year  which  is  now 
expiring,  and  the  Expenditure  for  the 
preceding  year  on  armaments  and  on 
naval  and   military  purposes,  was  an 
Expenditure  of  a  distinctly  abnormal 
character,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  make  an  effort  to 
commence  a  return  to  what  I  would  call 
a  more  normal  Expenditure.   I  will  just 
explain  to  the  House  by  two  figures 
only  what  I  mean  by  a  normal  and 
abnormal  Expenditure.    Sir,  if  you  take 
the   10   years  from  1874  to  1884  you 
will  find  that  the  average  Expenditure 
on  the  Army  and  Navy  amounted  to 
£2S,000,000  a-year— that  that  standard 
of  £25,000,000  was  very  closely  adhered 
to  during  those  1 0  years ;  but  if  you  take 
the  three  years  1885-6,  1886-7,  together 
with  1887-8,  if  I  had  consented  to,  and 
if  the  House  had  voted  the  Estimates 
which  were  in  guestion,  you  will  find 
that  the  average  Expenditure  has  risen 
from  £25,000,000  to  over  £31,000,000, 
an  increase  perfectly  sudden,  only  the 
lapse  of   one   year   between    the  two 
averages,   an    increase   of  just    about 
£6,000,000  a-year.    Well,  Sir,  that,  the 
House  will  see,  is  no  light  matter.   Even 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  around  me,  and 
who  naturally  enough  may  have  been 
disposed  to  take  a  somewhat  unfavour- 
able view  of  the  action  which  I  took, 
even  they  will  admit  that  it  was  no 
lig^t   matter  and  no  small  difference 
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which  divided  me  from  Her  Majeety's 
Government.  The  right  way,  I  Uiink, 
to  appreciate  the  magnitude  of  the  dif- 
ference is  to  turn  t^t  £6,000,000  into 
taxation.  What  does  it  mean  in  taxa- 
tion ?  Sir,  the  increase  of  £6,000,000 
on  your  Military  and  Naval  Expmi- 
diture  means  a  sum  exceeding  by 
£1,600,000  the  entire  produce  of  the 
Tea  Duty;  it  means  a  sum  equal  to 
two-thirds  of  the  Tobacco  Duty;  it 
means  a  sum  equal  to  three-fourUia  of 
the  Beer  Duty;  and  it  means  a  aam 
equal  to  six- sevenths  of  the  Death 
Duties.  The  House  must  remember 
that  this  Beer  Duty,  and  the  Tea  Duty, 
and  the  Tobacco  Duty  were  all  in  ex- 
istence before  this  increase  took  plaoe, 
and  they  will  not  appreciably  produce 
more  than  they  are  domg  now.  If  you 
like  to  look  at  the  figures  in  another 
way,  and  if  you  like  to  place  the 
increase  upon  direct  taxation,  this 
increase  of  £6,000,000 — this  sudden 
jump,  in  time  of  peace,  of  £6,000,000 
on  Naval  and  Military  Expenditure — 
means  3d»  in  the  Income  Tax.  I 
only  mention  that  point  in  order  to 
show  the  House  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  exceedingly  larg^  magnitude 
upon  which  I  resigned,  and  that  it  was 
a  question,  in  my  opinion,  which  went 
to  the  very  root  of  government  and  of 
policy.  Sir,  there  has  been,  I  think,  a 
good  deal  of  misconception  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  demand  which  I  thought 
it  was  my  duty  to  make  upon  the  twt> 
Departments.  People  have  supposed 
that  I  expected  that  that  large  inoreaae 
should  be  immediately  reduced  upon  a 
stroke  of  the  pen.  My  right  hon.  iViend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  and  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  will  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  I  made  no  such  demand. 
I  never  expected— I  never  was  so  wild  or 
foolish  as  to  expect— that  any  very  large 
reduction  could  be  immediately  made, 
nor  did  I  even  expect  that  we  should 
ever  be  able  to  get  back  to  the  average 
Expenditure  of  the  10  years  I  have 
named.  But  my  right  hon.  Friends  will 
confirm  me  in  this — that  the  only  request 
I  made  of  them  was  that  they  should 
make  a  sensible  and  an  appreciable 
effort,  which  should  be  expressed  ia 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  to  retnm, 
or  to  come  to  the  commenoement  of  re> 
turning,  to  a  more  normal  Ezpenditoxe 
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on  military  and  naval  purposes.  I 
named  no  fig^ure;  I  carefully  avoided 
naming  any  figure.  The  amount  I  left 
entirely  to  the  discretion,  and  judgment, 
and  superior  knowledge  of  my  right 
hem.  Friends.  In  my  own  mind — and  I 
may  have  mentioned  it  casually  in  coH- 
Tex«ation  without  insisting  upon  it — I 
thought  that  a  reduction  of  £1,000,000 
in  time  of  peace  upon  the  Military 
and  Naval  Expenditure  of  the  country 
would  have  been  an  adequate  and  satis- 
factory reduction;  but  my  right  hon. 
Friends  know  perfectly  well — and  they 
will  bear  me  out — ^that  I  certainly  should 
not  have  made  any  obstinate  quarrel 
about  £100,000,  or  £200,000,  or  even 
£300,000— in  fact,  if  the  worst  had 
come  to  the  worst,  I  really  believe 
— I  confess  it  with  some  reluctance — I 
really  believe  I  should  have  been 
satisfied  with  a  reduction  of  £500,000. 
But,  Sir,  it  was  only  when  I  found  from 
the  view  which  my  right  hon.  Friends 
took  of  the  position — ^it  was  only  when 
I  found  from  the  view  they  held  that 
they  were  absolutely  unable  to  make 
even  the  commencement  of  an  effort  to 
return  to  a  more  normal  state  of  Expen* 
diture  that  I  was  forced — ^forced  by  a 
power  far  greater  than  Party  ties,  forced 
by  what  I  had  said  in  the  Autumn, 
forced  by  the  knowledge  which  I 
acquired  at  the  Treasury — to  send  my 
resignation  to  Lord  Salisbury.  I  will 
mention  two  details  which  struck  me  as 
meet  unsatisfactory  from  my  point  of 
view.  The  Army  Estimates  show  a 
redaction  of  £300,000  connected  with 
the  expenses  of  the  military  occupation 
of  Egypt;  but,  in  spite  of  that  re- 
dnetion,  the  whole  of  the  Army  Esti- 
mates showed  an  increase  of  £300,000. 
That  is  what  I  could  not  understand ; 
and  there  was  a  detail  in  the  Admiralty 
Estimates  which  weighed  with  me  very 
much.  My  noble  Friend  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  in  the  statement  he  placed 
before  me,  showed  a  reduction  of 
£500,000  upon  the  total  Estimates  for 
the  Navy ;  but  the  whole  of  that  £500,000 
was  taken  off  one  Vote — the  Vote  for 
machinery,  and  my  argument  was  this — 
if  so  large  a  reduction  as  £500,000  can 
be  made  on  so  important  a  Vote  as 
machinery,  surely  some  reductions  may 
be  made  upon  other  Votes  if  they  are 
carefully  overhauled.  I  only  mention 
these  details  as  matters  which  weighed 
greatly  with  me  in  coming  to  a  decision 
on  the  subject.    I  know  it  has  been 


said,  and  it  may  be  said  again,  that  I 
have  made  an  impossible  demand. 
Well,  Sir,  I  cannot,  of  course,  pro- 
nounce upon  whether  it  is  possible  or 
impossible.  My  own  belief  is  that 
where  there  is  ci  will  there  is  a  way,  and 
the  accuracy  and  efficacy  of  the  maxim 
may  be  proved  by  what  took  place  in 
1869,  when  the  Government  of  the  day 
and  the  Parliament  of  the  day  were  under 
the  impression  that  Ihe  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Expenditure  of  the  country  had 
reached  an  abnormal  level ;  and  so 
strong  was  that  impression,  and  so  reso- 
lute was  the  Government  of  the  day,  that 
the  Estimates  for  1870  for  naval  and 
military  purposes,  as  compared  with 
186S,  showed  a  reduction  of  no  less  than 
£4,500,000.  Certainly,  Sir,  I  never 
asked  for  and  never  expected  such  a  re- 
duction as  that.  I  thought  I  was 
reasonable.  I  thought  I  was  entitled  to 
ask  some  reduction  to  be  made  in  a 
time  of  peace  in  this  largely  increased 
Naval  and  Military  Expenditure.  There 
has  been  another  misconception  which  I 
am  anxious  to  clear  away.  I  am 
supposed  to  have  resigned  on  the  Budget. 
Sir,  my  resignation — and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  wiU  confirm 
me — ^had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Budget.  I  never  should  have  thought 
of  resigning  on  the  Budget.  The 
Budget  is  the  plan  of  the  Ohancellor 
of  ti^e  Exchequer  for  providing  for 
the  Services  of  the  year ;  and  my  idea 
is  that  if  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer produces  a  plan  which  is  not 
acceptable  to  his  Oolleagues,  it  is  his 
business  and  his  duty  either  to  modify 
or  alter  the  plan  until  it  is  agreeable  to 
his  Oolleagues.  But,  certainly,  I  had  no 
right  or  claim  to  cram  any  financifd 
scheme  of  mine  down  the  throats  of  my 
Oolleagues  under  the  threat  of  resigna- 
tion. My  resignation  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Budget.  I  resigned  upon  the 
expenditure  of  a  special  Department 
of  the  Government.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  First  Lo^  of  tiie 
Treasury  (Mr.  Smith)  laid  down  in  this 
House,  without  much  qualification,  in 
1883,  a  proposition  wiiich  I  almost 
entirely  agree  with.  He  then  laid  it 
down  very  positively  that  the  Ohan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  primarily 
and  principally  responsible  for  every 
shilling  in  the  Estimates.  I  do  not  dis- 
agree with  that  proposition.  I  think 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must 
satisfy  himself  reasonably  in  his  own 
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mind  upon  two  points — ^in  the  first  place, 
that  the  demands  put  forward  by  the 
Departments  do  not  exceed  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  year ;  and»  in  the  second  place, 
that    the    money    which   is   voted    by 
Parliament  shall  be  expended  in  such  a 
manner  that  the  nation  gets  full  yalue 
for  its  money.    These  are  two  points  on 
which,  I  think,  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  be  reasonably  satis- 
fied, and  it  is  on  tbeSe  two  points  that  I 
utterly  and  hopelessly  broke  down.    I 
could  not  satisfy  myself  that  the   de- 
mands for  these  two  Departments  were 
not  excessive.    I  felt  certain  that  if  the 
foreign    policy  of  this  country  were  a 
peaceful  foreign  policy  these  Estimates 
were  too  excessive.    I  felt  equally  cer- 
tain— though    I  am  liable  to  error — I 
felt  equally  certain  that  our    foreign 
policy  at  the  present   moment    ought 
to    be    a  peaceful    foreign    policy.    I 
do    not    mean    that    kind    of   peace 
which  is  a  flattering  phrase  of  a  plat- 
form peroration;  but  I  mean  a  genuine, 
effective,  peaceful  foreign  policy,  which 
should  be  marked  by  absence  of  un- 
necessary initiatives,   by  an  indisposi- 
tion to  interfere  too  promptly  in  Euro- 
pean affairs ;  and.  Sir,  in  fact,  a  policy  of 
that  character  which  should  approach 
very  nearly  to  the  domain  of  non-inter- 
vention.    Well,  Sir,  on  these  two  points 
I  held  the  strongest  possible  opinions, 
and  I  did  not  see  my  way  to  alter 
those  opinions.  But  in  the  second  point — 
namely,    that   the    Ohancellor   of   the 
Exchequer  ought  to  be  satisfied  that  the 
money  which  Parliament  votes  is  pro- 
perly spent— there,again,I could  feel  no 
satinaotory  assurance.    In  fact.  Sir,  I 
had  suspicions  which  I  ought  not  to  call 
suspicions,  because  they  amounted  almost 
to  a  conviction,  that  the  reverse  was  the 
case.    It  is  not  now  the  time,  and  this 
would  not  be  the  proper  occasion,  to 
examine  that  matter  more  minutely ;  but 
I  may  remind  the  House  of  this — that  we 
have  had  since  1883  a  series  of  what 
I   may    call  Departmental    scandals,  I 
believe  unprecedented  in  the  history  of 
this    country.    I    only    need     to    run 
them  over  on  my  fingers.  There  was  the 
exposure — the  scandalous  exposure— of 
the  defects  in  the  Commissariat  Depart- 
ment in  Egypt  during  the  first  campaign. 
There    was    subsequently,  during    Uie 
second  Egyptian  Campaign,  the  exposure 
of  the  brittle  swords,  the  bending  bayo- 
nets, and  jamming  cartridges.  You  then 
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had  in  connection  with  the  financial  ad- 
ministration of  the  Admiralty  that  grave 
scandal    which  arose   just  before  the 
Oovemment  left  Office  in  1885.     The 
Admiralty  was  discovered  to  have  spent 
no  less  a  sum  than  £1,000,000  sterling 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Treasury, 
and  apparently  without  their  own  know- 
ledge.   Then  you  had  the  very  serious 
evidence  which  was  given  to  the  House 
and  the  public  as  to  the  total  failure  of 
three  most  expensive   ships,  the  jLjma^ 
the  Agamemnonf   and  the  imph'i^uM — 
the  total  failure  of  these  ships  to  fulfil 
the  expectations  of  their  designers,  al- 
though  they   had   cost  no    less    Uian 
£1,500,000  of  money.  And  then  you  had 
the  bursting  gun ;  and  all  these  scandals 
with    the    charges  of  io  efficiency,   and 
worse  than  inefficiency,  which  accom- 
panied them,  came  pressing  one  upon 
another.     Sir,  I  took  no  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions in  the  House  on  these  subjects, 
because  I  was  not  qualified  to  take  any 
part  in  such  discussions ;  but  I  listened, 
and  the  series,  the  rapid  series,  of  these 
Departmental  scandals  produced  a  moat 
unpleasant  effect  upon  my  mind.     I  say 
it  not  in  the  least  as  imputing  blame, 
but  I  say  it  as  one  of  my  reasons  for 
taking  the  action  which  I  did,  that   I 
could  not  feel  any  assurance  whatever 
that  that  series  of  Departmental  scandals 
had  made  the  same  deep  impression 
upon  the  mind  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  upon  my  noble 
f'riend  the  First  Ijord  of  tne  Admiralty 
(Lord  Q^orge  Hamilton) ;  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  impute  blame,  but  I  say  it  pro- 
duced a  tremendous  impression  on  mj 
mind,  one  which  I  could  not  shake  off. 
There  is  only  one  more  question  I  should 
like  to  clear  up;  if  I  may  do  so  without 
trespassing  too  much  upon  the  time  of 
the  House.    It  has  been  widely  stated, 
on  authority  apparently,  that  I  resigned 
my  Office  in  haste.    In  fact,  I  see   it 
stated  that  I  resigned  in  a  temper,  and 
I  observe  that  my  resignation  is  usually 
designated  by  a  Government  organ  as 
an  escapade,  whatever  that  may  mean. 
But  I  should  like  to  tell  the  House 
exactly  what  the  facts  are,  because  it 
is  important    they   should  be    known. 
The  facts  are  these  —  that  this   con* 
troversy  about   expenditure  has  been 
going   on  between  me  and  my  rigkt 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Smith)  and  my  noble 
Friend  the  rrime   Minister  (the  Mar- 
quess of   Salisbury)  almost  since  the 
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oommenoement  of  the  Govemment, 
going  on  in  a  perfeotlj  friendly  man- 
ner ;  and,  indeed,  all  that  oooarred  has 
not  altered  by  one  jot  or  iota  the  friendly 
feelings  whioh  existed  between  my  right 
hon.  Friends  and  myself.  Bat,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  brought  my  views 
before  Lord  Salisbury  on  this  <me8- 
tion  of  effective  Anny  and  Navy 
Expenditure  as  long  ago  as  the  month 
of  August  last,  in  a  conversation 
which  I  had  with  him  in  Arlington 
Street.  I  then  expressed  my  views,  and 
told  him  how  strongly  I  felt  upon  this 
subject.  The  House  is  possibly  aware 
that  in  a  speech  I  made  at  Dartford  I 
especially  alluded  to  this  subject.  I 
alluded  to  it  briefly  but  strongly,  and  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Priend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  were 
aware  of  how  strong  a  meaning  I  at- 
tached to  my  expressions  at  Dartford. 
But  before  I  went  down  to  address  the 
meeting  at  Bradford  in  the  month  of 
October — ^the  morning  before — I  had 
another  long  conversation  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  with 
Lord  Salisbury  in  Arlington  Street,  and 
again  I  indicated  most  clearly  to  them 
that  unless  there  was  an  effort  at  re- 
trenchment it  would  be  impossible  for 
me  to  retain  the  Exchequer.  Then, 
Sir,  in  the  middle  of  the  ftionth  of  Octo- 
ber, I  wrote  to  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  and  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  requesting  them,  as  a 
particular  favour,  to  get  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates  prepared,  so  that  they 
might  be  considered  by  the  Cabinet 
before  Ohristmas.  Not  only  was  I 
anxious  that  these  matters  should  be 
considered  by  the  Cabinet  while  there 
was  yet  time  and  ample  leisure,  but  I 
was  also  determined  that  if  the  decision 
as  to  the  amount  of  those  Estimates 
dionld  be  against  me  I  should  not  con- 
tinne  in  my  Office,  but  would  resim  at 
Buch  a  moment  as  to  give  to  Lord 
Salisbury  the  most  ample  margin  of 
time  to  make  any  arrangement  that  was 
necessary  before  Parliament  met.  Well, 
Sir,  on  iiie  Idth  of  December  I  wrote  to 
Xiord  Salisbury  to  say  that  from  what  I 
heard  I  feared  he  would  have  before 
long  to  choose  between  the  heads  of  his 
neat  spending  Departments  and  his 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  On 
l^iizBday,  the  16th  of  December,  I  had 
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another    protracted    conversation    with 
Lord  Salisbury  on  the  whole  question, 
in  whioh  I  indicated  to  him   that  the 
matter  was  approaching  a  crisis.     On 
Monday,  the  20th  of    December,   the 
Estimates  were  communicated  to  me, 
the  Navy  Estimates  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton)  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  the  Army  Estimates  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Smith)  in  the 
afternoon ;  and  it  was  clear  to  me  that 
the  position  that  they  took  up  was  one 
which  admitted  of  no  modification  and 
no  alteration,  and  I  also  was  aware  of 
what  the  Prime  Minister's  mind  was  on 
the  subject,  and  on  Monday,  the  20th,  I 
was  put  in  that  corner  that  I  had  abso- 
lutely no  option  but  to  write  to  Lord 
Sfilisbury  to  resign  my  Office.     I  have 
only  wearied  the  House  with  these  facts 
because  I  wanted  to  show  the  House 
that  the  suggestion  that  my  action  has 
been  taken  in  a  hurry  is  entirely  wrong. 
I  greatly  doubt  whether  any  Member 
ever  took  action  on  any  grave  question 
more  deliberately,  more  long  thought  of, 
and  more  considerately.    Now,  Sir,  I 
think  that  those  who  suppose  I  would 
be  capable  of  resigning  the   Office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Ikchequer  in  a  hurry 
or  in  a  temper  hardly  do  justice  to  their 
charge.    There  is  no  position  open  to  a 
private  individual  in  this  country  prouder 
and  more  honourable  than  that  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons.    It  is  not  a 
position  which  is  lightly  or  hastily  re- 
signed.   I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friends 
who  sit  around  me  that  it  was  a  very 
hard  and  bitter  thing  for  me  to  have  to 
do^to   sever  my  connection  with  the 
Government,  and  to  resign  a  position  so 
honourable,   although  so  anxious  and 
responsible.    But  I  could  not  help  it.    I 
was  pledged  by  speeches  which  I  had 
made  to  the  people.    Sir,  I  may  make 
this  remark.    The  relations  which  exist 
between  a  Minister  and  the  people  are 
nowadays  so  direct  and  very  close,  and 
owing  to  the  practice  of  great  and  large 
mass  meetings,  which  have  become  so 
usual  and  so  common,  a  Minister  or  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  is  brought  into 
close  contact  widi  the  people.    He  dis- 
courses with  the  utmost  freedom,  without 
much  qualification,   on  public    affairs. 
The  practice  may  have  its  advantages 
and  its  disadvantages,  but  the  practice 
exists ;  and  I  can  conceive  nothing  more 
disastrous  or  ruinous,  or  more  fatal  to 
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the  healthy  tone  of  our  English  political 
life,  than  that  the  people  should  take  it 
into  their  heads  uiat  a  Minister  or 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  whoever  he 
be,  when  he  comes  down  to  address 
them,  thinks  of  nothing  but  exciting  a 
momentary  and  passing  cheer,  and  leaves 
the  meeting  straightway  without  re- 
membering what  manner  of  man  he  is. 
I  hope  it  will  never  be  imputed  with 
accuracy  or  justice  to  me  that  I  know- 
ingly or  intentionally  contributed  to  such 
a  belief.  Sir,  I  have  placed  before  the 
House  as  rapidly  as  I  can  the  various 
reasons  which  forced  me,  on  the  20th  of 
December,  to  write  to  Lord  Salisbury 
the  letter  which  I  am  permitted  to  read. 
The  House  will  understand  that  further 
opportunities  will  arise  for  a  more  ex- 
haustive and  analytical  examination  of 
the  Expenditure  of  the  Government. ;The 
House  will  not  wish  me,  and  I  am  not 
anxious  to  anticipate  those  opportunities. 
All  I  have  to  do  is  to  place  as  briefly  as 
possible  before  the  House  the  reasons 
which  caused  me  to  leave  the  Govern- 
ment. I  wrote  on  the  20th  of  December 
to  Lord  Salisbury — 


'*  Dear  Lord  Salisbubt, 

*<The  approximate  Estimates  for  the  Armj 
and  Ka^y  for  the  next  year  have  been  to-day 
eommumcated  to  me  by  Lord  George  EEamilton 
and  Mr.  Smith.  They  amount  to  £31,000,000 ; 
£12.600,000  for  the  Navy,  and  £18,500,000  for 
Uie  Army.  The  Navy  Votes  show  a  decrease 
of  nearly  £600,000,  but  this  is  to  a  great  extent 
Ulosory,  as  there  is  a  large  increase  in  the  de- 
mand made  by  the  Admmilty  upon  the  War 
Office  for  guns  and  ammunition.  The  Army 
Estimates,  thus  swollen,  show  an  increase  of 
about  £800,000.  The  total  of  £31,000,000  for 
the  two  Services,  which  will  in  all  probability 
be  exceeded,  is  very  g^reatly  in  excess  of  what 
I  can  consent  to.  I  knew  that  on  this  subject 
I  cannot  look  for  any  sympathy  or  effective 
support  from  you,  and  I  am  certain  that  I  shall 
find  no  supporters  in  the  Cabinet.  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  wrangling  and  quarrelling  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  therefore  I  must  request  to  be  allowed  to 
give  up  my  Office,  and  retire  from  the  Gk>vem- 
ment.  I  am  pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to  large 
reductions  of  expenditure,  and  I  cannot  change 
my  mind  on  this  matter.  If  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  country  is  conducted  with  skill  and  judg- 
ment, our  present  large  and  increasing  arma- 
ments are  quite  unnecessary,  and  the  taxation 
which  they  involve  perfectly  unjustifiable.  The 
War  Estimates  might  be  very  considerablv  re- 
duced, if  the  policy  of  expenditure  on  the  forti- 
fications and  guns  and  garrisons  of  military 
ports,  mercantile  ports,  and  coaling  stations 
was  abandoned  or  modified ;  but  of  this  I  see 
no  chance,  and  under  the  circumstances  I  can- 
not continue  to  be  responsible  for  the  finances. 
I  am  sure  you  will  agree  that  I  am  right  in 
being  perfectly  frank  and  straightf orw^  on 
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this  question,  to  which  I  attach  the  very  utmost 
importance ;  and,  after  all,  what  I  have  written 
is  only  a  repetition  of  what  I  endeavoured  to 
convey  to  you  in  conversation  the  other  day. 

"  Believe  me  to  be, 

"  Tours  most  sincerely, 

"  Randolph  8.  Chttbchill.*' 

I  wrote  tbat  letter  on  the  20th  of 
December,  and  I  received,  late  in  the 
evening  of  the  22nd  of  Deoember,  the 
following  reply  from  Lord  SaHsbory, 
which  I  am  permitted  to  read.  Lord 
Salisbury  wrote : — 

'<  Hatfield  House,  Hatfield,  Herts, 

December  22,  1886. 

My  dear  Bandolph, — I  have  your  letter  of  tha 
20th  from  Windsor.    You  tell  me,  as  you  UAd 
me  orally  on  Thursday,  that  £31,000,000  for 
the  two  Services  is  very  greatly  in  excess  of 
what  you  can  consent  to  ;  that  yon  are  pledged 
up  to  the  eyes  to  large  reductions  of  Expenditure, 
and  cannot  change  your  mind  in  the  matter ; 
and  that,  as  you  feel  certain  of  receiving  no 
support  from  me  or  from  the  Cabinet  in  thia 
view,  you  must  resign  your  Office  and  withdraw 
from  the  Government.    On  the  other  hand,  I 
have  a  letter  from  Smith  telling  me  that  he 
feels  bound  to  adhere  to  the  Estimates  which  he 
showed  you  on  Monday ;  and  that  he  declines 
to  postpone,  as  you  had  wished  him  to  do,  the 
expen^ture  which  he  thinks  necessary  for  the 
fortification  of  coaling  stations,  military  porta, 
and  mercantile  ports.    In  this  imf  ortunate  state 
of  things  I  have  no  choice  but  to  ejmresa  my 
full  concurrence  with  the  views  of  Hamiltoa 
and  Smith  and  my  dissent  from  yours — though 
I  say  it  both  on  personal  and  public  grounds 
with  very  deep  regret.     The  outlook  on  the 
Continent  is  very  black.    It  is  not  too  much  to 
say  that  the  chtmces  are  in  favour  of  war  at  an 
early  date ;  and  when  war  has  once  broken  out 
we  cannot  be  secure  from  the  danger  of  being 
involved  in  it.    The  undefended  state  of  many 
of  our  ports  and  coaling  stations  is  notorious ; 
and  the  necessity  of  protecting  them  has  been 
urged  bv  a  strong  Commission,  and  has  been 
admitted  on  both  sides  in  debate.    To  refuse  to 
take  measures  for  their  protection  would   be 
to  incur  the  gravest   possible  responsibility. 
Spea^ng  more  generally,  I  should  hesitate  to 
refuse  at  this  time  any  Supplies  which  men  so 
moderate    in    their    demands   as    Smith    and 
Hamilton  declare  to  be  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  country.    The  issue  is  so  serious  that  it 
thrusts  aside  all  personal  and  Party  oonsiderm* 
tions.    But  I  regret  more  than  I  can  sav  the 
view  you  take  of  it ;  for  no  one  knows  {>etter 
than  you  how  injurious  to  the  public  interests 
at  this  juncture  your  withdrawal    from    the 
Government  may  be.    In  the  presence  of  your 
very  strong  and  dedsive  language  I  can  only 
again  express  my  very  profound  regret.  Believs 
me,  yours  very  sincei^y,  Sujsbu&t.** 

The  House  will  obserye,  Sir,  that  that 
letter  is  absolutely  final  and  oonciuaiTe. 
Lord  Salisbury  did  not  demur  to  mj 
suggestion  that  there  was  no  use  in  dis- 
cussing the  question   in  the  Cabinet 
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Lord  Salisbury  did  not  request  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  laid  before  him, 
as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in 
order  that  it  might  receive  personal  ex- 
amination. On  the  contrary,  he  ex- 
pressed bis  total  concurrence  with  the 
Heads  of  the  Departments,  and  his  total 
dissent  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  added  that  he  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  express  his  deep 
regret.  The  !^ouse  will  see  that  that 
was  a  letter  which  brought  things  to  a 
conclusion.  Therefore,  on  the  22nd  of 
December  I  wrote  the  following  letter 
to  Lord  Salisbury : — 

**  Carlton  Club, 

December  22, 1886. 

Dear  Lord  Salisbury, — I  have  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  to-day's  date  accept- 
ing my  reeig^tion  of  the  Chancellorship  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  feel  sure  you  will  believe  me 
when  1  express  my  deep  and  abiding  apprecia- 
tion of  the  unvarying  loudness  which  you  have 
shown  me,  and  of  the  patience  and  indulgence 
with  which  you  have  always  listened  to  the 
views  on  various  public  matters  which  I  have 
from  time  to  time  submitted  to  you.  The  great 
question  of  pubHc  expenditure  is  not  so  teclmical 
or  departmental  as  might  be  supposed  by  a 
superficial  critic.  Foreign  policy  and  free  ex- 
penditure upon  armaments  act  and  re-act  upon 
one  another.  I  believe  myself  to  be  well  in- 
formed on  the  present  state  of  Europe ;  nor  am 
I  aware  that  I  am  blind  or  careless  to  the 

frobabilities  of  a  great  conflict  between 
uropean  Powers  in  the  coming  year.  A  wise 
foreign  policy  will  extricate  England  from  Con- 
tinental struggles,  and  keep  her  outside  of 
Oerman,  Russian,  French,  or  Austrian  disputes. 
I  haye  for  some  time  observed  a  tendency  in  the 
Ooremment  attitude  to  pursue  a  di£ferent  line 
of  aotioUf  which  1  have  not  been  able  to  modify 
or  check.  This  tendency  is  certain  to  be  aocen- 
tnated  if  large  Estimates  are  presented  to  and 
Toted  by  Pamament.  The  possession  of  a  rery 
sharp  sword  offers  a  temptation  which  becomes 
inesistible  to  demonstrate  the  efficiency  of  the 
weapon  in  a  practical  manner.  I  remember 
the  vulnerable  and  scattered  character  of  the 
Empire,  the  universality  of  our  commerce,  the 
peaceful  tendencies  of  our  democratic  electorate, 
the  hard  times,  the  pressure  of  competition,  and 
the  high  taxation  now  imposed,  and  with  these 
factors  vividly  before  me  I  decline  to  be  a  p^ty 
to  encouraging  the  military  and  militant  circle 
of  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty  to  join  in  the 
high  and  desperate  stakes  which  other  nations 
seem  to  be  forced  to  risk.  Believe  me,  I  pray 
you,  that  it  is  not  niggardly  cheeseparing  or 
Treasury  crabbedness,  but  only  considerations 
of  high  State  policy  which  compel  me  to  sever 
ties  in  many  ways  most  binding  and  pleasant. 
A  careful  and  continuous  examination  and  study 
of  national  finance,  of  the  startling  growth  of 
expenditure,  of  national  taxation,  resources, 
ana  endurance  has  brought  me  to  the  conclusion, 
from  which  nothing  can  tuHi  me,  that  it  is  only 
the  sacrifice  of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
npon  the  aUar  ol  thrift  and  economy  which  can 


rouse  the  people  to  take  stock  of  their  Leaders, 
their  position,  and  their  future.  The  character 
of  the  domestic  legislation  which  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate,  in  my  opinion,  falls  sadly 
short  of  what  Parliament  and  the  country  ex- 
pect and  require.  The  foreign  policy  which  is 
Deing  adopted  appears  to  me  at  once  dang^erous 
and  methodless,  but  1  take  my  stand  on  expexi* 
diture  and  finance,  which  involve  and  determine 
all  other  matters ;  and  reviewing  my  former 
public  declarations  on  this  question,  and 
having  no  reason  to  doubt  their  soundness,  I 
take  leave  of  your  Government,  and  especially 
of  yourself,  with  profound  regret,  but  without 
doubt  or  hesitation.    Yours  most  sincerely, 

'^ElNBOLPH  S.  ChXTBCHILL." 

I  haye  now  laid  before  the  House  the 
causes  of  my  resignation,  and  I  have 
sincerely  to  thank  the  House  for  the  in- 
dulgence  which  it  has  accorded  to  me. 

The  FIE8T  LOED  of  the  TMBA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith}  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hare,  Sir, 
on  rising,  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  House. 
Placed  in  the  position  in  which  I  am,  I 
desire  to  appeal  to  hon.  Members  for 
the  indulgence  and  for  that  favourablei 
interpretation  of  all  my  actions  which 
are  necessary  to  one  who  feels  deeply  his 
own  deficiencies  in  following  in  the  steps 
of  the  many  great  men  who  have  held 
the  important  position  which  I  now  fill. 
I  appeal  to  them  in  the  hope  that  by  the 
cordial  support  of  my  hon.  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  by  the  generous 
interpretation  of  my  acts  by  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  may 
be  enabled,  to  the  best  of  my  abUity,  to 
maintain  the  order  and  decorum  of  the 
proceedings  of  this  House  and  the 
decencies  of  debate.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
risen  to  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
statement  that  has  been  made  by  my 
noble  Friend;  and  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  express  on  my  own  part,  and 
also  on  the  part  of  my  OoUeagues,  the 
profound  regret  with  which  we  part  from 
him  as  a  OoUeague.  We  are  aware  of 
his  great  ability;  we  have  derived 
immense  advantage  from  his  counsel 
and  advice ;  and  I  may  say,  for  myself, 
that  any  sacrifice  which  I  could  have 
made  personally  would  have  been  gladly 
made  in  order  that  he  might  have  re- 
tained his  position.  He  is  perfectly 
well  aware  that  I  offered,  imreservedly, 
to  place  my  resignation  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  if  a  Minister  could  have 
been  found  who  would  have  met  his 
views  in  the  matter  of  public  Expendi- 
ture, and  I  ah)o  assured  nim  that  I  would 
cordially   support    the   Minister   whp 
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would  talfo  my  place  in  the  Government 
in  the  effort  to  conduct  the  affairs  of 
the  Department  over  which  I  then  pre- 
sided with  the  economy  which  he 
desired.  My  noble  Friend  has  stated 
to  the  House  the  circumstances  which 
led  up  to  the  event  which  culminated  on 
the  20th  of  December.  My  noble  Friend 
was  good  enough  to  come  to  the  War 
Office,  and  to  discuss  with  me  the  draft 
Estimates  which  had  been  prepared, 
and  he  asked  me  to  cut  off  the  provision 
for  the  coaling  stations. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  did  not  ask  for 
that ;  I  suggested  it. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Well,  the  noble 
Lord  suggested  that  the  provision  for 
the  coaling  stations  should  be  reduced, 
or,  I  think,  cut  off  altogether,  and  that 
other  considerable  reductions  should  be 
made.  My  noble  Friend  has  stated  that 
he  hoped  we  might  have  made  a  reduc- 
tion of  £1,000,000  in  the  Estimates  of 
this  year  about  to  be  presented  to  the 
House,  as  compared  with  the  Estimates 
of  last  year  as  they  were  presented  to 
the  House.  He  has  said  that  he  would 
have  been  satisfied  with  £500,000, 
but  that  as  we  could  not  reduce 
the  Estimates  even  by  £500,000  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  looking  at  the  ten- 
dency and  the  spirit  in  wmch  the  De- 
partments were  administered,  to  tender 
his  resignation.  Sir,  I  understand  that 
it  is  not  desirable  that  I  should  enter 
into  details  that  might  provoke  debate. 
You  have  ruled,  Sir,  that  debate  under 
the  present  circumstances  is  not  admis- 
sible, and  that  nothing  beyond  a  per- 
sonal  explanation  can  be  allowed. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  refrain 
from  entering  into  the  details  which 
would  justify,  in  my  judgment,  the 
expenditure  which  I  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  propose  to  the  Government.  But 
the  opportunity  will  be  afforded,  and  I 
hope  most  earnestly  that  my  noble  Friend 
will  then  give  his  assistance  to  the 
House  and  to  the  Government  in  the 
effort  to  make  those  reductions  which  he 
believes  to  be  possible  and  advisable. 
My  nobleFriend  has  spoken  of  himself  as 
pledged  to  effective  retrenchments,  which, 
he  said,  found  no  permanent  place  in  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Well,  I  hold  that  I  am  individually — 
that  I  was,  and  that  I  continue  to  be, 
completely  bound  and  held  by  re- 
trenchment, and  effective  retrenchment  | 

Mr.  W.  JET.  Smith 


is  part  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vernment,  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  is  certainly  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
the  question  arises,  what  is  '^effeotiTa 
retrenchment,"  and  how  is  it  to  bs 
carried  out  ?  I  could  not  see,  with  my 
noble  Friend,  that  it  was  possible  to  eany 
out  effective  retrenchment  under  present 
circumstances — under  the  oiroumstanoes 
alluded  to  in  the  letter  of  Lord  Salisbuy, 
referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend — in  the 
way  in  which  he  desired.  My  noble  Friend 
spoke  of  the  amount  as  abnormal 
Undoubtedly  there  are  abnormal  charges 
in  the  present  Estimates,  for  which  the 
present  Government  are  not  in  any  way 
responsible.  We  are  carrying  out  an 
expenditure  of  which,  personally,  we  do 
not  approve;  but  we  could  not  imme- 
diately refuse  an  expenditure  conunenced 
by  previous  Governments,  and  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commoni 
itself,  was  found  to  be  necessary  and 
essential,  and  which  was  forced  upon  the 
Successors  of  the  Government.  My 
noble  Friend  has  spoken  of  the  oinmm- 
stances  and  conditions  which  hare 
brought  about  the  demand  which  is  now 
made.  He  has  suggested  that  the  poliqj  of 
the  Government  is  one  which  tends  to  an 
excessive  initiation.  He  has  sug^gested 
that  if  there  had  been  a  less  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  mix 
itself  up  in  the  affairs  of  Europe,  there 
would  be  less  necessity  for  the  ezpenfi- 
ture  which  has  been  contemplated.  Now, 
I  venture  to  declare,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  there  has  been  no 
excessive  initiation,  and  that  there  is,  in 
the  very  bottom  of  our  hearts,  a  desixe 
to  keep  England  out  of  any  mineoeesaiy 
complications,  and  a  determination  not 
to  enter  into  any  engagements  which 
may  compel  us  to  take  part  in  those  oon* 
trovereies  to  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
referred.  My  noble  Friend,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  speech,  made  the  remark 
that,  although  there  were  differences  at 
first,  they  were  susceptible  of  acoom- 
modation.  Well,  I  am  quite  sure  of 
this — that  the  differences  in  the  Cabinet 
were  not  differences  of  a  character  that 
were  susceptible  of  accommodation,  or 
differences  in  which  my  noble  Friend 
could  possibly  consent  to  be  swayed  by 
the  majority  of  his  Colleagues.  There 
is  one  matter  in  his  letter  to  which  I 
would  wish  to  draw  attention,  and  that 
is  where  he  remarks  upon  the  attitude 
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of  the  Goyemment  and  their  disposition 
to  pursue  a  line  of  action  which  it  would 
be  impossible  to  modify  or  check.  My 
own  belief  is,  that  on  further  reflection 
he  will  find  that  such  is  not  the  case ; 
that  his  own  statement  this  evening  is 
the  more  correct  statement ;  and  that  any 
matters  on  which  there  might  be  differ- 
ences of  opinion  were  matters  which 
were  susceptible  of  accommodation 
between  himself  and  his  Oolleagues. 
But  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to 
occupy  the  attention  or  time  of  the 
House,  under  present  circumstances,  at 

freater  length.  I  not  only  desire  to 
efend  the  policy  of  the  Goyernment  in 
reeard  to  those  matters  of  which  my 
noble  Friend  complains,  but  I  will  go 
further,  and  say  that  I  desire  his  assist- 
ance, and  I  wUl  give  him  all  the  help 
in  my  power;  and  if  he  can  put  his 
£nger  on  any  single  blot,  if  he  can  give 
evidence  of  any  extravagance  or  of  any 
unnecessary  expenditure,  all  the  assist- 
ance which  either  a  Committee  of  this 
House  or  a  Committee  of  Supply  can 
render  him  will,  I  am  sure,  be  cordially 
afforded  to  him  by  the  House  and  the 
Government,  and  there  will  be  no  dispo- 
sition to  withdraw  or  keep  back  infor- 
mation, nor  any  wish  to  shrink  from 
obtaining  the  opinion  and  the  verdict  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  both  as  to  our 
policy  and  as  to  the  reasonableness  of 
all  its  conditions.  Sir,  I  am  deeply  con- 
scious of  the  distress  and  suffering  which 
the  taxpayer  has  endured  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  I  hope  a  better 
time  is  coming,  and  if  it  be  possible  to 
effect  a  reduction  in  the  public  burdens 
I  shall  be  the  first  to  welcome  assistance 
in  that  direction,  from  whatever  quarter 
of  the  House  it  may  proceed. 

THE    RIOHT    HON.    THE    LATE   EARL 
OF  IDDE8LEIOH.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Thb  FIKST  lord  oj  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmineter) :  Sir,  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  solicit  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  one  single  mo- 
ment. I  believe  that  in  doing  so  I  am 
acting  almost  without  precedent;  but 
the  circumstance — the  occurrence  itself 
— is  almost  without  precedent,  if  not 
altogether  unprecedented.  I  refer.  Sir,  tq 
the  death  of  me  late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh, 
who  was  far  better  known  in  this  House 
as  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  and  whose  long 
tenure  of  a  seat  in  this  House  entitled 


and  obtained  for  him  the  affection  and 
respect  of  all  of  those  who  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  with  him.  I  think  I 
may  be  permitted  to  express  the  feeling, 
not  alone  of  personal  sorrow  at  the  per- 
sonal loss  I  have  sustained,  but  also  of 
the  sorrow  which  my  Friends  and  Col- 
leagues also  feel  at  the  loss  they  have 
sustained  in  the  death  of  one  of  the  best 
and  noblest  public  servants  who  ever 
held  Office  under  the  Crown.  But  I  pre* 
fer  rather  to  base  these  remarks  upon 
the  services  which  he  rendered  to  his 
country  and  to  his  Queen — those  con- 
scientious, devoted,  and  painstaking  ser- 
vices, which  extended  over  a  long  period 
of  time.  He  parted  from  us  scarcely  a 
year  ago,  and  about  a  fortnight  ago  he 
fell,  while  stiU  in  the  possession  of  intel- 
lect, in  the  possession  of  all  the  powers 
of  his  mind,  and  devoted,  up  to  the  last 
moment,  to  the  discharge  of  the  public 
duties  in  which  he  was  engaged.  I 
venture  to  think,  Sir,  that  no  one  who 
has  sat  with  him  in  this  House,  as  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  doing  for  17 
years,  ever  failed  to  remark  the  vast 
stores  of  information  which  he  pos- 
sessed, the  readiness  with  which  they 
were  reproduced,  and  the  admirable  use 
to  which  a  most  retentive  memory 
enabled  him  to  put  them,  and  still  more 
the  gentleness  and  kindliness  which  were 
exercised  in  the  discharge  of  duties 
which  required  sudden  determination, 
and  very  frequently  a  decision  which 
must  be  painful  or  disagreeable  to  the 
persons  whom  they  concerned.  But 
there  is  no  one  in  this  House  who  can 
say  that,  at  any  period,  an  unguarded, 
hasty,  or  unkind  word  ever  passed  his 
lips.  He  did  his  duty  by  his  Queen  and 
by  his  country,  and  I  think  I  may  say 
with  perfect  truth  that  his  widow  and 
family  are  solaced  in  their  deep  affliction 
by  the  consciousness  that  the  Sovereign 
and  the  people  enter  into  their  sorrow, 
and  deeply  feel  with  them  the  heavy  loss 
they  have  sustained. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  do  not  intend. 
Sir,  to  offer  a  single  word  upon  the  sub- 
ject which  has  been  treated  between  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churehill)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House ;  because  I  believe  that  an 
opportunity  will  be  legitimately  afforded 
for  that  purpose  in  the  debate  which 
may    arise  on    the    Speech   from   the 
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Throne.  But  I  think  that  the  House 
willy  perhaps,  consider  it  to  be  becoming 
on  mj  part  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
subject  of  the  death  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Iddesleigh,  seeing  that  I  had  the  pri- 
vilege of  a  very  long  and  very  early 
friendship  with  that  noble  Earl.  My 
knowledge  of  him  commenced  in  1843. 
I  had  the  honour — and  it  was  a  great 
honour— of  introducing  him  into  public 
life,  and  I  had  the  advantage  of  profit- 
ing largely  by  his  personal  services  and 
aid,  and  of  observing  that  rich  and 
abundant  promise  of  his  early  life  which 
was  so  well  fulfilled  in  the  after  years  of 
his  career.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  spoken  with  excellent  feeling,  and 
with  admirable  propriety,  of  the  cha- 
racter and  services  of  Lord  Iddesleigh. 
We  must  all,  I  think,  have  observed — 
and  I  wish  to  bear  my  testimony  upon 
it,  as  in  some  sense  it  will  be  the  com- 
pletion of  the  testimony  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  —  that  the  sentiment 
upon  the  death  of  Lord  Iddesleigh 
which  was  expressed  by  the  country 
was  not  partial,  but  universal.  It  was 
universal,  and  it  was  uniform.  No  dis- 
tinction could  be  traced  between  Party 
and  Party  in  the  feelings  that  were 
expressed  upon  that  lamentable  event. 
There  were,  8ir,  no  doubt,  tragic  cir- 
cumstances; so  sudden  and  appalling 
a  removal  would  do  something  to  stir, 
in  an  unusual  manner,  the  sympathies 
of  the  nation.  But  there  was  more  in 
the  character  and  the  expression  of 
those  sympathies  than  could  be  ac- 
counted for  by  a  mere  reference  to  those 
momentary  and  incidental  circumstances. 
As  has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, it  was  known  and  felt  that  the 
country  had  lost  a  man  of  very  large 
experience,  of  great  accumulative  know- 
ledge, of  remarkable  power  in  insti- 
tuting and  applying  that  knowledge,  and 
of  admirable  capacity  to  render  public 
service  to  the  country.  But  even  that, 
I  think,  and  the  sense  of  the  loss  of 
such  a  man  as  I  have  described,  by  no 
means  acooimt  for  the  depth  of  the  feel- 
ing that  has  been  excited  in  regard  to 
Lord  Iddesleigh.  I  think  there  was  a 
sentiment  that  we  had  lost,  not  only 
that  knowledge  and  that  experience 
and  that  ability  which,  thank  God,  are 
not  rare  in  this  country,  but  that  we 
had  lost  a  man  of  qualities  not  easily  to 
be  replaced.  The  courtesy  of  Lord 
Iddesleigh  was  not  only  an  unvarying 
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courtesy,  but  it  was  a  courtesy  imme- 
diately connected  with  the  foundation  of 
his  character.  And  the  same  remark  may 
be  made  with  respect  to  his  admirable 
temper.  There  is  no  school  of  temper  like 
the  House  of  Oommons.  A  man,  not  hap- 
pily gifted  in  that  respect  by  nature, 
may  acquire  by  self- discipline  that  self- 
control  which  is  necessary  in  the  trans- 
action of  the  Business  of  the  House; 
And  so  with  respect  to  the  courtesy 
which  flowed  out  from  Lord  Iddesleigh. 
On  all  hands  there  is  the  courtesy — and 
the  delightful  courtesy — of  the  man  of 
the  world,  founded  upon  his  knowledge 
of  society,  and  upon  his  knowledge  of 
what  is  necessary  to  social  intercourse. 
But  the  temper  and  the  courtesy  of  Lord 
Iddesleigh  were  based  upon  a  gentle- 
ness which  was  at  the  very  foundation 
of  his  character.  He  seemed  to  be  a 
man  incapable  of  resenting  an  injury ; 
a  man  in  whom  it  was  the  fixed  habit  of 
his  life  to  put  himself  wholly  out  of  view 
when  he  had  before  him  what  he  deemed 
to  be  the  attainment  of  great  public 
objects.  And  these  qualities,  Sir,  per- 
mit me  to  say,  are  qualities  which  are 
even  more  valuable  than  any  of  the 
signal  intellectual  gifts  which  he  ex- 
pended so  freely  in  the  service  of  his 
native  land.  Sir,  I  join  with  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  in  hoping  that  nis 
widow  and  his  family  may  both  have 
access  to  those  sources  of  consolation 
which  are  higher  than  any  we  can  offer; 
and  I  trust  that  they  may  likewise  be 
greatly  aided  in  enduring  the  bereave- 
ment which  they  have  been  called  upon 
to  suffer  by  the  assurance  of  that  sym- 
pathy which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  so  well  expressed,  and  which,  if  I 
may  presume  to  do  so  on  the  part  of 
many  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
I  may  say  we  entirely  share  and  re-echo 
— ^by  the  assurance  that  in  this  Assem- 
bly, where,  far  beyond  all  other  spheres. 
Lord  Iddesleigh  was  well  and  tho- 
roughly known — that  here  it  is  that  the 
sympathy  felt  universally  for  him 
throughout  the  country  is  even  more 
lively  and  more  profound.  Sir,  it  is  not 
for  me  to  speak  of  Lord  Iddesleigh  in  re- 
lation to  the  political  Party  to  whioh  he 
belonged.  Yet  one  thing  I  may  venture 
to  say — that,  as  far  as  an  external  ob- 
server may  feel  entitled  to  speak,  I  may 
venture  to  judge  that  as  that  Party  has 
but  rarely  in  its  history  had  in  its  ser- 
vice a  man  of  greater  intellectual  gifts, 
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so  it  has  never  had  one  who  was  more 
entirely  loyal  and  devoted  to  its  aims. 
This  unanimity  of  feeling  prevails  among 
us,  I  believe,  without  distinction  or 
difference  of  any  kind,  for,  happily,  we 
are  not  so  far  gone  in  the  extremes  of 
our  great  contentions  that  we  cannot, 
upon  occasions  such  as  these,  lay  aside 
the  recollection  of  them,  and  fall  back 
upon  that  which  is  broadly  human  be- 
tween us ;  and  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  believe  in  my  per- 
fect sincerity,  when  I  express  my  con- 
viction with  him  that  the  distinguished 
man  whom  we  have  lost  will  long  retain 
an  honoured  place  in  the  respect  and 
affection  of  the  nation. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Ohanoellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDBESS  IN  ANSWER   TO   HER   MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[fibst  night.] 

VisoouKT  WEYMOUTH  (Somerset, 
Frome)  (who  wore  the  uniform  of  a 
Yeomanry  officer)  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
trust  that  the  House  wiU  credit  me  with 
the  feeling  which  I  sincerely  entertain 
of  my  inability  adequately  to  do  justice 
to  the  variety  of  topics  which  are  men- 
tioned in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  which 
has  just  been  read  from  the  Ohair.  In 
craving  the  indulgence  which  this  House 
has  always  so  generously  extended  to 
those  who  have  occupied  a  position  simi- 
lar to  that  which  I  have  the  honour  to  fill 
to-day,  I  beg  to  assure  the  House  that  I 
do  so  with  all  earnestness,  impressed  as 
I  am  alike  with  the  responsibility  of  my 
position,  and  with  the  consciousness  that, 
both  in  years  and  experience,  I  have 
the  good  or  ill  fortune  to  be  numbered 
among  the  youngest  Members  of  this 
honourable  Assembly. 

Sir,  I  have  the  honour  to  move  that 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  in  answer  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  ;  and  in  doing  so  I  desire,  in 
the  first  place,  to  acknovHfedge  the  high 
compliment  which  has  been  paid  to  the 
constitueney  by  whose  favour  I  enjoy  a 
seat  in  this  House  through  the  selection 
of  its  Hepresentative  for  the  perform- 
ance of  thiis  distinguished  and  loyal  duty. 

In  the  first  place.  Sir,  I  crave  the 
special  permission  of  the  House  to  refer 


for  a  moment  to  the  sad  subject  which 
has  already  been  treated  in  such  eloquent 
terms  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Before  I  obtained  a  seat  in  this  House, 
and  since  I  have  had  that  honour,  it 
was  my  privileg^e— and  I  shall  ever 
esteem  it  a  high  privilege— to  have  been 
closely  associated  with  the  distinguished 
statesman  who  has  so  recently  passed 
away.  I  trust  I  am  not  offending 
against  the  Bules  of  the  House,  or 
against  the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  I  ask  for  permission  to  pay  a 
personal  tribute  of  sincere  respect  and 
admiration  to  the  memory  of  me  high- 
souled,  patriotic,  and  generous-hearted 
Englishman  with  whom  my  first  ac- 
quaintance with  political  life  was  so 
closely  connected,  and  whose  remains 
only  the  other  day  were  borne  to  their 
last  resting-place,  to  the  deep  regret  of 
the  Sovereign  he  loyally  served  and  the 
people  he  passionately  loved. 

Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  gives 
us  the  gratifying  announcement  that 
her  relations  with  Foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  on  ,a  friendly  footing ;  and 
that,  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
South-EastemlSurope  which  are  still  in 
an  unsettled  condition.  Her  Majesty 
entertains  no  apprehension  that  the 
peace  of  Europe  is  likely  to  be  dis- 
turbed. I  know.  Sir,  that  the  House 
will  re-echo  the  wish  tiiat  Her  Majesty's 
anticipations  may  be  altogether  fulfilled, 
and  that,  especially  in  this  year,  which 
marks  the  Jubilee  of  her  great  and 
glorious  reign,  not  even  the  shadow  of  a 
cloud  of  war  may  throw  dark  its  reflection 
over  any  portion  of  the  world  which 
owns  the  sway  of  our  beloved  Queen.  It 
is  greatly  to  be  desired  that  the  diffi- 
culties to  which  Her  Majesty  alludes 
may  ere  long  be  solved — the  difficulties 
which  led  to  the  retirement  from  Bul- 
garia, under  circumstances  highly  to  be 
regretted,  of  a  Prince  who  had  endeared 
himself  to  the  people  of  that  country  by 
his  military  achievements  on  their  be- 
half, and  by  his  personal  qualities. 
Sir,  the  House  wiU  receive  with  cordial 
approval  the  assurance  that  this  country 
will  not  interfere  in  the  election  of 
Prince  Alexander's  Successor,  but  that 
strict  regard  will  be  had  to  those  pro- 
visions of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  which 
dictate  the  position  to  be  assumed  by 
the  Powers  of  Europe  in  the  event  of 
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any  yaoanoy  ooourring  in  the  Bulgarian 
Throne. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  venture  to  congratu- 
late Her  Majesty's  Government  upon 
the  welcome  inteUigence  which  is  con- 
veyed to  this  House  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Egypt.  Our  troops  are 
being  withdrawn  from  Egyptian  terri- 
tory because  they  are  no  longer  needed, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  state  of  ex- 
ternal and  internal  tranquillity  which 
their  exertions  have  so  happily  brought 
about. 

Then,  Sir,  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
that  no  more  acceptable  intimation  is 
conveyed  in  the  Eoyal  Message  than  is 
contained  in  the  announcement  with  re- 
ference to  the  affairs  of  Burmah.  The 
brilliant  genius  of  the  hero  of  the  march 
from  Cabul  to  Oandahar  has  found  yet 
another  field  for  its  exercise  in  the  ser- 
vice of  his  Queen  and  country ;  the  valour 
and  devotion  of  our  brave  troops  have 
added  fresh  laurels  to  their  previous 
records.  The  wisdom  of  the  statesman- 
ship of  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  has  already 
exacted  an  approving  acknowledgment ; 
and  while  a  new  and  vast  area  has  been 
opened  out  to  British  trade  and  com- 
merce, we  have  the  satisfaction  of  know- 
ing that  the  Native  population  are 
already  reaping  the  fruits  of  the  civilized 
Government  which  replaced  a  barbarous 
and  besotted  despotism,  and  that  a 
country  of  rich  resources  has  been  re- 
claimed to  honest  industry  and  secure 
cultivation.  In  addition,  we  have  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  most  of 
those  who  were  at  first  leaders  of  re- 
bellion are  now  laying  down  their  arms 
and  becoming  willing  subjects  of  the 
Queen.  It  is  with  justifiable  pride,  I 
think,  that  we  may  reflect  that  once 
again  in  the  history  of  this  country 
the  planting  of  the  British  Flag  on 
foreign  soil  is  synonymous  with  the 
institution  of  the  blessings  of  civilization 
and  order. 

I  turn  now  to  the  declaration  that  the 
Estimates  which  are  to  be  presented  to 
the  House  for  the  service  of  the  coming 
financial  year  have  been  framed  with  a 
strict  regard  to  economy,  and  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Public  Service.  The  House 
and  the  country  demand  of  the  keepers  of 
the  national  purse  that  there  shall  be 
no  waste  of  the  resources  of  the  nation. 
At  the  same  time,  the  House  and  the 
country  demand,  with  equal  insistance, 
that  every  Department   of  the  State 

ViioowU  Weymouth 


shall  be  efficiently  administered.  The 
English  people  have  ever  been  generous 
taskmasters  to  those  who  have  served 
them  well;  but  to  no  fault  would  so 
little  indulgence  be  shown  as  to  those 
who  have  charge  of  the  defences  of 
the  nation,  and  who  fail  to  fulfil  their 
trust  with  scrupulous  exactitude.  The 
greatest  of  English  interests  is  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  consistently  with  the 
national  honour ;  and  the  surest  way 
to  maintain  that  peace  is  by  creating  an 
unmistakable  impression  of  your  ability 
to  render  the  position  of  the  peace- 
breakers  one  absolutely  unsatisfactory  so 
far  as  their  own  future  comfort  is  oon- 
cemed.  A  free  and  independent  com- 
merce, which  belongs  to  a  nation  like 
ours,  can  only  be  secured  by  the  possession 
of  the  means  to  defend  it  in  the  event  of 
attack ;  and  I  would  humbly  submit  that 
those  means  are  mainly,  if  not  entirely, 
to  be  found  in  the  maintenance  of  tha 
naval  superiority  of  our  countiy.  I  feel 
sure.  Sir,  that  in  their  honest  and 
earnest  efforts  to  combine  economy  with. 
efficient  administration  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  be  forgetful  of  the 
spirit  breathed  by  the  poet's  lines — 

"  The  Fleet  of  England  is  her  all-in-all ; 
Her  Fleet  is  in  your  hands ; 
And  in  her  Fleet  her  fate." 

Turning  now  to  that  portion  of  the 
Eoyal  Speech  which  refers  to  home 
affairs  and  domestic  legislation,  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  the  prudence 
which  has  induced  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vernment  to  determine  upon  dealing  first 
with  the  problem  of  the  JReform  of  Local 
Government  in  England  and  Scotland 
before  proceeding  to  legislate  in  the 
same  direction  with  regard  to  Ireland 
will  commend  itself  to  the  common 
sense  and  business-like  faculties  of  hon. 
Members.  A  modicum  of  good  work 
achieved  is  far  preferable  to  ambi- 
tious projects  which  cannot  be  carried 
out ;  and  I  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
a  comprehensive  scheme  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Local  Government  in  England 
and  Scotland,  which  commanded  the 
support  of  a  majority  of  this  House, 
would  pave  the  way  for  the  introduction 
of  a  similar  measure  in  Ireland,  due 
regard  being  had  to  the  difference  of 
locality,  and  the  conditions  of  those  for 
whom  it  is  sought  to  legislate. 

The  next  measure  to  which  reference 
is  made  is  one.  Sir,  which,  under  a 
modest  guise,  will,  perhaps,  raise  high 
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hopes  in  the  breasts  of  those  who  are 
anzioiis  to  improve  the  legislative  ma- 
chinety  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
This  is  a  matter  which,  undoubtedly, 
underlies  the  success  of  all  future  legis- 
lative projects.  The  Business  of  this 
House  is  retarded  by  two  evils — one  the 
unwieldiness  of  its  own  machinery,  and 
the  other  the  growth  of  what  is  called 
wilful  or  designed  obstruction.  It  is 
with  the  former  of  these  evils  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  deal. 
Now,  Sir,  I  believe  that  there  is  a  general 
agreement  that  the  Business  which  this 
House  is  called  upon  to  transact  is  far 
too  great  for  the  capacity  of  the  ma- 
chinery with  which  it  essays  to  do  its 
work.  To  improve  the  process  of  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation  will  go  far  towards 
improving  the  legislative  path  which 
has  so  long  been  seriou^y  blocked. 
Should  these  evils  assert  themselves  in 
the  future,  as,  unfortunately,  they  have 
done  in  the  pskst,  the  House  will  look  to 
its  natural  Leaders  for  protection.  So 
far  as  freedom  of  speech  within  proper 
bounds  is  preserved,  and  so  long  as  the 
rights  of  honest  minorities  acting  within 
Constitutional  limits  are  respected,  those 
Lieaders  will  not  call  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  vain  for  their  support  in  re-es- 
tablishing this  ancient  House  in  its  proud 
position  of  Mother  of  Parliaments  and  a 
pattern  for  all  Legislative  Assemblies. 

The  Boyal  Speech  conveys  an  intima- 
tion that  the  House  will  be  asked  to  con- 
sider measures  having  for  their  object 
the  removal  of  hindrances  which  exist 
as  to  the  cheap  and  rapid  Transfer  of 
Land.  I  do  not  think  that  this  measure, 
BO  desirable  in  itself,  will  be  based  on 
certain  principles — or,  rather,  on  certain 
no  principles — which  in  some  places  have 
been  advocated.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
the  transfer  of  land  will  be  made  so 
cheap  as  to  cost  nothing,  or  so  easy  of 
passage  that  the  mere  exercise  of  will 
will  put  one  man  in  the  possession  of  the 
property  of  another ;  but  I  venture  to 
hope  that  by  rendering  the  description 
of  parcels  of  land  more  simple— perhaps 
by  some  ^stem  of  registration  of  title — 
the  cost  of  transfer  may  be  so  dimi- 
nished, and  the  law's  delays  so  removed, 
that  the  Crown  may  be  set  on  legis- 
lation in  this  direction  which  is  for  ever 
connected  with  the  name  of  Earl  Cairns. 
In  the  same  paragraph  of  the  Speech 
we  are  promised  a  measure  to  provide 
greater  facilities  for  the  acquisition  of 


Allotments  by  Small  Householders,  and 
to  encourage  the  Sale  of  Glebe  Lands. 
The  latter  measure,  while  conferring  an 
undoubted  advantage  upon  the  present 
owners  of  glebe  lands,  will,  in  itself,  tend 
to  assist  in  the  achievement  of  the  former 
measure.  Bepresenting,  as  I  do,  a  con- 
stituency situated  in  a  district  which  is 
closely  identified  with  agricultural  pur- 
suits, the  House  will,  perhaps,  permit  me 
to  express  my  belief  that  these  measures 
will  be  welcomed  by  the  rural  population, 
equally  with  the  dwellers  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  small  towns,  as  legislative 
benefits  for  some  time  promised  on  their 
behalf. 

The  question  of  the  levyine  of  tithes 
has  also  attracted  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Upon  this  ques- 
tion, which  affects  some 'parts  of  England 
and  Wales,  I  can  only  venture  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  grievance,  which 
is  limited  in  its  area,  but  which  is  ex- 
ceedingly irritating  in  its  circumstances, 
will  be  removed  by  the  legislation  which 
is  proposed. 

The  proposals  which  are  contained  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  with  regard  to 
Eailway  Kates  will  be  received  with 
no  inconsiderable  hope  of  relief  by  a 
large  portion  of  the  community,  who  are 
now  labouring  under  the  intolerable 
pressure  of  rates  levied  with  undue 
preference.  Those  who  are  connected 
with  the  agricultural  interest  will  hail 
with  satisfaction  a  measure  which  will 
afford  to  them  some  prospect  of  assist- 
ance in  the  carriage  of  their  produce  to 
market;  and  the  great  mining  indus- 
tries of  the  country  will  receive  a  fresh 
impetus  from  the  acquisition  of  greater 
facilities  of  transit  for  their  outputs, 
owing  to  a  fairer  method  of  imposing 
the  rates  with  which  they  are  charged. 

Sir,  in  approaching  the  last  subject 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  on 
which  I  feel  bound  to  say  a  few  words, 
I  know  that  I  shall  carry  the  general 
cousent  of  the  House  with  me,  at  all 
events,  in  recording  the  satisfaction  and 
the  pleasure  with  which  the  House  re- 
ceives the  assurance  that  crimes  of  a 
grave  character  have  been  rare  during 
the  last  three  months  in  the  Sister  Isle. 
I  wish  I  could  think  that  every  refer- 
ence which  will  be  made  to  Ireland  in 
the  ensuing  debate  would  be  equally 
free  from  controversy.  It  is  very  sad  to 
think  that  every  ray  of  sunshine  which 
seems  about  to  burst  through  the  clouds 
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of  Ireland's  trouble  is  destined  to  be 
obscured  by  the  baneful  conduct  of  evil 
conspirators  and  pernicious  agitators. 
Glass  hostility,  dishonesty  in  social  re- 
lationSy  and  treason  to  the  Constitu- 
tion are  the  stock-in-trade  of  those 
who  fatten  upon  an  impulsiye  and 
misguided  people.  There  have  been, 
Sir,  we  are  authoritatively  told,  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  organized  at- 
tempts to  incite  the  occupiers  of  land 
against  the  fulfilment  of  their  legal  ob- 
ligations. Behind  that  conspiracy  is  an- 
other for  the  repeal  of  the  Union  between 
G-reat  Britain  and  Ireland.  The  men 
who  are  engaged  in  these  conspiracies 
are  both  active  and  mischievous ;  and,  to 
quote  the  words  of  Mr.  Pitt — 

"  It  is  enough  to  make  them  hate  the  Union ; 
that  it  has  a  tendency  to  preserve  order,  for 
order  is  the  extinction  of  their  hopes.*' 

Her  Majesty's  Ministers  declare  that 
these  evils  have  gained  way,  owing  to  de- 
fects in  the  maclunery  of  the  law,  but  not 
owing  to  the  law  itself,  and  they  have  ex- 
pressed their  intention  to  ask  for  powers 
to  remedy  those  defects.  The  country 
will  consider  that,  in  making  this  decla- 
ration, Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  doing 
their  duty.  The  evils  which,  unhappily, 
they  are  called  upon  to  encounter  are 
not  too  great  for  the  genius  of  the  people 
of  this  country  to  overcome,  or  for  the 
majesty  of  those  laws  to  counteract 
which  prevail  in  every  other  well-ordered 
and  civilized  community.  But,  Sir,  with 
the  suppression  of  crime  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  lost  sight  of  re- 
medial measures  for  real  grievances ;  and 
in  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  which 
has  recently  been  engaged  upon  an  in- 
quiry into  the  causes  of  the  failure  of 
^e  recent  land  legislation  for  Ireland, 
and  into  the  best  means  of  developing 
the  resources  of  that  country,  we  look 
for  wise  measures  to  promote  the  com- 
fort and  welfare  of  the  law-abiding  popu- 
lation. 

It  only  remains  for  me  now,  Sir,  to 
thcmk  the  House  for  the  kind  manner  in 
which  it  has  acceded  to  my  original  re- 
quest for  its  indulgence.  I  cordially 
acknowledge  the  generous  forbearance 
with  which  it  has  received  my  first  effort 
to  elicit  its  sympathy  and  engage  its 
attention.  If,  Sir,  I  have  omitted  to 
mention  any  matter  of  interest  in  Her 
Majesty's  Chracious  Speech,  it  is  because 
I  feel  that  I  should  be  unduly  trespass- 
ing on  the  time  of  this  HoasOi  and  be- 
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cause  I  knew  that  I  could  leave  thoee 
subjects  to  be  fully  dealt  with  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  will  immediately  fol- 
low me. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  venture  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  ere  long,  in  every 
quarter  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  all 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  without  distinc- 
tion of  race  or  creed,  may  be  united  in 
a  common  devotion  to  Her  Eoyal  Person, 
in  attachment  to  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution,  in  affectionate 
regard  the  one  to  the  other,  knowing 
no  rivalry,  save  that  in  which  ecush 
strives  to  excel  the  other  in  promoting 
the  well-being  of  a  common  country  and 
a  united  State. 

Sir,  I  have  the  honour  to  move  that 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gbacious  Speech  from  the  Throne — ^the 
terms  of  wnich  it  is  now  my  privilege 
to  read : — 

''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  hna 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

(« Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Her  Majesty's  relations  with  all  Foreign 
Powers  continue  to  be  friendly  : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  ns  that 
the  affairs  of  South  Eastern  Europe  are  still  In 
an  unsettled  condition ;  but  that  Her  Majesty 
does  not  apprehend  that  any  disturbance  of 
European  peace  will  result  from  the  unadjusted 
controversies  which  have  arisen  in  that  region. 
Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  while  Her  Majesty  deplores  the  events 
which  compeUed  Prince  Alexander  of  Bulgaria 
to  retire  from  the  Government  of  that  Princi- 
pality, Her  Majesty  has  not  judged  it  expedient 
to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  for  the  election 
of  his  successor  until  they  arrive  at  that  stage  at 
which  Her  Majesty's  Assent  is  required  by  the 
Stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  task  which  has  been  undertaken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt  is  not  yet  ac- 
complished; but  that  substantial  advance  has 
been  made  towards  the  assurance  of  exiemal 
and  internal  tranquillity : 

*'  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that  the  operations  in  Bnrmah  haw 
been  conducted  by  Her  Majesty's  Troops  with 
bravery  and  skill,  for  the  purpose  of  eztirpatiiig 
the  brigandage  which  has  grown  np  daring  re« 
cent  years  of  miagovemment.  HnmUy  to  thank 
Her  Majesty  for  informing  ns  that  the  bands  of 
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maranden  by  whom  Upper  Burmah  has  been 
long  infested  have  been  dispersed,  that  many  of 
the  leaders  have  laid  down  their  arms,  and  that 
Her  Majesty  entertains  a  oonfident  hope  that 
the  general  pacification  of  the  Country  will  be 
effected  daring  the  present  season : 

«  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
Commercial  Treaties  have  been  concluded  with 
the  Kingdoms  of  Greece  and  ftoumania,  and 
that  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be  laid  before 
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Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Expenditure  of 
the  AnmJTig  year,  which  have  been  framed  with 
a  careful  regard  to  economy  and  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Public  Serrice,  will  be  submitted  to  us : 

**  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  still  requires  our  anxious 
attention;  that  grave  crimes  have  happily 
been  rarer  during  the  last  few  months  than 
during  a  similar  period  in  the  preceding  year, 
but  that  the  relations  between  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the  early  part  of 
the  autumn  exhibited  signs  of  improvement, 
have  since  been  seriously  disturbed  in  some 
districts  by  organised  attempts  to  incite  the 
latter  class  to  combine  against  the  fulfilment  of 
their  legal  obligations.  Humbly  to  thank  Her 
Majesty  for  informing  us  that  the  efforts  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vemment  to  cope  with  this  evil 
have  been  seriously  impeded  by  difficulties  inci- 
dent to  the  method  at  present  prescribed  by 
Statute  for  dealing  with  such  offences,  and  that 
our  early  attention  will  be  called  to  proposals 
for  reforms  in  Legal  Procedure,  which  seem 
neceesary  to  secure  the  prompt  and  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
Binoe  Her  Majesty  last  addressed  us,  the  Com- 
missioners directed  to  inquire  into  certain  sub- 
jects of  great  importance  to  the  material  welfare 
of  Ireland  have  been  actively  prosecuting  their 
labours,  and  that  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
on  the  operation  of  the  recent  Acts  dealing  with 
the  Tenure  and  Purchase  of  Land  will  shortly 
be  laid  before  us,  which  will  doubtless  receive 
from  us  the  careful  attention  which  the  serious 
importanoe  of  the  subject  demands : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  BiUs  for  the  improvement  of  Local  Go- 
vernment in  England  and  Scotland  will  be  laid 
before  us,  and  that,  should  circumstances  render 
it  possible,  they  will  be  followed  by  a  measure 
dealing  with  the^same  subject  in  Ireland  ;  that 
a  Bin  for  improving  and  cheapening  the  process 
of  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  will  be  submitted  to  us,  and 


that  we  shall  be  asked  to  consider  measures 
having  for  their  object  to  remove  hindrances 
which  exist  to  the  cheap  and  rapid  Transfer  of 
Land,  to  facilitate  the  provision  of  Allotments 
for  Small  Householders,  and  to  provide  for  the 
readier  Sale  of  Glebe  Lands : 

**  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
the  Commission  which  Her  Majesty  issued  in 
1885,  to  inquire  into  the  lamentable  depres- 
sion under  which  Trade  and  Agriculture  have 
been  suffering  for  many  years,  has  presented  a 
valuable  Report,  which,  together  with  the  im- 
portant evidence  collected  by  them,  will  be  laid 
before  us : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  a  Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of  levying 
Tithes  in  England  and  Wales  will  be  submitted 
to  us  ;  that,  in  regard  to  Scotland,  we  shall  be 
asked  to  consider  Measures  for  the  reform  of 
the  Universities,  for  completing  recent  Legis- 
lation as  to  the  powers  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  for  amending  the  Procedure  of 
Criminal  Courts;  and  that  Measures  dealing 
with  the  Regulation  of  Railway  Rates,  and  for 
preventing  the  fraudulent  use  of  Merchandise 
Marks,  will  also  be  brought  under  our  con- 
sideration : 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our  careful  con- 
sideration shall  be  given  to  the  subjects  which 
Her  Majesty  has  recommended  to  our  attention, 
and  to  the  Measures  which  may  be  submitted  to 
us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  that,  with  regard  to 
these  and  all  other  matters  pertaining  to  our 
functions,  the  keeping  and  guidance  of  Almighty 
God  may  be  vouchsafed  to  us." 

Me.  G.  W.  BALFOUE  (Leeds,  Cen- 
tral) (who  wore  a  Court  dress)  said :  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  rising  to  second  the  Address 
in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  G-racious 
Speech,  which  has  been  moved  by  my 
noble  Friend,  although  I  cannot,  like 
him,  plead  that  this  is  absolutely  my 
first  experience  in  addressing  the  House, 
I,  nevertheless,  venture  to  express  the 
hope  that  I  may  receive  an  equal  mea- 
sure of  consideration  in  the  discharge  of 
the  difficult  duty  which  has  been  laid 
upon  me. 

My  noble  Friend,  as  well  as  the 
Sepresentatives  of  both  the  Front 
Benches,  have  spoken  in  feeling  terms 
of  the  loss  which  the  country  has  sus- 
tained in  the  sudden  and  lamented 
death  of  Lord  Iddesleigh.  I  desire  to 
add  my  voice  to  theirs  in  the  expression 
of  the  deep  sorrow  which  has  been  caused 
by  that  melancholy  event  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land, 
alike  in  friend  and  foe.     And  yet  I 
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doubt  whether  Lord  Iddesleigh  had  a 
foe,  and  whether  this  word  is  appropriate 
in  the  case  of  one  who  was  so  blameless 
as  a  man,  and  so  selfless  as  a  statesman. 
Of  Lord  Iddesleigh  it  may  be  truly  said 
that  he  died  in  harness;  for  I  am  as- 
sured, Sir,  that  Lord  Iddesleigh  left  no 
arrears  in  his  Office — that  he  finished 
the  whole  of  the  work  up  to  the  very  day 
on  which  he  was  taken  from  us.  The 
nation  will  cherish  his  memory  with 
respectful  affection ;  and  the  absence  of 
his  sage  and  moderate  counsels  will  be 
a  loss  to  his  Party  which  they  can  ill 
afford  at  the  present  critical  stage  of 
affairs. 

For  I  think,  Sir,  that  no  one  will  deny 
that  Parliament  meets  on  the  present 
occasion  at  a  moment  of  grave  anxiety, 
and  in  circumstances  calculated  to  put  to 
a  severe  test  the  statesmanship  of  our 
leading  men,  and  the  political  sac^acity 
and  steadiness  of  the  nation  at  Targe. 
Whether  we  look  at  home  or  abroad  the 
prospect  is  serious,  and  even  menacing. 
It  is  certainly  satisfactory  to  learn,  from 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  that 
her  relations  with  Foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue friendly.  But  Governments,  as 
we  know,  are  always  at  peace  until  they 
are  at  war ;  and  I  think  if  we  look  for 
solid  comfort  we  shall  find  less  in  this 
general  assurance  than  in  the  more 
explicit  declaration  which  immediately 
follows  it,  that  Her  Majesty  has  no 
reason  to  apprehend  that  any  disturb- 
ance of  peace  will  result  from  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  in  the  South-£ast  of 
Europe. 

Undoubtedly  there  had  arisen  in  the 
public  mind  a  not  unreasonable  appre- 
hension that  a  spark  might  be  lit  in 
Bulgaria  which  would  set  all  Europe 
in  a  blaze,  and,  perhaps,  involve  this 
country  in  the  universal  conflagration. 
Allusion  has  been  made  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  to  the  events 
which  led  to  the  abdication  and  retire- 
ment of  Prince  Alexander.  The  mid- 
night plot,  the  kidnapping  of  a  brave 
and  gallant  Prince  in  his  own  Palace 
in  the  capital  of  a  country  which  he 
had  just  led  to  victory;  his  deporta- 
tion beyond  the  frontier ;  his  triumphant 
return  ;  his  second  retirement,  under 
open  pressure  from  a  Power  which  could 
not  brook  the  defeat  of  its  secret  machi- 
nations ;  the  bullying  mission  of  Gene- 
ral Kaulbars,  and  the  steady  courage 
and    quiet    dignity  of  the   Bulgarian 
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people  and  rulers  under  oiroumstances  of 
the  greatest  provocation — all  this  is  too 
fresh  in  our  memory  to  need  recalling  in 
detail.  Sir,  the  circumstances  which  led 
to  Prince  Alexander's  abdication  excited, 
and  justly  excited,  in  this  country  the 
greatest  indignation;  but  there  is  a 
long  step  between  sympathy  and  active 
interference.  It  would  be  ridiculous  in 
us  to  assume  the  office  of  knight-errant 
to  the  whole  world.  To  adopt  a  line 
of  action  that  would  be  likely  to  lead  to 
conflict  would  not  only  be  Quixotic,  but 
wholly  unjustifiable,  unless  our  own 
interests  were  attacked,  or  unless  a 
duty  were  imposed  upon  us  by  Treaty 
obligations. 

Sir,  I  rejoice  that  Her  Majesty  be- 
lieves that  a  settlement  of  this  perplex- 
ing question  is  likely  to  be  effected  by 
the  peaceable  methods  of  diplomacy. 
For  that  this  country  has  got  intereets 
in  the  East,  and  that,  in  certain  contin- 
gencies, these  interests  might  be  seri- 
ously jeopardized,  I  hold  to  be  un- 
doubted. It  is  true  that  Austria  stands 
sentinel  on  the  ramparts,  and  that  she 
has  nearer  and  dearer  interests  in  any 
changes  that  may  take  place  in  the 
Balkan  Peninsula  than  we  have.  Aus- 
tria's is  the  house  next  to  the  house  on 
fire;  ours  is  only  the  next  but  one.  But 
we  cannot  expect  that  Austria  wiU  do 
our  business,  any  more  than  Austria 
can  expect  that  we  shall  do  hers ;  and 
if  we  approach  the  question  with  that 
expectation,  we  shall  be  apt  to  find  that 
what  is  everybody's  business  is  no- 
body's business.  We  have  joint  inte- 
rests in  the  East,  and,  therefore,  joint 
responsibilities,  and  in  those  joint  re- 
sponsibilities Austria's  share  is  the 
largest. 

The  censure  implied  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
din  gton  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  on 
the  foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vernment  is  testimony,  at  least,  to  this 
— that  the  duty  of  maintaining  the  in- 
terests and  honour  of  this  country  in 
foreign  parts  is  not  one  the  obligation 
of  which  they  are  likely  to  minimixe. 
If  the  noble  Lord  is  right,  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Gorernment  is  likely  to  be 
coo  spirited,  rather  than  too  tame.  I 
yield  to  no  one  in  my  admiration  of  the 
brilliant  talents  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
in  my  regret  that  he  should  have 
found  it  necessary  to  leave  the  ranks 
of    a   Unionist   Ministry ;    but   I    do 
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not  believe  the  country  will  be  ready, 
without  further  evidence,  to  take  lus 
▼lew  of  the  imprudence  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers. 
We  know  that  his  view  is  not  shared  by 
any  one  of  his  late  Oolleagues ;  and,  at 
least,  they  may  claim  that  their  policy 
shall  be  judged  by  results.  However  this 
may  be,  of  one  thing  we  may  be  sure — 
that  no  matter  to  what  Party  a  Minister 
of  this  country  may  belong,  the  founda- 
tion of  his  policy  must  be  an  earnest 
striving  for  peace.  As  my  noble  Friend 
has  said,  peace  itself  is  one  of  the  greatest 
of  British  interests,  and  no  Minister 
could  be  so  guilty  or  foolish  as  to  choose 
the  alternative  of  war,  if  he  thought  it 
possible  to  escape  that  alternative  con- 
sistently with  the  honour  and  welfare  of 
the  nation.  What  possible  reason  could 
we  have  for  a  policy  of  aggression  ?  We 
have  no  war  of  revenge  to  make — no 
war  of  revenge  to  anticipate.  We  have 
no  tottering  dynasty  to  support;  nor 
have  we  any  temptation  to  silence  com- 
plaints at  home  by  dazzling  achieve- 
ments abroad.  The  life  of  this  country  is 
commerce,  and  the  interests  of  commerce 
require  peace— peace,  if  possible,between 
OUT  neighbours  in  Europe  one  with  an- 
other ;  but,  above  all  thmgs,  peace  be- 
tween our  neighbours  and  ourselves. 

But,  Sir,  there  is  an  old  saying,  and, 
as  I  believe,  a  wise  one,  that  those  who 
desire  peace  must  be  prepared,  if  need 
be,  for  war.  That  saying  does  not  ap- 
pear to  commend  itself  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington.  If  I 
understand  him  rightly,  his  view  is  that 
those  who  desire  peace  ought  to  take 
oare  that  they  shall  not  be  strong  enough 
for  war ;  that  we  should  continue  weak 
lest  we  be  led  into  temptation.  Sir,  the 
noble  Lord,  in  one  of  the  letters  which  he 
read  to  the  House,  spoke  of  the  danger 
of  having  a  sharp  sword,  the  possession 
of  which,  he  said,  was  almost  sure  to 
lead  to  tiie  desire  of  using  it.     Meta- 

fhors  are  somewhat  misleading ;  but  if 
were  to  use  a  metaphor  at  the  present 
moment,  I  should  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment, in  insisting  that  our  coaling  sta- 
tions and  ports  should  be  defended,  is 
not  asking  for  a  sword,  but  for  a  shield. 
If  the  question  is  one  of  temptation,  and 
if  streng^  is  likely  to  tempt  us  into  war, 
we  ought  to  remember  that  weakness 
would  De  no  lees  a  temptation  to  our 
enemies  to  attaok  us.  If  the  War  Mi- 
nister had  asked  for  gigantic  armaments 


and  a  vast  increase  of  expenditure,  then 
I  could  understand  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  imless  I  am  mis- 
taken, the  Estimates  for  the  coming  year 
will  actually  show  a  reduction.  And 
what  is  the  item  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  singled  out  for  attaok  ?  Why,  it  is 
the  most  defensive  item  in  the  whole 
Military  Budget. 

No  doubt,  the  view  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  is  a  very  convenient  one  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  but  I 
think,  in  the  long  run,  it  would  prove  a 
very  inconvenient  view  for  the  nation. 
We  learn  from  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  the  Estimates  have  been  framed 
with  a  due  regard  to  economy  and 
the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service. 
I  trust  that  the  first  part  of  this  formula 
is  not  a  mere  formula,  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  not  sacrificed  himself  in 
vain  on  the  altar  of  thrift  and  economy. 
But  in  every  question  of  Expenditure 
we  have  two  things  to  look  at;  the 
money  spent  and  the  value  received. 
Zeal  for  economy  ought  not  to  blind  us 
to  the  paramount  necessity  of  efficiency 
in  the  Public  Service.  No  doubt,  the 
burden  of  taxation  is  heavy  and  grievous 
to  be  borne,  and  I  fear  it  is  also  beyond 
question  that  much  of  the  large  sums 
raised  by  taxation  is  unprofitably  spent. 
It  is  the  business  of  those  who  are  en- 
trusted with  the  management  of  the 
national  finances  to  discover  the  par- 
ticular points  where  waste  or  leakage 
occurs,  and  to  do  their  utmost  to  stop 
it.  But,  Sir,  if  a  private  individuid 
wishes  to  set  about  curtailing  expendi- 
ture he  does  not  commence  bv  cutting 
off  the  sums  annually  paid  ior  insur- 
ance. I  hope  that  we,  as  a  nation,  will 
not  be  guilty  of  a  folly  which  we  should 
shun  in  our  private  capacity.  A  great 
nation  like  ours,  with  Possessions  in 
every  quarter  of  the  globe,  whose  com- 
merce extends  to  all  parts  of  the  habit- 
able world,  cannot  carry  out  the  require- 
ments of  its  Public  Service  for  nothing. 
I  trust  the  day  will  never  come  when 
the  British  nation  will  be  afraid  of  its 
own  greatness,  and  will  shrink  from 
those  sacrifices  which  may  be  found 
necessary  to  maintain  not  only  its  great- 
ness, but  even  its  safety. 

Sir,  I  now  pass  to  the  question  in 
which,  as  the  Bidpresentative  of  a  great 
industrial  centre,  I  am  peculiarly  inte- 
rested— ^I  mean  the  question  of  trade. 
Attention  has  been  called  in  Her  Ma- 
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jesiy's  Speecli  to  the  Beport  of  the 
luoyal  Oommisaioii  on  the  Depression  of 
Trade.  The  Eeport  of  the  Commission 
is,  indeed,  of  a  most  interesting  charac- 
ter, and  it  bears  throughout  signs  of  that 
calm  sobriety  and  genial  wisdom  which 
was  characteristic  of  its  lamented  Chair- 
man (the  Earl  of  Iddesleigh).  The  fears 
expressed  at  the  time  of  its  appointment 
by  over-jealous  Free  Traders  have,  I 
think,  not  been  justified ;  for  the  Beport 
may  be  studied  from  beginning  to  end 
by  the  most  orthodox  without  the 
slightest  fear  of  having  their  faith  per- 
verted. Its  general  cnaracter  may  be 
fairly  described  as  optimistic,  and  the 
revival  which  has  lately  taken  place 
goes  some  way  to  confirm  the  view  which 
the  Commissioners  have  taken .  In  their 
view  the  depression  resolves  itself,  on 
inquiry,  into  lowness  of  profits,  and,  in 
many  cases,  even  an  absence  of  profits. 
But  although,  if  that  state  of  things 
were  to  continue  indefinitely,  it  could 
not  fail  sooner  or  later  to  affect  the  wage- 
earning  classes,  it  does  not  appear  that, 
so  far  at  least,  there  has  been  any  great 
fall  in  the  rate  of  wages.  It  is  a  satis- 
faction to  learn  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  that  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  appears,  on  the  whole, 
to  be  one  of  prosperity.  The  recom- 
mendations which  the  Commissioners 
have  made  are  comparatively  few  in 
number,  and  apply,  I  think,  to  two  ques- 
tions only — to  the  question  of  railway 
transport,  and  to  that  of  the  fraudulent 
working  of  merchandize.  Measures 
dealing  with  both  of  these  subjects  are 
announced  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  With  regard  to  the 
latter,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter 
on  which  much  difference  of  opinion  is 
likely  to  arise ;  but  the  question  of  rail- 
way rates  is  certainly  one  which  involves 
difficult  and  delicate  considerations.  I 
have,  however,  a  confident  hope  that 
when  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  pro* 
dace  their  measure  they  will  be  able  to 
reconcile  the  legitimate  interests  of  the 
public  with  the  established  lights  of  the 
ttailway  Companies,  which  it  would  be 
unjust,  and  therefore  unwise,  to  in- 
fUnge. 

As  being  myself  a  Scotchman,  I  see 
with  pleasure  that,  in  addition  to  the 
Local  Government  Bill  referred  to  by 
my  noble  Friend,  several  measures  are 
in  contemplation  dealing  with  the  wants 
of  Scotland;  and,  in  particular,  a  mea- 

Ifr.  Q.  W.  Batfmr 


sure  for  the  reform  of  the  Univer- 
sities. The  Scottish  Universities  are 
institutions  of  which  the  Scottish  people 
are  justly  proud.  They  are  national  and 
democratic  in  the  best  and  worthiest 
sense,  and  it  is  high  time  that  those 
changes  should  be  introduced  into  their 
constitution  which  are  confessedly  ne- 
cessary to  maintain  them  in  healthy 
growth,  and  enable  them  to  con- 
tinue in  the  future  that  work  which  thej 
have  so  successfully  carried  out  in  tiie 
past. 

I  must  not  omit  to  notice  the  prospect 
which  is  held  out  to  us  of  a  Bill  for 
cheapening  and  improving  the  process 
of  private  legislation  in  the  Three  King* 
dome.  This  measure  is  intended  to  meet 
what  I  believe  to  be  a  very  g^uine 
grievance,  and  will,  at  the  same  time, 
relieve  the  Imperial  Parliament  of  a 
portion  of  the  work  with  which  it  is 
at  present  overburdened.  I  trust,  too, 
that  it  will  go  far  to  satisfy  whatever 
there  is  genuine  and  reasonable  in 
the  demand  of  the  Sister  Kingdoms  for 
greater  control  over  their  own  local 
affairs. 

I  think.  Sir,  that  I  have  now  ad- 
verted to  most  of  the  points  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ghracions  Speech  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  omitted  to  touch 
upon.  There  remains  the  question  of 
Ireland,  which,  following  his  example, 
I  have  reserved  to  the  last,  although,  in 
point  of  importance,  it  will  be  ffenerallj 
allowed  that  it  ranks  first  of  aU.  Sir,  X 
entirely  agree  with  the  view  of  those  who 
believe  that  if  a  settlementof  theagrariaa 
question  in  Ireland  could  be  effidoted,  the 
agitation  in  favour  of  Home  Bule  would 
cease  to  be  formidable.  I  also  think  that 
any  real  settlement  of  that  question  must 
be  in  the  direction  of  converting  the 
smaller  tenants  into  peasant  proniietois. 
We  are  informed  in  Her  l^jesty's 
Speech  that  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  which  have  hampered  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Acts  dealing  with  Uie  pur- 
chase  of  land  will  shorUy  be  presented 
to  us.  But  we  hardly  require  to  wait 
for  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners  to 
be  convinced  that  the  principal  caosas 
are  the  opposition  oi  the  National 
League,  the  agitation  carried  on  under 
its  auspices,  and  the  hopes  which  it  has 
excited  in  the  breasts  of  the  peasantry 
of  Ireland  that  they  have  omy  to  hold 
on  and  they  will  get  their  land  at  % 
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mere  nominal  price,  or  even  for  nothing 
at  all.  The  agitation  fomented  by  the 
National  League  has  always  been  un- 
Borapulous  in  its  character ;  but  for 
open  defiance  of  the  law  it  has  reached 
a  culminating  point  in  the  scheme  known 
as  *'  the  Flan  of  Campaign." 

Her  Majesty  informs  us  in  Her  Ghti- 
cious  Speech  that  the  Government, 
having  found  the  existing  legal  pro- 
cedure too  cumbrous  and  dilatory  effec- 
tively to  cope  with  the  organized  attempt 
to  incite  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  com- 
bine against  the  fulfilment  of  their  legal 
obligations,  proposals  will  be  laid  before 
the  House  for  such  reforms  of  legal 
procedure  as  are  necessary  to  secure  the 
prompt  and  efficient  administration  of 
the  existing  Criminal  Law.  If  the  Go- 
vernment deem  it  necessary  to  make 
such  a  demand,  certainly  the  greatest 
responsibility  will  rest  upon  this  House 
if  it  withholds  its  assent.  To  maintain 
law  and  order,  and  to  secure  to  every 
class  of  the  community  its  just  rights,  is 
the  object  for  which  Governments  princi- 
pally exist.  If  a  Government  considers 
that  the  present  methods  of  procedure 
are  inadequate  to  the  effective  vindica- 
tion of  the  law,  it  is  their  absolute  duty 
— a  duty  from  which  nothing  can  absolve 
them — to  make  good  the  defect.  In  the 
absence  of  that  habit  of  obedience  to 
law  which  is  necessary  for  the  stability 
of  the  social  structure,  no  remedial 
measure  and  no  concession  of  power 
to  Local  Bodies  in  Ireland  is  given  a 
fair  chance  of  working  successfully.  It 
is  useless  to  build  additional  Btore3rs 
to  your  house  when  its  foundations 
are  crumbling  away.  [^Irish  Cheers,'] 
Sir,  I  appeal  not  to  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  who  are 
so  ready  with  their  ironical  cheers; 
but  I  appeal  to  the  followers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Imd  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  I 
desire  to  address  to  them  one  question. 
They  are  resolved  to  secure,  if  they  can, 
Home  Eule  for  Ireland.  We,  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  are  determined  to 
resist  the  demand  for  Home  Eule  to  the 
utmost  extent  of  our  power.  But  are 
they  prepared  to  connive  at  the  warfare 
which  is  being  carried  on  by  their  allies 
in  Ireland  with  unlawful  weapons  ?  Are 
they  prepared  to  sit  quietly  by  while  the 
attempt  is  being  made  to  wrest  the  con- 
ceflsion  of  Home  Bule  by  reducing  the 


deliberations  of  this  ancient  Assembly 
to  impotence,  and  by  making  all  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  impossible  ?  To 
poison  the  wells  has  always  been  held 
to  be  a  base  and  barbarous  method  of 
carrying  on  war.  This  metiiod  has  its 
counterpart  in  political  warfare  also. 
To  spread  the  deadly  germs  of  anarchy 
and  lawlessness,  with  a  view  to  gaining 
some  particular  political  end,  what  is 
this  but  to  poison  the  wells,  and  to  taint 
at  its  very  source  that  which  is  a  ne- 
cessity of  life  to  every  civilized  com- 
mimity?  I  hope  the  follower^  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pause  before 
they  enter  upon  so  reckless  a  course. 
Sir,  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion  of  my 
noble  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That,  &c."— [See  page  23.] 

Mr.    W.    E.   GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  rise  at  this 
somewhat  inconvenient  hour  (8.10)  on 
account  of  the  value  which  I  attach  to 
the  old  traditions  of  this  House,  and  on 
accoimt,  perhaps,  of  my  own  inclination 
to   adhere  to  those  ^aditions,  hoping 
against  hope,  even  when  they  have  be- 
come somewhat  superannuated.    It  has 
been  almost  imiformly  the  anxiety  of 
Governments  to  limit  the  debate  on  the 
Address  ;  and  the  person  occupying  the 
place  of  Leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
usually — indeed  I   think   invariably — 
beenfound  willing  to  promote  that  purpose 
by  rising  immediately  after  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Address.    But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  that  arrangement  has 
always  proceeded  upon  the  assumption 
that    the   speeches  of   the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address  were  not  to  be 
polemical  speeches.    I  shall  do  notiiing 
to  notice  any  polemical  portions  of  thosd 
speeches  upon  the  present  occasion ;  but 
1  will  content  myself  by  discharging  a 
much  more  agreeable  duty  in  making 
the  statement  that,  in  my  opinion,  both 
of  them  have  shown  abundant  ability  in 
the  course  of  those  speeches,  and  shown 
faculties  which   may  enable    them  to 
take  an  important  and  valuable  part  in 
the  discussions  in  this  House.    There- 
fore, while  I  congratulate  these  Gentle- 
men, I   waive   entering  upon  certain 
portions  of  their  speeches,  which,  how 
ever,    I   anticipate   will    draw    forth 
answers  from  others.     I  shall  notice 
first  the  declaration  of  the  Gracious 
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Speech  f^m  the  Throne  that  the  Esti- 
mates which  are  to  be  laid  before  us 
have  been  prepared  with  due  regard  to 
economy.    Of  course,  it  will  be  easily 
anticipated  that  I  commence  with  that 
portion  of  the  subject  in  consequence  of 
the  speech|whichwe  have  just  heard  from 
the  noble  hotd  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
My  own  opinion  is  that  that  speech, 
which  has  already  provoked  an  animated 
rejoinder — ^partly,    I   think,    delivered 
while  the  noble  Lord  was  out  of  the 
House — from  the  Seconder  of  the  Ad- 
dress, has  laid  the  foundation  of  very 
many  future  discassions.  I  shall  observe 
all    the    care    and  caution  I    can    in 
referring  to  it  on  the  present  occasion, 
because  my  anxiety  is  not  to  turn  that 
speech  to  any  Party  advantage,  but  to 
regard  it  as  affording  hopeful  opportu- 
nities for  bringing  about  a  recurrence  to 
the  older  methods  of  public  administra- 
tion,  and  to  principles  of  public  expendi- 
ture, which  have  undoubtedly,  of  late 
years,  lost  much  of  their  efficiency  and 
power.  The  noble  Lord  has  read  a  Cor- 
respondence of  great  importance,   and 
has  explained  to  us,  in  terms  the  most 
distinct,  the  nature  of  the  reasonsjwbich 
compelled  him  to  resign  his  Office.  There 
was  no  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  which  I  thougnt   more  directly 
commended  itself  to  the  eeneral  accept- 
ance of  the  House  than  that  in  which  ne 
indicated  his  own  sense  of  the  greatness 
of  the  sacrifice  he  was  making.    The 
noble  Lord  has  made  a  great  sacrifice. 
He  was  entitled  to  the  presumption  that 
such  a  sacrifice  could  only  have  been 
made  under  the  influence  of  deep  con- 
viction.   I  have  known  nothing  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  regard  to  questions  of 
finance  and  of  public  Expenditure  until 
to-night,  except  that  he  had  undoubt- 
edly, as  he  told  us  in  his  speech,  pledged 
himiiAlf  largely  on  the  subject  of  eoo* 
nomy.    To-night,  in  my  opinion,  he  has 
shown  he  has  formed  a  firm  resolve  to 
act  upon  and  to  redeem  those  pledget,  if 
it  be  m  his  power.    He  has  stated  prin- 
ciples which  have  great  breadth  and 
comprehensiveness.    He  has   also    ex- 
plained to  us  in  very  dear  language  the 
manner  and  the  degree  in  which  he  pro- 
posed to  apply  those  principles  on  the 
present  occasion.    I  am  bound  to  say, 
as  far  as  my  judflrment  goes,  the  prin- 
ciples he  propounded  were  safe,  ana  not 
<n£iy  80,  but  the  manner  in  which  he 


proposed  to  apply  them.  I  do  not  mean 
as  to  this  or  uiat  item  of  reduction ;  but 
the  scale  upon  which  he  had  proposed  to 
apply  them  was  judicious  and  was  mode- 
rate. The  noble  Lord  referred  to  a  sub- 
ject of  great  importance  in  touching 
upon  the  connection  between  foreigrn 
policy  and  the  scale  of  our  Expenditure ; 
and  I  think  it  was  the  late  Lord  Beaoona- 
field  who,  standing  in  the  position  I  now 
occupy,  expressed  an  opinion  of  great 
force  and  weight  as  to  the  existence  of 
that  connection.  The  noble  Lord  ap- 
peared to  indicate  to  us  that  there  are 
reasons  why  we  should  recog^nice  a  ten- 
dency towards  increasing  Expenditure, 
or  a  hindrance  to  the  reduction  of  our 
Expenditure,  in  certain  tendencies  in  our 
foreign  policy.  I  do  not  mean  to  make 
any  broad  assertion  upon  that  subject, 
and  the  general  purpose  of  what  I  have 
to  say  on  several  pomts  will  rather  be  to 
invite  re-assuring  explanations  from  the 
Gh)vemment,  than  to  state  propositions 
in  the  nature  of  charge  or  accusationa 
against  them.  On  the  question  of  foreigpi 

folicy  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as  fisr  as 
know,  the  Prime  Minister  and  now  the 
Foreim  Secretary,  and  the  late  Lord 
Iddedfeigh  as  Foreign  Secretary,  have 
taken  just  views  of  the  position  of  the 
recently  emancipated  races  in  tiie  Balkan 
Peninsula,  and  of  the  reciprocal  oblim- 
tions  between  them  and  the  Porte,  x  et 
there  was  a  speech  delivered  by  Lord 
Salisbury,  at  the  Guildhall,  which  raised 
in  many  minds  some  apprehension,  and 
appeared  to  lay  a  foundation  for  the 
question  whether  it  was  true  that  we,  in 
our  negotiations  upon  the  poHtics  of  the 
Balkan  Peninsula,  had  incucated  to  one 
particular  Foreign  Power  that  if  she  were 
disposed  to  take  a  particular  course,  and 
that  course  led  to  a  conflict  with  any 
Power,  we  should  be  prepared  to  range 
ourselves  on  her  side.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  any  discussion  of  that  matter.  I 
make  no  assertion  beyond  the  fact  that 
such  was  the  idea  conveyed  to  many 
minds,  and  I  simply  express  the  hope 
that  upon  that  subject  we  shall  receive 
assurances  horn  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  course  of  this  debate  which 
will  entirely  remove  any  such  impree- 
sion.  With  regard  to  the  general  bear- 
ing of  the  speech  of  the  noUe  Lord,  I 
consider  it  is  a  n>eech  which  is  not 
delivered  by  way  of  appeal  to  the  Party 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House;  X 
consider  it  is  a  most  important  dedarm* 
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tion,  addressing  itself  mainly  to  Gontlo- 
men  who  sit  opposite.  If  the  question 
of  economy  be  taken  up  largely  on  this 
side  of  the  House  it  becomes  a  Party 
question.  What  I  desire  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart  is  to  see  the  ques- 
tion of  economy  once  more  what  it  was 
for  the  first  20  years  of  my  political  life 
— a  question  in  which  there  was  no  dis- 
tinction of  Party,  in  which  each  vied 
with  the  other  in  real  and  energetic  at- 
tempts to  keep  down  the  public  Expen- 
diture. On  this  question  of  economy  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  am  only  too  familiar 
with  the  stereotyped  official  apologies 
which  always  proceed  from  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Departments  when  they 
feel  themselves  unable  to  comply  with 
demands  like  those  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  derive  the  smallest  satisfaction  from 
those  apologies.  The  challenge  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  put  his  finger  on  this 
or  that  item  appeared  to  me  to  be  a 
challenge  to  fight  a  battle  upon  very 
unequal  terms.  The  noble  Lord  cannot 
have  the  technical,  professional,  and 
official  knowledge,  armed  with  which 
every  Representative  of  the  spending 
Departments  comes  into  the  field.  I 
will  not  pursue  the  question  further 
than  to  say  I  trust  that  Gentlemen 
opposite,  especially  those  who  represent 
the  large  towns  of  the  country,  will 
deeply  and  profoundly  weigh  the 
declarations  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
to-night,  and  that  they  will,  while  the 
question  is  still  within  the  precincts  of 
their  own  Party,  consider  what  they  can 
do  to  impress  economical  views  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Economical 
proposals  made  by  us  naturally  come  to 
them  with  prejudice  ;  there  is  a  flavour, 
there  is  a  colour  of  Party,  and  the  possi- 
bility of  Party  collision  about  them. 
When  they  come  from  those  who  sit  on 
that  side  of  the  House  there  can  be 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Let  me  tell  them 
that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  efifort  of  the  noble  Lord  will  be  much 
considered  and  weighed  in  the  country. 
They  lie  under  a  great  and  a  specifid 
responsibility,  because  they  can  take  up 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lord  as  friends 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  they 
can  impress  the  mind  of  the  G-overn- 
ment,  before  it  is  finally  committed  to  a 
given  scale  of  expenditure,  with  the 
necessity  of  doing  something  to  indicate, 
at  all  events,  even  if  it  be  only  as  a 
symbol,  yet  as  something  in  the  nature 
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of  a  real  symbol,  an  intention  of  en- 
deavouring to  reverse  that  incessant 
tendency  towards  the  augmentation  of 
Expenditure  in  the  great  Departments 
under  which  we  have  so  long  laboured. 
The  favourable  course  of  afiairs  in  Egypt 
has,  I  think,  afibrded  a  great  opening 
for  encouragement.  The  heavy  duties 
with  which  we  were  charged  in  that 
country  added  largely  to  the  Expendi- 
ture of  this  country ;  and,  unless  such 
opportunities  are  made  use  of,  I  feel  it  is 
idle  to  indulge  in  mere  generalities. 
There  has  been  no  period  at  which  these 
generalities  have  not  been  thrown  broad- 
cast over  the  country ;  no  period  in  which 
the  Ministry  of  the  day  have  not  given 
constant  assurances  of  their  desire  for 
economy.  I  remember  the  day  when  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance  Estimates — 
for  there  were  then  three  Departments — 
amounted  in  all  to  £11,000,000;  and 
these  Estimates  were  proposed  on  the 
responsibility  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  the 
head  of  a  Conservative  Government, 
having  for  his  leading  and  most  im- 
portant Colleague  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton, then  in  the  full  vigour  of  his  age 
and  the  full  maturity  of  his  experience. 
These  days  are  gone  by,  and  cannot  be 
revived.  But  between  £11,000,000  and 
£30,000,000  there  is  a  very  wide  space 
indeed.  It  is  not  a  question  upon  which 
there  need  be  the  smallest  distinction 
between  Party  and  Party.  If  the  day 
comes  when  it  is — and  it  need  not  come 
as  yet — it  will  be  because  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  lost  their  opportunity.  I 
am  making  my  appeal  to  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  have  the  opportunity,  if 
they  think  fit  to  use  it,  of  distinguishing 
themselves  and  serving  their  country  by 
endeavouring  to  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  some  spontaneous 
effort,  not  to  do  great  things,  not  to 
make  flourishing  statements,  but  to 
make  some  spontaneous  effort  of  a  real 
though  moderate  character,  which  may 
indicate  a  fixed  determination  now  in 
time  of  peace  to  work  the  public  Ex- 
penditure into  the  direction  of  economy. 
There  is  a  question  in  connection  with 
the  retirement  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
which  I  think  it  necessary  to  speak  some 
words  of  criticism.  That  question  is  in 
reference  to  the  changes  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Government  which  have 
followed  upon  the  retirement  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Those  changes,  though 
they  are  not  numerous,  are  of  the  most 
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important  character.  They  are  open,  it 
appears  to  me,  to  very  grave  objections, 
and  I  will  state  my  objections  under 
three  heads.  To  the  first  objection  I  do 
not  attach  the  Bame  importance  as  to 
the  second  and  the  third ;  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  one  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
stated.  My  first  objection  is  to  the 
severance  of  the  Office  of  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  from  the  Leadership  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  know  why  it  is 
that  a  Government  which  avows  itself 
to  be  Conservative  should,  upon  some 
temporary  consideration  of  convenience, 
depart  from  an  important  tradition  of  170 
years'  standing.  For  170  years,  with 
two  exceptions,  there  has  been  an  un- 
broken union  between  the  Office  of 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  head- 
ship of  the  Government ;  and  I  should 
detain  the  House  too  long  were  I  now 
to  explain  all  the  consequences  of  that 
union.  But  I  will  refer  to  one  of  the 
consequences  of  that  union  which  at 
this  moment  is  directly  applicable  to  the 
case  of  the  noble  Lord.  When  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  is  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter of  this  country,  as  by  fixed  tradition 
he  has  been  for  many  years  and  ought 
to  be,  his  position  in  regard  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  this — that  he 
never  interferes  with  him,  at  least  he 
never  legitimately  interferes  with  him,  in 
regard  to  the  ordinary  public  Expendi- 
ture. But,  on  the  great  annual  occasion 
when  the  scale  of  that  Expenditure  and 
the  mode  in  which  it  is  to  be  met  are 
determined,  the  position  of  the  First 
Minister  as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  of  great  importance.  It  is  for  him 
then  to  determine  whether  he  should 
support  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  I  may  say,  Sir,  from  an  experience 
of  12  years  in  the  Office  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  nearly  1 1  years  as 
Prime  Minister,  that  there  is  no  Minister 
who  requires  the  support  of  the  head  of 
the  Government  like  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  one  may  say,  is,  in  the  public 
interest,  the  standing  enemy  of  all  the 
Departments.  It  is  no  slight  matter  to 
carry  on  that  warfare.  I  rejoice  that  a 
man  of  the  noble  Lord's  age  and  energy 
has  set  about  it.  No  man,  except  one 
in  the  fullest  possession  of  hopeful 
courage  and  energy,  would  undertake 
it ;  and  that  he  should  have  at  his  back 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  is 
responsible  for  disowning  or  supporting 
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him,  is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  conse- 
quence. I  need  not  remark  that  it  is  no 
reproach  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  when  I  say  that  if  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  not  the  head  of 
the  Government  he  has  no  power  what- 
ever. What  is  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  not  being  the  head  of  the 
Government  ?  He  has  the  Leadership  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  respect 
of  that  he  will  have  to  perform  ex- 
tremely laborious  duties  for  six  months, 
through  which  I  heartily  wish  him  well ; 
but  for  the  other  six  months  of  the  year 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  in  pos- 
session of  an  excellent  sinecure — a  sine- 
cure substantially  in  the  same  sense  as 
that  held  by  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  whose 
duties  consist  of  affixing  that  important 
instrument  from  time  to  time.  Apart 
from  the  headship  of  the  Government, 
any  man  of  business  much  inferior  t6 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — whom  I 
believe  to  be  an  excellent  man  of  busi- 
ness— could  perform  the  whole  of  the 
duties  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
in  the  space  of  less  than  three  days. 
That  is  an  arrangement,  then,  which,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  does  not  commend  it- 
self either  to  my  antiquated  or  my  utili- 
tarian notions.  I  come  now  to  the  two 
other  points;  and,  first,  I  ask  how  is  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  being  also  the  First 
Minister,  to  exercise  concurrent  action 
with  the  heads  of  Departments  in  all 
the  important  affairs  of  those  Depart- 
ments ?  I  say  confidently  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  scale  of  the  human  faculties 
as  they  have  been  known  in  this  country 
during  the  present  century,  the  thing 
cannot  be  done.  The  Foreign  Office 
requires  the  continuous  attention  of  the 
Foreign  Minister,  who  has  the  most 
exacting,  unsleeping  Office  in  the  whole 
Government.  It  isimpossiblethata  Prime 
Minister  also  holding  that  Office  can 
watch  and  keep  an  eye  upon  the  impor- 
tant proceedings  of  other  Departments 
of  his  Government  as  he  should  do ;  and, 
so  far  as  the  action  of  the  various  De- 
partments is  concerned,  I  affirm  that 
where  the  Foreign  Secretary  is  also 
the  Prime  Minister  the  Government 
must  be  a  Government  without  a  head. 
In  my  opinion,  the  Cabinet,  which  has 
grown  almost  unobserved,  passing  on 
from  step  to  step  in  the  development  of 
its  existence  and  its  powers,  is  at  once 
the  most  delicate  and  also,  perhaps,  the 
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most  important  part  of  the  whole  of  our 
Constitution,  and  serious  public  and 
political  evil  must  follow  any  derange- 
ment of  that  machinery.  It  might  be 
said  that  this  is  not  the  first  time  that 
XiOrd  Salisbury  has  been  Foreign  Minis- 
ter and  Prime  Minister,  and  that  no 
objection  has  been  taken  to  it.  That 
is  perfectly  true.  It  is  true  that  I 
objected  very  strongly  at  that  time, 
ae  I  do  now,  though  it  is  also  true  that 
I  did  not  lay  my  objections  before  the 
House.  Why  ?  Because  when  in  Jan- 
uary last  we  met  the  first  Government 
of  Lord  Salisbury,  I  looked  upon  that 
Government  as  having  a  purely  tran- 
sitory existence.  It  was  supported  by 
only  250  Gentlemen  out  of  670,  and  it 
required  no  Zadkiel,  no  prophetic  alma- 
nack or  instrument  of  that  kind,  to  pre- 
dict, or  at  least  to  be  conscious,  that  its 
days  were  numbered.  I  think  it  was 
not  unknown  before  the  present  Govern- 
ment was  formed  what  my  sentiments 
were.  I  will  now  deal  with  the  third 
objection,  which  is  this — that  this  ar- 
rangement introduces  a  fundamental 
change  into  the  machinery  for  working 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  country.  For 
the  whole  period  of  my  political  life — 
and  I  am  pretty  confident  for  msuiy 
years  before — the  foreign  policy  of  this 
country — ^I  do  not  mean  in  mere  Depart- 
mental concerns,  but  in  everything  of 
an  important  and  delicate  character — has 
been  worked  by  the  joint  action  of  the 
Foreign  Secretary  and  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. One  incidental  consequence  of  that 
arrangement  has  been  that  in  almost  all 
cases,  though  I  admit  there  have  been 
exceptions  to  this,  there  has  been  in 
each  House  of  Parliament  one  person 
specially  responsible  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
I  may  refer  to  the  time  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  Lord  Ghrey,  and  Lord  Melbourne. 
It  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  that 
dual  action  should  be  maintained,  be- 
cause it  was  in  the  nature  of  a  security 
to  the  Sovereign,  to  the  Cabinet,  and  to 
the  country.  I  do  not  wish  to  convey 
to  the  minds  of  the  House  that  the  Prime 
Minister  stood  in  the  same  relation  to 
the  Department  as  the  Foreign  Minister 
did ;  because,  although  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Foreign  Minister  to  call  the  Prime 
Minister's  attention  to  foreign  matters, 
the  decision  would  rest  with  him,  and 
not  with  the  Premier.  That  was  the 
process  in  constant  operation;  but  the 
system  has  now  beea  swept  awajr.    Few 


are  the  days,  especially  in  the  Session 
of  Parliament,  in  which  close  communi- 
cation with  Foreign  Affairs  must  not  go 
on  between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Foreign  Minister;  but  now  one  man 
will  be  the  sole  judge,  will  be  the  judge 
of  the  diction  of  the  despatches,  and 
those  niceties  even  of  expression  upon 
which  our  foreign  relations,  and  even  the 
peace  of  the  world,  so  much  depend.  I 
am  not  going  to  speak,  as  I  saw  it  stated 
in  a  newspaper  the  other  day,  of  this 
arrangement  as  an  '^  unconstitutional 
one."  If  I  have  avoided  the  use  of  that 
epithet,  it  is  because  it  is  an  epithet 
which  is  the  foundation  of  infinite  dis- 
putation. But  I  will  say  this — that  it 
is  a  wanton  rupture  of  an  old-established 
and  invariable  practice  of  the  greatest 
importance,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  good 
conduct  of  the  public  affairs  of  this 
country.  Nor  am  I  aware  of  any  com- 
pensating advantages  which  can  be 
shown  in  the  face  of  the  formidable  ob- 
jections to  which  I  am  now  alluding. 
Before  quitting  the  subject,  I  will  explain 
what  I  meant  when  I  spoke  of  170  years 
without  a  break.  It  is  commonly  con- 
sidered that  about  120  years  ago— per- 
haps not  quite  so  much — Lord  Chatham 
was  Prime  Minister  of  this  country. 
What  I  believe  to  be  true  is  that  Lord 
Chatham  did  perform  a  particular  func- 
tion ordinarily  performed  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  was  the  maker  of  the 
Cabinet,  which  afterwards  became  so 
well  known  as  the  Cabinet,  first  of  the 
Duke  of  Grafton,  and  afterwards  of 
Lord  North.  But  I  am  totally  unaware 
that  Lord  Chatham,  after  the  making  of 
the  Cabinet,  ever  managed  it  as  its 
Chief;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  well  known, 
on  the  surface  of  history,  that  he  sub- 
stantially retired  from  public  life,  and 
from  the  Metropolis,  and  hardly  took 
any  part  in  public  affairs,  except  to 
vindicate  principles  of  his  own.  Well, 
these  are  principles  of  very  great 
consequence  and  importance,  upon 
which,  entertaining  a  very  decided 
opinion,  I  have  thought  it  my  duty 
to  lay  them  before  the  House,  be- 
cause I  think  it  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  forming  a  practical  judgment 
on  the  matters  with  which  I  am  now 
concerned.  Now,  there  are  certain  points 
in  the  Speech  to  which  I  should  like  to 
call  attention.  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not 
anticipate  any  rupture  of  the  peace  of 
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Europe.    But  what  I  wish  to  know  is, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  lay  before  us 
at  an  early  date  Papers  relating  to  affairs 
m  the  South-East  of  Europe  ?   With  re- 
spect to  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Bulgaria,  I  feel — and  I  think  it  is  gone- 
rally  felt — that  after  Bulgaria  had  been 
liberated  by  the  arms  of  Russia,  and  at 
the  cost  of  Bussia,  it  would  have  been  a 
perfectly  natural  and  legitimate  con- 
sequence that  Russia   should  enjoy  a 
large  moral  influence  in  Bulgarian  con- 
cerns.    The  effect  of  gratitude  would, 
in  the  natural  working  of  the  human 
breast,  lead  to  that  result.    If  Russia 
be  content  with  that  moral  influence,  I, 
for  one,  cannot  grudgo  it  her.   But  recent 
events  have  not  tended  to  convince  the 
whole  world  that  she  has  been  content 
with  that  moral  influence.     I  believe  it 
to  be  an  error  on  her  part,  both  with 
respect  to  her  dignity  and  her  power,  if, 
instead  of  being  content  to  reap  the  fruits 
of  her  former  exertions  in  the  spontaneous 
gratitude  of  the  Bulgarian  people,  she 
should  attempt  to  lay  her  yoke  upon  the 
necks  of  that  people.    With  respect  to 
Egypt,  I  rejoice  to  see  reference  made 
to  the  reduction  of  the  force  in  that 
country.     Indeed,  I  should  be  glad  if 
we  could  be  informed,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  to  what  point  it  is  likely  to 
be  reduced.    In  November,  1882,  we 
were  so  happy  as  to  give  instructions 
for  its  reduction  merely  to  a  single  bri- 
gade.    I  think  4,000  men  would  have 
been  the  number,  when  the  news  came 
of    the    disaster    to    General    Hicks' 
column,  which  entirely  upset  our  plans, 
and  entailed   an    enormous  additional 
charge  on  this  country.     One  thing  I 
shall  always  be  glad  to  state,  whoever 
may  be  in  Office.     I  said  it  when  in 
Office  myself,  and  I  restate  it  now  when 
the  benefit  is  to  be  reaped  by  others — 
that  although  our  position  in  Egypt  has 
been  on  many  grounds  a  very  difficult, 
slippery,  and  perilous  undertaking,  and 
although  it  is  open  to  question  from 
many  points  of  view,  one  thing  I  think 
no  rational  and  candid  man  can  doubt — 
and  perhaps  it  would  not  be  admitted  in 
some  foreign  countries — but  I  do  not 
think    any  rational    and    candid    man 
among  us  can  doubt  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  in  that  country,  largely 
under  British  influence,  has  been  emi- 
nently beneficial   in    many    vital    and 
primary  matters  to  the  population  of 
that  country.    There  is  a  question  not  j 
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mentioned  in  this  portion  of  the  Speech 
on  which  I  wish  to  address  an  inquiry, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  the  Canadian 
fisheries.     Undoubtedly,  what  we  have 
heard    and    seen     through    secondary 
authorities  does  not  leave  our  minds  in 
a  state  of  entire  immobility.     I  should 
be  glad  if  the  Government  would  assure 
us  of  one  of  two  things.     What  we 
should  like  best  of  all  to  hear  is  that  the 
question  of  the  fisheries  does  not  at  this 
moment  present  inconvenient  complica- 
tions; but,  if  that  assurance  cannot  be 
given,  then  that  there  is  a  likelihood 
that  we  shall  be  speedily  put  in  posses- 
sion of  information  which  will  enable 
Parliament  to  form  a  judgment.     The 
noble  Viscount,  in  the  able  speech  in 
which  he  moved  the  Address,  said  in 
substance  that  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Government  to  achieve  a  modicum  of 
Busiuess  rather  than  to  make  vast  pro- 
fessions likely  to  be  followed  by  small 
performance.     Happily  for  himself,  the 
noble    Viscount    is    very  young,   and, 
therefore,  very  sanguine,  and  so  he  re- 
gards as  a  modicum  the  Business  which 
is  proposed  in  the  present  Speech.  There 
is  one  subject  coming  off  which  cannot 
be  included  in  the  Speech ;  I  mean  the 
Procedure  of   Parliament.     But,  as  I 
make  out,  there  are  13  important  sub- 
jects, all  of  them  likely  to  make  consi- 
derable demand  upon  the  time  of  Par- 
liament, which    go   to    make  up    this 
modicum  which  the  noble  Viscouut  was 
so  sanguine  in  hoping  would  be  passed. 
He  has  my  best  wishes  in  the  matter.    I 
will  not  now  dwell  upon  this  question 
further  than  to  say  that,  looking  at  the 
great  bulk  of  them,  they  appear  to  be 
subjects  upon  which  legislation  may  be 
very  rational  and  beneficial.     But  we 
must  recur  to  that  which  is  the  standing 
question  on  every  debate  on  the  Address 
under  present  circumstances — I  mean 
the  question  of  Ireland.     We  see  how 
little  there  is  to  satisfy,  as  we  now  stand, 
the  aspirations  of  those,  and  they  are 
vei*y  numerous — the  aspirations  are  not 
less  numerous  than  they  are  rational — 
of  those  who  say  that  it  is  a  very  hard 
case  upon  England  and  Scotland  that 
they  have  so  very  little  of  the  time  of 
Parliament.     Sir,  I  entirely  agree  with 
them.     It  is  a  very  hard  case,  and,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  a  case  which  is  likely 
to  be  harder  still.    I  draw  the  indica* 
tions  of   it  from  many  sources,   and, 
among  others,  from  the  Speech  which 
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18  now  before  iis.  Fur,  no  doubt,  the 
object  of  Her  Majesty's  Govomraent,  as 
far  as  they  can  properly  pursue  it,  would 
be  to  reduce  within  limited  and  mode- 
rate bounds  the  share  of  attention  to  be 
given  to  Ireland;  and  yet  I  £nd.  omitting 
the  minor  reference  to  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation, there  are  five  references  to  Ire- 
land, each  of  great  and  cardinal  im- 
portance. The  first  of  these  references 
is  an  announcement  which  we  must  all 
receive  with  satisfaction.  But  perhaps 
I  had  better  first  take  the  legislative 
references.  There  are  three  references 
to  Ireland  with  regard  to  legislation — 
one  with  respect  to  Criminal  Procedure, 
one  with  respect  to  the  Tenure  and  Pur- 
chase of  Land,  and  one  with  respect  to 
Jjocal  Government.  With  regard  to  Local 
Government,  I  am  very  sorry  to  find  that 
•we  are  losing  ground  instead  of  gaining 
it.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  did  not  acquaint  us 
that  the  subject  of  Local  Government 
for  Ireland  had  formed  one  of  the  dif- 
ferences between  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues. But  the  noble  Lord  certainly 
announced,  in  an  important  speech,  that 
Local  Gt>vemment  for  Ireland  should 
be  dealt  with,  **in  simultaneity'* — the 
peculiarity  of  the  phrase  assisted  to 
stamp  it  upon  the  memory — *'  in  simul- 
taneity" with  England  and  Scotland. 
How  does  that  stand  now  ?  There  is  to 
be  a  postponement  of  Local  Government 
for  Ireland  until  England  and  Scotland 
be  dealt  with,  and  that  not  accompanied 
by  a  pledge  of  immediate  sequence,  but 
a  postponement  qualified  by  the  ex- 
pression that  Local  Government  for  Ire- 
land is  then  to  come,  provided  that  cir- 
cumstances should  render  it  possible.  I 
venture  to  say  that  Local  Government 
for  Ireland  with  reference  to  this  Speech, 
which  only  relates  to  a  particular 
Session,  must  be  regarded  as  a  shadow, 
a  delusion.  It  cannot  be  regarded  as  a 
promise  at  all.  If  it  were  a  question  of 
betting  only,  I  would  venture  to  bet  at 
least  10  to  1  with  any  Gentleman  on 
those  Benches  that  there  will  be  no  Local 
Government  for  Ireland  during  1887, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  a  man 
of  them  who  would  not  have  shrewdness 
enough  to  refuse  my  offer.  With  regard 
to  any  measure  relating  to  the  tenure 
and  purchase  of  land  in  Ireland  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
introduce,  I  should  not,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man to  say  a  word  as  to  its  nature  and 
character — and,  indeed,  were  I  to  ask 
him  to  do  so,  he  would  be  justified  in 
refusing — and  I  will,  therefore,  content 
myself  with  expressing  my  satisfaction 
that  it  is  coming:  at  all,  and  that  it  is 
coming  early.  Then,  we  have  another 
promise  which  is  still  more  proximate — 
that  is,  a  measure  in  relation  to  the 
Criminal  Laws  of  the  country.  I  observe 
that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address  have  drawn  a  distinction  be- 
tween law  and  procedure.  There  is,  it 
seems  to  me,  no  idea  of  altering  the  law, 
but  only  of  altering  the  procedure ;  but 
procedure  is  a  very  elastic  word,  and 
may  cover  a  great  deal.  I  apprehend 
that  if  a  Bill  were  to  be  introduced  into 
this  House  for  the  abolition  of  trial  by 
jury  in  the  Three  Kingdoms,  it  might  be 
argued  that  it  was  not  an  alteration  of 
the  law,  but  only  an  alteration  of  pro- 
cedure. We  must  not  be  too  sure  about 
the  limited  character  of  this  apparently 
very  modest  proposal.  This  subject  is 
not  entirely  new  to  me.  We  were  in 
Office  in  1885,  when  we  had  determined 
to  drop  what  we  considered  to  be  the 
coercive  portions  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I 
believe  I  may  probably  have  used  the 
very  words — the  very  phrase — undoubt- 
edly I  did  state  to  the  House  that  all  we 
intended  to  do  was  to  make  one  or  two 
proposals  tending  to  the  sort  of  improve- 
ment which  is  now  called  the  improve- 
ment of  procedure.  Our  attempt  ''to 
make  our  rose  smell  sweeter  by  calling 
it  by  another  name  did  not  succeed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  declared  that  he  believed  we 
were  going  to  re-enact  the  worst  portion 
of  the  Crimes  Act,  and  that  opinion  was 
taken  up  by  those  who  are  now  in  the 
Government  who  broadly  distinguished 
between  their  conduct  and  ours,  because 
their  conduct  was  the  abandonment  and 
ours  the  retention  of  repressive  legisla- 
tion. I  will  not  ask  what  this  amend- 
ment of  procedure  is  to  bo.  The  words 
are  very  ambiguous,  but  I  will  be  con- 
tent to  wait  to  learn  the  meaning  of 
them  when  the  proper  time  comes.  The 
measure  may  be  of  small  and  limited 
scope,  or  it  may  be  of  very  great  scope 
and  importance.  I  shall  not  enter  into 
the  subject  of  repressive  or  coercive 
legislation  for  Ireland  at  this  time.  My 
opinions  upon  it  have  been  placed  in 
the  reiy  fullest  manner  upon  record, 
when  1  proposed  the  Irish  Government 
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Bill  on  the  part  of  the  late  Administra- 
tion, and  to  those  opinions  I  entirely 
adhere.  But  there  are  two  other  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  One  of  them  is  an  announce- 
ment which  we  must  all  receive  with 
great  satisfaction — namely,  that  grave 
crimes  have  become  more  rare  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  bound  to  say  that  this 
announcement  in  the  Speech  of  the 
Queen  reminds  me  of  the  words  which 
fell  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  when,  towards  the 
close  of  the  proceedings  of  1886,  he  was 
acting  as  Leader  of  the  House.  I  then 
said  that  it  was  exceedingly  to  be  de- 
sired that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should,  at  an  early  period, 
announce  their  intentions  with  respect 
to  the  government  of  Ireland,  because 
in  Ireland  the  administration  of  govern- 
ment was  intimately  allied  to  social 
order,  and  the  noble  Lord  replied  that 
I  had  forgotten  the  great  change  that 
had  taken  place.    He  said — 

•*  You  have  associated  yourselves  with  a  move- 
ment of  local  and  domestic  government  in  Ire- 
land; since  you  have  done  that,  the  country 
has  put  on  a  new  face  with  respect  to  legality." 

[Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  dissented.] 
Not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
who,  if  I  remember  rightly,  contradicted 
the  noble  Lord.  I  am  quoting  the 
noble  Lord  to  show  that  while  he  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  a  greater  regard  for  legality  in 
Ireland  on  account  of  the  course  we  had 
taken,  he  is  borne  out  in  this  respect — 
that  the  Queen,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  thinks  it  right  to  announce  that 
grave  crimes  have  been  more  rare  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months  than 
was  the  case  in  a  similar  period  last 
year.  Then  there  comes  another  pas- 
sage, upon  which  I  must  say  a  few 
words,  regarding  the  organized  attempts 
to  incite  occupiers  to  combine  against 
the  fulfilment  of  their  legal  obligations. 
I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  Government 
for  putting  a  reference  like  that  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.  But  I  think,  if  a  refer- 
ence were  to  be  made,  it  is  defective  in 
one  important  if  not  essential  point.  I 
think  that  from  the  nature  and  incidence 
of  the  evictions  which  have  taken  place 
in  Ireland,  which  have  produced  a  pro- 
found sensation  in  this  country — I  do 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  blaming 
anyone  connected  with  them — which  has, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  struck  with  horror 
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multitudes  of  men,  I  might  almost  say 
the  general  public  of  this  country — it 
would  have  been  well  to  have  referred 
to  them,  and  to  have  expressed  some 
regret  on  the  part  of  tho  Sovereign  and 
the  Government  that  it  had  been  neces- 
sary to  proceed  in  the  depth  of  winter 
to  eject  people  by  force  from  their 
houses  and  to  consume  the  houses  by 
fire,  when  there  was  no  evidence,  as  far 
as  I  am  able  to  judge,  that  they  were 
really  able  to  pay  their  rents.  I  do  not 
wish  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  my  present 
observations  further  than  the  terms  in 
which  I  have  couched  them.  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  asked 
me  what  I  thought  of  the  ''  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign." I  will  tell  him  what  I  think  of 
it.  It  is  the  consequence  of  the  policy 
which  he  and  his  Friends  have  pursued. 
How  does  the  matter  stand  ?  If  it  be 
necessary  to  remind  the  House  of  what 
took  place  at  the  opening  of  the  Second 
Session  of  Parliament  in  1886,  the  whole 
of  those  whom  I  am  permitted  to  call  my 
political  Friends,  as  well  as  the  whole  of 
those  who  are  known  as  Irish  Na- 
tionalists, contended  and  urged  on  the 
Government  in  the  strongest  manner  the 
absolute  necessity  for  some  legislation 
for  Ireland  with  a  view  to  the  difficulties 
of  the  winter.  We  urged  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  there  should 
be  some  legislation  to  enable  persona 
who  were  unable  to  pay  their  rent,  on 
proof  of  their  inability  before  a  Judicial 
Tribunal,  to  obtain  relief  in  point  of 
time.  There  was  some  difference  in  the 
arguments  by  which  we  supported  our 
proposition ;  but  our  proposition  was  one 
and  the  same.  I  contended  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  bound  to 
do  it  by  their  own  declarations  and  by 
their  own  acts.  I  contended — and  I 
contend  now — that  Lord  Salisbury's 
speeches  admitted  that  there  were  cases 
of  the  kind.  I  was  not  able  to  quote  his 
words  at  the  time.  But  I  have  referred 
to  them  since,  and  I  have  them  now  in 
my  pocket.  Lord  Salisbury's  words 
were  that  representations  had  been  made 
that  the  people  were  unable  to  pay  the 
judicial  rents,  but  that  he  did  not  credit 
that  declaration  to  any  great  extent ; 
and  yet  he  issued  a  Commission  which 
was  to  inquire,  among  other  matterSy 
into  the  ability  of  the  Irish  tenants  to 
pay  the  judicial  rents.  I  argued  on 
those  grounds  that  it  was  an  absolute 
duty  to  save  the  people  who  were  bj 
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presumption  unable  to  pay  their  rents 
from  the  pains  and  penalties  of  evic- 
tion during  the  winter,  by  provisional 
legislation    of    that    character    which 
would    enable    them    to    obtain   relief 
in    point    of    time.      What    was    said 
by    the     Government?      In    the    first 
place,  they  said  that  I  bad  misquoted 
Liord  Salisbury — ^that  he  had  never  ox- 
pressed  any  such  opinion.  They  said  the 
Commission  did  not  imply  that ;   and 
they  went  a  great  deal  further ;  because 
when  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  near  me 
contended  from  what  they  knew  that  the 
rents  absolutely  required  reduction,  and 
supported  their  statement  by  what  was 
going  on  in  England  and  Ireland,  the 
general  tone  of  the  debate  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  was  to  contend  that  the 
rents  did  not  require  reduction,  and  that 
on  that  account  they  met  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork^  not  by  another 
proposal  of  their  own  providing  temporary 
relief  upon  proof  of  inability  to  pay  be- 
fore a  judicial  tribunal,  but  with  an  out- 
right opposition  on  principle,  and  they 
refused  to  make  any  provision  whatever 
to   meet  the   difficulties  of  the  winter. 
We  thought,   and  we  said,  that  great 
public  evils  must  arise  in  consequence  of 
that  refusal  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     I   said — "Can  there   be 
anything  more  monstrous  than  to  ap- 
point a  Commission  to  inquire  whether 
people  can  pay  their  rents  or  not,  and, 
in  the  meanwhile,  while  the  Commission 
is  inquiring,  to  allow  the  people  to  bo 
turned  out?"     That  was  answered  by 
declarations  that  there  were  necessary 
steps  in  the  process  of  law,  and  that  be- 
fore the  people  could  be  turned  out  we 
should  know  what  the  Commission  re- 
commended.   That  has  been  completely 
falsified.  The  evictions  have  taken  place, 
and  a  g^eat  deal  besides  has  taken  place. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  there 
being  no  occasion  for    a  reduction  of 
rents.    I  am  now  going  to  speak  of  a 
matter  of  which  I  have  no  original  know- 
ledge, but  which,  I  believe,  rests  on  good 
authority.   We  are  given  to  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant — far  be 
it  from  me  to  censure  him  for  it — has 
been,  what  we  call,  exercising  pressure 
on  the  landlords.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  been  exercising  pressure  in 
one  direction,  because  he  thought  there 
was  a  case  of  necessity ;  and  some  of  the 
^Nationalist  Members,  feeling  it  was  no 


use  for  them  to  go  to  the  landlords  and 
enter  upon  a  course  of  reasoning  and  argu- 
ment, it  appears  that  some  few  of  them 
have  been  exercising  pressure  in  another 
way.  I  am  rather  jealous  of  the  exercise 
of  pressure  by  the  Executive  Government 
upon  landlords,  and  I  think  it  would  have 
been  far  wiser  and  fairer  that  they  should 
come  to  the  House  and  say — **  Pending 
this  inquiry,  we  must  make  temporary 
provision  for  those  persons  who  are  un- 
able to  pay  their  rents.    We  will  not  be 
put  off  by  professions  of  inability  to  pay ; 
we  will  require  judicial  proof,  and  upon 
judicial  proof  time  shall  be  given."    In- 
stead of  that  the  extreme  course  was 
taken  of  putting  pressure  on  the  land- 
lords ;  and  it  was  said  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  of  which,  I  confess,  I  have  no 
knowledge,  except  as  to  its  fundamental 
principles.     Then  have  come  these  pro- 
ceedings   tending    to    compromise    the 
dignity  of  the  law,  and  which  have  given 
rise  to  the  deplorable  scenes  which  have 
caused  such  a  thrill  of  horror  throughout 
the  country.    In  that  state  of  circum- 
stances, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address  thinks  he  is  in  a  position 
to  ask  me,  who  three  months  ago  pointed 
out  what  ought  to  be  done,  what  I  think 
about  the  Plan  of  Campaign.    I  will  de- 
tain the  House  no  longer.     I  sincerely 
hope  that  the  performances  of  the  Ses- 
sion may  justify  more  than  I  anticipate 
the  sanguine  expectations  with  which  it 
is  quite  evident  the  Queen's  Speech  has 
been  framed 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  but  who  is  of  necessity  not 
in  his  place  at  the  present  moment, 
referred  to  the  old  traditions  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  spoke  of  the  necessity  of 
limiting  debate.  I  think,  Sir,  that  I 
may,  even  in  his  absence,  remark  upon 
the  fact  that  the  speech  which  he  has 
delivered  is  one  which  is  not  likely  to 
limit  the  debate  on  the  Address  to  be 
presented  in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Speech,  for  he  opened 
questions  of  great  width  and  magnitude, 
and  with  a  force  and  a  vigour  which 
belongs  to  any  statement  that  proceeds 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
throws  his  whole  heart  into  the  subject 
with  which  he  has  to  deal.  He  congra- 
tulated my  noble   Friend  behind   me 
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(Lord   Bandolph  Churcliill)   upon  the 
step  which  he  had  thought  it  right  to 
take  conscientiously  in  the  interests  of 
economy,   and  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  itself.   He  spoke  of  it  as  a  great 
sacrifice.    Well,  Sir,  I  am  sure  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  my  noble 
Friend    only    justice    in    making    the 
remark  of  him  that  it  was  a  sacrifice 
which  a  man  in  the  position  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  very  rarely 
railed  upon  to  make.    I  have  already, 
Sir,  referred  to  the  observations  which 
fell  from  my  noble  Friend  in  justification 
of  the  course  which  he  took.     I  should 
be  the  very  last  person  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  derogate  from  the  duty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  posi- 
tion in  which  my  noble  Friend  found 
himself.     On  the  other  hand,  I  will  say 
for  myself  that  there  is  also  a  duty  on 
the  part  of  those  who  are  the  heads  of 
the  great  public  Departments  ;  suid  that 
duty  is  to  maintain,  from  their  own  point 
of  view  and  of  their  own  responsibility, 
the  efficiency  of  the  Services  for  which 
they  are  responsible.      It  may  happen 
that  they  may  take  an  exaggerated  or  a 
mistaken  view  of  their  duties.    I  was 
myself  perfectly  prepared  to  take  the 
full  consequences  of  the  acts  for  which 
I  was  then  personally  responsible.     I 
believe  that  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  day,  looking  at  the  condition  of 
affairs  abroad,  looking  at  the  vast  inte- 
rests of  this  country,  looking  at  the  great 
trade  which  we  have  \jo  protect,  looking 
to  the  multitude  in  this  country  who 
depend  for  their  livelihood    upon  the 
security  of  their  daily  wage  and  their 
daily  labour,   that  I  should  not  have 
been  justified   in  reducing  the  defen- 
sive forces  of   the  country  below  the 
standard  at  which  they  existed  and  at 
which  I  proposed  to  place  them.   Nor 
should  I  have  been  justified  in  refusing 
to  provide  for  the  continuous  defence  of 
our  coaling  stations,  which  had  been 
undertaken.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  the  necessity  of  economy.     He 
spoke  of  the   judicious   and  moderate 
views  which  were  advocated  by  my  noble 
Friend.    I  believe  that  my  noble  Friend, 
in  advocating  those  views,  was  convinced 
in  his  own  mind  that  they  were  both  ju- 
dicious and  moderate.     But  I  had  also 
a  duty  to  discharge,  and  I  may  say  for 
myself  that  I  believe  no  economy  can  be 
more  short-sighted  or  more  extravagant 
than  to  enter,  under  the  pressure  it  may  be 
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of  Parliament  or  of  public  opinion  out-of- 
doors,  upon  an  expenditure  which  may 
be  one- third,  one-half,  or  two-thirds  in- 
curred, and  then  to  abandon  that  ex- 
penditure before  the  object  which  was 
sought  to  be  obtained  and  which  was 
recognized  as  a  necessity  for  the  security 
of  the  country  had  been  accomplished. 
My  view  of  the  duties  and  obligations 
of  Parliament  is  that  we  ought  not  to 
commit  ourselves  to  expenditure  rashly, 
heedlessly,  or  thoughdessly,  but  that 
we  ought  to  examine  carefully  the  ne- 
cessity for  such  an  expenditure,  and  that 
if  we  have  begun  an  undertaking  we 
ought  to  complete  it.  If  we  have  entered 
upon  an  undertaking  to  fortify,  it  may 
be,  our  coaling  stations,  to  provide  de- 
fences for  our  commercial  ports,  to  make 
secure  our  military  forts,  we  ought  to 
carry  it  through  with  economy,  and  in 
such  a  way  that  the  expenditure  already 
incurred  shall  conduce  to  the  security 
and  safety  of  the  nation.  For  my  part, 
as  long  as  I  have  any  responsibility  for 
the  conduct  of  Business  in  this  House  I 
shall  invite  it  to  realize  for  itself  the 
importance  of  a  particular  work  on 
which  it  embarks,  and  to  commit  itself 
to  the  completion  of  that  work,  or  not  to 
enter  upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  at  some  length  to  the  re- 
marks which  were  attributed — and  which 
were  attributed,  I  believe,  with  perfect 
accuracy — to  Mr.  Disraeli,  that  foreign 
policy  and  financial  policy  go  closely 
togetiier.  They  do.  From  what  I  know 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country  I 
claim  that  it  is  economical,  and  that  it 
is  directed  to  secure  the  peace  of  this 
country,  the  continuity  and  security  of 
the  industry  of  this  country,  spread,  as 
its  interests  are,  throughout  the  world. 
No,  Sir ;  we  are  not  aggressive ;  we  are 
not  disposed  to  interfere  in  the  dis* 
putes  of  other  countries  or  of  other 
peoples ;  but  we  are  bound  to  main* 
tain  the  honour  and  the  obligations 
of  this  country,  and  we  are  bound  to 
fulfil  the  engagements  to  which  Treaties 
bind  us.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  some  observations  which  fell,  I 
think,  from  my  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
disposition  which  is  supposed  to  exist 
that  we  should  range  ourselves  on  the 
side  of  one  Continental  Power  or  of 
another.  I  again,  Sir,  repeat  that  our 
disposition  is  bounded  by  the  duties  and 
interests  of  this  coimtry  and  by  its  obli- 
gations  under  Treaties,  and   that  we 
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shall   never   interfere,    unless  we    are 
bound  to  do  so,  either  in  the  interests  of 
the   commerce  and  industries    of    this 
country,  or  on  account  of  those  obliga- 
tions which  we  have  undertaken.     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman    spoke    of    my 
challenge  to  my  noble  Friend  to  put  his 
finger  on  any  expenditure  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  unwise  as  a  challenpce  to 
fight  a  battle  on  unequal  terms.    Now, 
Sir,  I  have  been  most  anxious  to  avoid 
anything  which  appears,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  to  suggest  a  difference  of  feeling 
between  my  noble  Friend  and  myself. 
It   was    natural    that    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  point  out  circumstances 
which  would  bring  to  pass  a  difference 
of  opinion  between  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment which  they   support.     I   believe 
there  is  no  real  difference   of    opinion 
between  my  light  hon.  Friend  and  my- 
self   on    a    single    point.     We    desire 
economy,   but  we  desire  practical  eco- 
nomy.   Having  invited  my  noble  Friend 
to  put  his  finger  upon  a  single    blot, 
upon  any  single  excess  or  extravagance, 
I  do  not  ask  him  to  fight  a  battle  on 
unequal  terms ;  I  ask  him  to  assist  his 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  in  the 
endeavour    to    enforce     that    economy 
which  is  in  onr  interests,  as  completely 
as  it  can  be  in  his,  or  of  the  country  it- 
self.    No,  Sir;  Parliament  itself  must  be 
taken  into  council  in  matters  of  this 
kind ;  it  must,  by  its  own  effort,  aid  the 
Government  in  the  detection  and  correc- 
tion of  extravagances  which  may  exist — 
extravagances,   however,    which,    from 
the  point  of  view  I  take,  I  believe  do 
not  exist.     But  in  the  conduct  of  the 
great  Departments — and  I  see  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  have  been  asso- 
ciated with  them — there  no  doubt  always 
exist  opportunities  for  retrenchment  and 
improvement.      In  that  direction,  and 
in  the  direction  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  armaments  which  exist,  I  ask  the 
House  to  assume  the  responsibility  to 
discharge  its  duty,  and  to  acquaint  it- 
pelf   with    the    system    which     exists. 
There  appears  to  be  an  impression  that 
the  Estimates  which  have  been  presented 
and  the  armaments  which  are  proposed 
are  in  excess  of  those  which  existed  and 
were  proposed  by  the  late  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone).    There  is  no  foundation  for 
that  impression.    They  are  really  less 


in  magnitude  and  less  in  amount  than 
those  which  were  proposed  last  March 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  then 
sat  upon  this  side  of  the  House.    I  ad- 
mit that  they  are  not  reduced  in  effective 
strength^  and  that  the  reduction  which 
has  been  effected  is  due  to  the  economy 
and  supervision  which  has  been  exer- 
cised in  the  various  Departments,  and 
which,  I  hope,  may  conduce  to  still  better 
results  for  the  public  benefit.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  propor- 
tion which  exists  between  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  present  day  and  the  Expendi- 
ture of  many  years  ago.     I  am  afraid 
that  there  is  no  hope  that  these  propor- 
tions will  be  very  largely  altered.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  circumstances  under  which 
we  are  acting  are  entirely    different — 
that  the  ships  and  the  guns  of  the  pre- 
sent day  are  as  distinct  and   different 
from  those  of  10,  15,  or  20  years  ago  as 
it  is  possible  to  conceive.    We  might  as 
well  almost  go  back  to  the  days  of  bows 
and  arrows  for  comparison  as  to  compare 
the  ships  and  guns  of  to-day  with  those 
in  use  20  years  ago,  and  the  cost  rela- 
tively is  almost  as  much  greater.    But 
this  is  not  the  opportunity  for  entering 
into  a  discussion  of  this  kind.     Such  a 
question  can  only  be  minutely  investi- 
gated either   by  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  or  by  the  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee of    the    Whole    House    when 
the    Estimates    are    produced,    which 
will    either     justify    or    change    the 
policy  of  Her   Majesty's  Government. 
The    ri^ht    hon.    Gentleman   referred 
to  the  changes  in  the  structure  of  the 
Government — to    the   position  of    my 
noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and  to  my  own 
position  in  this  House.     Well,  Sir,  I 
feel  some  hesitation  in  remarking  on 
my  own  position.     I  am  sure  that  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  will  feel  that 
I  am  at  a  disadvantage  which  almost 
shuts  my  mouth  in  the  attempt  to  speak 
of  the  position  which  I  myself  occupy  in 
this  House.     I  had  no  desire  to  fill  that 
position,  and  I  occupy  it  merely  in  the 
discharge  of  what  I  believe  to  be,  under 
the  circumstances,   a  public  duty.      I 
would  only  say  this — that  I  have  never 
yet,  even  for  a  limited  portion  of  the 
year,  had  the  enjoyment  of  a  sinecure. 
It  is  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the  life 
I  have  led,  and  I  cannot  imagine  that  I 
shall  at  any  period  of  my  public  and 
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active  lifo  arrive  at  that  happy  position. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  insisted, 
with  great  force  apparently,  upon  the 
impropriety — at  least,  that  appeared  to 
be  his  argument — of  my  noble  Friend 
who  is   at  the    head  of   the    Govern- 
ment   being  also   the   Foreippii    Secre- 
tary.     He     admitted,     I    think,    that 
the   circumstances  of  the  present  day 
were  grave,  and  that  the  foreign  policy 
of  Her  Majesty^s  Government  was  not, 
on  the  whole,  unsatisfactory  even  to  him ; 
but  he  did  not  indicate  that  there  was 
any  one  man  at  the  present  day  better 
fitted  to  discharge  the  duties  and  the  re- 
sponsibilities of  Foreign  Secretary  than 
my  noble  Friend.     I  believe,  speaking 
with  great  deference,  and  with  full  re- 
gard to  the  great  qualities  which  exist 
in  public  men  at  the  present  day — I  be- 
lieve that  the  country  is  prepared  to  say 
that  there  is  no  man,  on  the  whole, 
better  fitted  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
Foreign  Secretary  than  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury.      The    question  then   arises 
whether  the  practical  object  which  wo 
ought  to  aim  at  of  having  the  best  man 
for  the  position,  which  has  to  be  filled 
under  circumstances  of  great  difficulty, 
anxiety,  and  danger,  not,  perhaps,  to 
the  interests  of  England,    but  to  the 
peace  and  the  interests  of  the  world — 
whether,  under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  not  wise  and  right  that  my  noble 
Friend  should  assume  the  rosponsi bill- 
ties  and  the  duties  of  Foreign  Secretary 
as  well  as  those  of  Prime  Minister.     I 
will  not  presume  to  judge  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  this  character.     I  only  say  for 
myself  that  I  occupy  the  position  which 
has  been  assigned  to  me  from  a  simple 
sense  of  duty ;  and  I  believe  I  and  my 
Colleagues  will  be  fully  informed — as  if, 
indeed,  we  were  Prime  Ministers  our- 
selves— of  the  views,  of  the  mind,  and  of 
the  policy  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  that 
we  shall  have  all  the  influence  which  we 
ought  to  exercise,   and   aU   the  power 
which  we  ought  to  possess,  in  the  deci- 
sion of  any  question  which  affects  the 
interests  of  this  great  Empire  and  con- 
cerns the  honour  of  Great  Britain.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment, under  present  circumstances, 
was  without  a  head ;  that  it  was  a  Go- 
vernment of  Departments.     Sir,  I  deny 
that  altogether.     I  say  that  in  Council 
we  meet  together  under  circumstances 
which  give  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  to 
those  who  exercise  influence  one  with 
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the  other,  that  complete  interchang;o  o! 
responsibility  and  duty  which  enables 
us  to  act  as  one  Government,  responsible 
to  the  country,  responsible  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  in  complete  accord  with  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.     Beference  wai 
made  to  the  advantages  of  dual  action. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  insisted  that 
there  always  had  been  dual  action  in 
this  country — that  there   had   been  a 
Foreign  Secretary  and  a  Prime  Minister 
— the  Prime  Minister  reading  the  de- 
spatches, and  the  Foreign  Minister  send- 
ing them.     I  do  not  think  we  can  say 
that  the  results  of  that  dual  action  have 
been  always  entirely  successful.    Look- 
ing back  upon  the  past,  it  must  be  con- 
fessed that  we  were  involved  in  liabili- 
ties and  responsibilities  in  Egypt  as  the 
result  of  dual  action,  which,  had  there 
been  single  individual  responsibility  on 
the  part  of  a  vigorous  and  capable  maOi 
might  possibly  have  been  avoided ;  and 
very  much  of  the  expenditure  now  ob- 
jected to  has  arisen    from    that  dnal 
action  in   Egypt.     I  will   pass  now  to 
other  passages  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     He  asked  me  whether 
Papers  with  regard  to  the  Balkan  Penin- 
sula would  shortly  bo  produced  to  the 
House.   Yes,  Sir  ;  they  will  be  produced 
immediately.     But  I  think  it  would,  per- 
haps, re-assuro  the  House  if  I  venture  to 
state  more  precisely  what  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  with  re- 
gard to  the  Balkan  Peninsula,  and  I 
will  say  that — 

"  An  invitation  has  been  conveyed  to  Her  Ma» 
jesty's  Government  to  give  Instructions  to  the 
Anibussador  at  Constantinople  to  associate  him- 
self with  the  Hepresontatives  of  the  other 
Powers  in  the  hoi)e  of  arriving  at  an  acceptabla 
solution  of  the  difficulty,  and  he  has  been  in* 
formed  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  very 
anxious  for  the  adjustment  of  the  controveity 
which  exists  with  regard  to  the  future  govern* 
nient  of  J3ulgaria  ;  that  we  should  act,  in  ths 
first  instance,  under  a  sense  of  our  responaibilily 
as  signatory  of  tho  Treaty  of  Berlin ;  secondly, 
that  wo  desire  to  give  eflFect  to  our  wish  for  thi 
independence  and  the  freedom  of  tho  BulgariiB 
people,  in  accordiinco  with  our  traditional  policy ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  subject  to  those  con8ideratiooi» 
we  desire  to  give  all  legitimate  satisfaction  to 
tho  wishes  of  the  Russian  Government." 

Sir,  I  do  not  think  I  could  give  aoT 
more  clear  statement  of  the  views  and 
X)olicy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  Bulgaria  than  I  have  read  out 
to  the  House,  and  I  have  read  out  bu1>- 
stantlally  the  Instructions  which  hare 
been  conveyed  to  Her  Majesty's  MiniB* 
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ter  at  Constantinople.  I  was  then  asked 
with  regard  to  Egypt.  I  was  asked  to 
state  to  what  number  the  British  troops 
in  Egypt  were  to  be  reduced.  We  found 
them  at  a  very  large  number  when  we 
assumed  Office.  They  were  in  excess  of 
the  provision  which  had  heen  made  in 
the  Estimates  for  the  year;  and,  thanks 
greatly  to  the  skill,  the  moderation,  and 
the  good  feeling  exhibited  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  English  Government  in 
Egypt,  especially  to  General  Stephenson, 
we  have  been,  or  shall  be,  able  to  reduce 
the  number  of  the  Army  of  Occupation 
to  about  5,000  men  before  the  1st  of 
April  next,  and,  at  the  same  time,  there 
wUl  be  a  considerable  reduction  in  the 
Egyptian  Army,  probably  to  about  10.000 
men.  I  need  not  say  the  effect  of  these 
reductions  has  been  beneficial  both  to 
the  Egyptian  and  to  the  Enf2;lish  Exche- 
quer ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there  appears 
an  excess  of  expenditure  for  which  Esti- 
mates will  have  to  be  produced  in  this 
House.  I  concur  entirely  with  the  obser- 
vations which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  beneficial  efifect  upon 
the  people  of  Egypt  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  country  by  the  English  Gt)- 
Ternment.  I  believe  it  has  been  most 
beneficial  to  them  in  every  sense  of  the 
word.  I  believe  they  have  been  relieved 
from  trouble  and  difficulty  which  op- 
pressed them  before,  and  they  have  the 
advantage  of  orderly  and  settled  go- 
Temment.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  Canadian  fishermen,  I  need  not 
say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
most  anxious  to  do  anything  in  their 
power  to  bring  about  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  question  at  issue  between 
the  United  States  Government  and  this 
country  with  regard  to  those  fisheries. 
The  Canadian  Government  itself  has 
assumed  a  most  moderate  attitude  in  the 
affair.  It  has  been  the  policy  of  the 
English  Government  in  the  past,  under 
all  Administrations,  to  maintain  Colonial 
rights,  and  we  are  bound  to  do  so  so  far 
as  we  can;  but  there  are  two  kindred 
peoples  who  honestly  desire,  I  believe,  to 
arrive  at  a  settlement  of  the  questions  in 
dispute,  and  no  efforts  will  be  spared  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  bring  those  questions  to  a  fair  and 
equitable  and  amicable  settlement.  Now, 
8ir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  question  of  Ireland,  and  spoke  of 
the  hard  case  of  England  and  Scotland 
in  the  past,  and  of  the  probably  still 


harder  case  of  England  and  Scotland  in 
the  future.  I  can  only  say  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  his  assist- 
ance, with  a  view  to  bringing  about 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland,  and  a  termi- 
nation of  those  interruptions  to  the  con- 
duct of  Business  in  this  House,  we  shall 
be  most  glad  to  accept  that  assistance ; 
and  he  will  thus  contribute  largely,  I 
believe,  to  the  happiness  of  Ireland,  and 
to  the  advantage  of  England  and  Scot- 
land. The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  re* 
ferred  to  the  fact  that  there  were  five 
references  to  Ireland  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  ;  that  there  were  three  with  re- 
gard to  legislation,  and  others  to  the 
condition  of  crime  and  outrage.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  with  re- 
gard to  Local  Government,  that  it  was 
losing  ground  ;  that  it  would  have  to  be 
postponed ;  that  we  have  qualified  our 
intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  Local 
Government  of  Ireland,  provided  circum- 
stances rendered  it  possible.  I  think 
myself  it  is  always  better,  in  dealing  with 
questions  of  tlus  kind,  to  be  perfectly 
frank  and  open  with  the  House  and  the 
country ;  and  we  say,  as  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  said,  that  if  the  condition  of 
a  country  is  such  that  it  is  incapable  of 
receiving  any  large  measure  of  self-go- 
vernment, then  it  would  be  absurd  and 
impossible  to  force  such  a  measure  upon 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  offered, 
indeed,  to  bet  me  10  to  1  that  the  Bill 
would  not  be  introduced.  Well,  he  has 
it  in  his  own  hands,  as  the  head  of  the 
National  Party  of  Ireland,  to  exercise 
that  influence  which  will  bring  about  a 
condition  of  order  and  obedience  to  the 
law  in  that  country  which  would  justify 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  proposing 
measures  for  the  increase  of  local  self- 
government.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will,  as  the  head  of  the  National 
Party,  in  conjunction  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  exercise  that  con- 
trol over  those  combinations  and  those 
agitations  which  disturb  and  distress 
and  unsettle  that  coimtry,  then  there 
will  be  no  question  that  the  measure 
for  the  local  self-government  of  Ire- 
land will  be  brought  forward.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  fact 
that  great  crimes  are  becoming  more 
rare,  and  he  spoke  of  the  allusion  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  to  the  organized 
attempts  at  agitation  and  resistance  to> 
the  law  which  had  been  made. 
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Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh. N.) :  A  nice  law. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  did  not  catch 
the  hon.  Member's  observation. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  said 
it  was  a  nice  law  that  allowed  a  house 
to  be  burned. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Well,  Sir,  the 
rif?ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  among  other  things, 
referred  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
allusion  to  the  evictions  that  have  oc- 
curred in  Ireland,  and  gave  it  as  his 
own  belief  that  if  a  certain  Bill,  in- 
troduced before  the  Session  closed  onlv 
four  months  ago,  had  been  passed,  these 
evictions  might  have  been  prevented. 
Well,  Sir,  there  is  no  one  in  this  House, 
or  in  this  country,  who  has  a  greater 
sympathy  for  the  suffering  poor  of  Ire- 
land than  I  have  individually.  I  pity 
them  from  the  very  bottom  of  my  heart; 
but  there  is  nothing  more  deplorable 
than  the  fact  that  their  sufferings  have 
been  made  the  instruments  for  agitation 
by  men  who  have  no  regard  whatever 
for  the  real  interests  of  those  people,  but 
who  only  usq  them  as  ammunition  for 
the  attainment  of  their  own  particular 
views  and  objects.  What  are  the  facts 
of  the  case  ?  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  understood 
them.  The  particular  case  of  eviction 
to  which  he  referred  was  the  Glenbeigh 
eviction.  It  is  notorious  that  if  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  had  been  passed,  no  single 
eviction  at  Glenbeigh  would  or  could 
have  been  avoided.  No,  Sir;  put  it  how 
you  like,  the  Flan  of  Campaign  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
justify,  and  which  has  been  solemnly 
condemned  by  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land,  is  a  campaign  directed  against  the 
interests  of  the  poor  suffering  tenants  of 
Ireland,  because  it  compels  a  landlord, 
if  he  will  not  accept  the  terms  offered  by 
people  who  have  no  concern  whatever  in 
the  question,  to  assert  his  rights  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  done  in  the 
^ast.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  chose 
to  refer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
♦Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  as  having  given  colour 
«nd  sanction  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
Why,  Sir,  what  has  my  right  hon.  Friend 
done  at  the  most  and  at  the  worst  ?  He 
has,  perhaps,  on  one,  or  two,  or  more 
occasions  exercised  his  personal  influence 
with  gentlemen  to  endeavour  to  induce 
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them  not  to  press  their  legal  rights  to 
the  last  extremity — from  information 
which  he  has  received,  and  believing 
that  in  doing  so  he  was  benefiting  alike 
the  owner  and  the  occupier  of  the  land. 
But  what  is  this  Flan  of  Campaign  ?  It 
is  the  interference  of  other  persons,  who 
have  no  local  concern  in  the  place  at  all, 
to  compel  individual  tenants  not  to  pay 
the  rent  which  they  are  able  and  capable 
of  paying,  and  which  they  are  willing  to 
pay,  to  pledge  them  not  to  pay  them, 
and  to  compel  the  landlords  to  accept 
that  which  they  offer  them,  whether  or 
not  it  is  just  or  right.  In  the  one  case 
we  have  the  influence — not  the  influ- 
ence, but  the  suggestion— of  a  gentle- 
man who  feels  deeply  for  the  country, 
and  for  the  interests  of  the  people  over 
whom  he  is  called  to  govern ;  and  in  the 
other  we  have  an  organized  attempt  to 
bring  the  owner  of  the  land  and  the 
tenant  of  the  land  into  hostile  relations, 
so  that  if  tho  owner  is  not  content  to 
forego  all  his  rights  he  must  proceed  to 
extremities  against  the  tenants  by  hav- 
ing recourse  to  legal  remedies.  I  have 
no  sjrmpathy  whatever  with  the  hard- 
hearted landlord.  I  do  not  believe  that 
there  are  10  men  in  tliis  House  who 
have  any  sympathy  with  him.  But  you 
are  putting  the  good  landlord  into  a 
position  from  which  it  is  impossible  to 
extricate  himself,  except  by  the  assist- 
ance of  the  law,  and  the  miserable  ten- 
ant into  a  position  in  which  he  is  forced 
to  accept  the  dreaded  alternative  of  evic- 
tion. Let  hon.  Gentlemen  be  reasonable, 
considerate,  humane  to  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land. Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
exercise  his  influence,  and  let  him  take 
care  to  inform  himself  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  Let  him  act  with  the  facts  as  his 
judgment,  knowledge,  and  conscience 
direct,  and  then  we  may  have  some  hope 
of  peace  and  prosperity  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  propose  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  at  any  further  lengtli.  I  may 
venture  to  express  the  hope  that  the  de- 
bate m.\y  partake  of  that  character  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  himself  desired — that  it 
may  be  a  short  debate-— that  it  may  per- 
mit us  as  speedily  as  possible  to  proceed 
to  the  real  Business  of  the  Session,  and 
that  we  may  endeavour  to  devote  some 
portion  of  the  time  of  Farliament  to 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 
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Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh,  N.)  said,  that  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
W.  n.  Smith)  had  made  an  appeal  to 
the  late  Prime  Minister  (Mr.   W.   E. 
Gladstone)  to  do  something  to  promote 
order  in  Ireland ;  and  he  said  it  would 
be  a  {^ood  thing  if  the  Members  of  the 
late  Government  exerted  their  influence 
to  put  an  end  to  those  things  which  were 
interrupting  the  esercise  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  that  day.     To  put  an  end  to  the 
obstructions  which  the  law  had  received 
in  Ireland,  or  what  was  considered  to  be 
law  in  Ireland  recently,  was  first  of  all 
to  put  an  end  to  scenes  like  those  which 
occurred  at  Glenbeigb,  when,   at  that 
time  of  the  19th  century,  under  the  flag 
of    England,   and  with  the    forces    of 
England,  unfortunate  people,  who  were 
unable    to    pay    what    the    landlords 
demanded,  were  not  only  hounded  from 
their  homes  in    the  depth  of   winter, 
but,  to  the  disgrace  of  the  Government 
and  of  England,  had  the  roofs  burned 
above  their  beads,   and  were  smoked 
from  their  houses  as  if  they  had  been 
rats,  and  not  human  beings.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
had  said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
the  cause  of  the  bad  relations  which  now 
existed     between    the    landlords    and 
tenants  of  Ireland.  What  was  the  fact  ? 
In  Glenbeigh,  where  these  unheard-of 
atrocities  had  taken  place,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  never  heard  of ;  and  if  it 
had   been  exercised  in  the  dfistrict  of 
Glenbeigh,  instead  of  the  people  being 
hunted  through  the'  fields,  while  their 
houses  smouldered  in  ruins,  they  would 
now  be  at  home  under  their  own  roofs, 
and  would    be  receiving   overtures  of 
peace  and  settlement  from  the  landlords, 
and  would  have  got  what  reductions  the 
landlords  had    given  on  other  estates 
where  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  in 
operation.    The  right  which  Lrish  Mem- 
bers had  to  interfere  in  such  cases  was 
this — that  they  were  the  elected  Eepre- 
B<9ntatives  of  these  people;  and  one  of 
the  chief  duties  which  these  people  had 
delegated  to  them  was  that  they  should 
spare  no  exertion  in  order  to  keep  thom 
safe  in  their  homes.     He  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael    Hicks-Beach),    when    in    the 
witness-box  in  Dublin,  had  not  denied 
that  he  had  used  pressure  on  the  landlords 
to  abstain  from  enforcing  their  technical 


rights ;  and  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down    had  at   last 
admitted,  as  Leader  of  the  Government, 
that  there  were  harsh  landlords,  and  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
discountenance  them.     That  was  to  say, 
the  Irish  Nationalists  were  reviled  in 
England      because     they     persistently 
preached  what  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  now  admitted  in  the  House 
to    be    necessary.      That     right    hon. 
Gentleman  had  confessed — and  he  (Mr. 
Redmond)  felt  bound   to  say  that  he 
received  the  admission  with  great  satis- 
faction— that  there  were  harsh  landlords 
whom  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
appeal  to,  to  prevent  them  from  exacting 
from  their  tenants  more  than  the  tenants 
could  pay.     He  (Mr.  Redmond)  and  his 
Friends  hoped  Ihe  Government  would 
exercise  pressure,  and  so  fall  in  with 
their  efibrts  to  put  a  stop  to  evictions  in 
Ireland.     The  Government  had  acknow- 
ledged to-night  that  it  was  necessary  to 
interfere  between  landlords  and  tenants, 
and  endeavour  by  personal  influence  to 
stay  evictions.     That  admission  altoge* 
ther  demolished  the  argument  sometimes 
used — that  the  landlords  were  a  class  of 
men  who  might  be  left  to  the  kindness 
of  their  own  hearts  in  dealing  with  their 
tenantry.    If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought  it  their  duty  to  interfere  to 
prevent  the  harshness  of  landlords,  how 
much  more  strongly  must  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  poor  tenants  feel  it 
would  be  their  duty  to  interfere  for  the 
same  purpose  ?    It  looked  very  much  as 
if  it  was  because  the  Government  failed 
by  their  method  of  personal  pressure, 
that  they  were  so  jealous  and  bitter 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
described  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as  an 
engine  brought  to  bear  on  landlords  who 
refused  to  surrender  all  their  rights. 
But  that  showed  a  complete  ignorance 
of  facts.     The  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
only  adopted  upon  a  few  estates ;  and  in 
these  cases  the  landlords  were  only  asked 
to  give  a  fair  reduction,   and  it  was 
always  promised  that  when  that  reduc- 
tion was  made  the  rent  would  be  paid. 
It  was  also  said  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  not  fair,  because  the  tenants 
themselves  fixed  the  reduction  that  they 
asked;  but  there  was  every  desire  to 
meet  the  landlords  in  a  fair  arbitration. 
This,  however,  they  would  not  do,  and 
the  answer  they  usually  gave  was  a 
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shower  of  writs.  It  was  under  circum- 
stances such  as  these  that  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  was  adopted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  contemptuously  of  the 
** persons'*  who  were  returned  for  trial 
for  their  connection  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  He  (Mr.  Eedmond)  was 
proud  to  say  that  he  was  one  of  those 
persons.  The  estate  he  had  been  con- 
nected with  was  that  of  Lord  Dillon,  in  the 
county  Mayo,  from  which  Lord  Dillon, 
though  he  had  never  put  his  foot  in 
Ireland,  drew  £25,000  a-yoar.  The 
tenants  had  themselves  reclaimed  the 
barren  rocks  and  hills  of  the  estate,  and, 
owing  to  the  severe  depression,  they 
asked  for  a  reduction.  Lord  Dillon 
refused,  and  a  quantity  of  writs  were 
served.  Then  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  adopted,  and  Lord  Dillon,  after  some 
time,  consented  to  grant  a  reduction  of 
20  per  cent.  Then  the  entire  rents,  less 
this  reduction,  were  paid  over  to  him. 
Under  such  circumstances  as  these,  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  fully  justiQed ; 
and  if  he  and  his  Colleagues  were  found 
guilty  of  the  mythical  criminal  offence 
with  which  they  were  charged — if  by 
packing  of  juries  and  changing  of 
venues  that  was  possible — they  would 
nevertheless  rejoice  in  their  action,  which 
had  saved  many  hundred  people  from 
the  horrors  of  unjust  eviction. 

Sir  GEOEGE  KUSSELL  (Berks, 
Wokingham)  said,  that  it  was  melan- 
choly to  find  once  again  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  a  phrase  drawing  attention  to 
the  fact  that,  although  grave  crime  had 
become  rarer  in  Ireland,  violence  of  a 
more  insidious  nature  prevailed.  It  was, 
he  believed,  attributable  to  the  defeated 
measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Prime  Minister,  which  was  still 
being  dangled  before  the  eyes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  who  were  led  to  believe 
that,  by  resorting  to  this  system  of  vio- 
lence, they  would  at  last  attain  their 
ends.  He  often  wondered  that  the 
lato  Prime  Minister  should  be  so  anxious 
to  deny  that  separation  would  result 
from  his  proposed  legislation  ;  because, 
if  there  was  any  merit  in  his  scheme,  it 
was  that  its  adoption  would  result  in 
our  being  no  longer  troubled  with  the 
Irish  Question.  Now,  there  had  been 
enough  of  surrender  by  instalments. 
It  was  supposed  by  its  author  that  the 
measure  for  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  would  bring  content  to 
Ireland  ;  but  the  change  was  only  re- 
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ceived  as  an  instalment,  and  the  Bams 
was  the  case  with  the  two  Buccessivt 
Land  Bills  of  the  late  Prime  Minister. 
The  Conservative  Party  had  been  asked 
to  disclose  an  alternative  policy.  Thdr 
policy  was  *'  no  surrender,"  as  opposed 
to  *'  surrender ;  "  they  had  been  sent  to 
Parliament  to  maintain  the  Union  at  all 
hazards,  and  they  were  determined  to 
do  it.  It  was  greatly  to  be  regretted 
that  there  existed  statesmen  who  wore 
prepared  to  throw  over  to-day  the  prin- 
ciples which  they  advocated  yesterday. 
For  example,  it  seemed  but  yesterdif 
that  the  late  Prime  Minister  threw  into 
gaol  the  very  men  who  were  now  bii 
close  allies.  Then  it  was  not  very  Imif 
ago  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Banddph 
Churchill)  declared  that  all  minor  con* 
siderations  must  yield  to  the  maiato- 
nance  of  the  cardinal  principle  of  Pai^ 
union ;  and  yet  that  very  night  they  hat 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord  that  the  smiil 
question  of  a  difference  in  the  EstimaftN 
of  £500,000  had  been  sufficient  to  it- 
duce  him  to  discard  that  cardinal  prin- 
ciple. Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  tto 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mb 
Chamberlain)  appeared  now  to  bi' 
anxious  to  arrive  at  a  modus  vivendiwlk- 
the  late  Prime  Minister,  and  half-is* 
dined  to  offer  Home  Bule  with  saft^ 
guards.  In  the  present  temper  of  tiM' 
Irish  people  it  would,  he  believed,  bl 
very  dangerous  to  make  any  such  oAr> 
The  only  policy  that  had  been  tried  tad' 
failed  was  that  of  **  shilly-shalfy." 
There  must  be  firm  and  resolute  govenh' 
ment,  and  it  would  be  useless  to  oft 
Ireland  any  further  legislation  of  • 
remedial  nature  until  the  people  wei 
prepared  to  accept  such  legislation  as 
fined  measure.  The  present  Governmsil' 
were,  he  trusted,  resolved  to  carry  out 
firm  policy  in  Ireland,  and  in  that  reo 
lution  they  would  be  supported  byttl 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossflt* 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  tt 
was  only  by  following  a  policy  of 
kind  that  they  could  insure  the  ulti 
welfare  of  a  distracted  country. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  I  beUi 
the  English  and  Irish  people  will  p 
to  take  their  ideas  of  honesty  and 
rality  from  the  opinions  expressed  by 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  Ireland 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Prii 
Minister,    rather  than  from  the    h 
Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  thi^ 
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House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  in  the  speech 
which  he  delivered  a  short  time  ago, 
said  that  the  late  Prime  Minister,  in 
the  views  which  he  has  expressed  this 
evening  as  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
showed  that  he  knew  very  little  of  the 
facts  of  the  case.  Now,  I  think  that 
any  person  from  Ireland  who  listened  to 
the  remarks  of  the  Leader  of  the  House 
must  have  heen  satisfied  that  the  right 
ho  a.  Gentleman  himself  knows  much 
less  of  the  facts  of  which  he  has  at- 
tempted to  speak  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause the  Leader  of  the  House  said  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  an  uncalled- 
for  interference  in  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  by  persons  who  had 
no  interest  whatever  in  the  payment  of 
rent  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  an  act  of  coercion  or  in- 
timidation on  the  park  of  the  Nationalist 
Members,  in  order  to  prevent  the  tenants 
of  the  property  where  the  plan  has  been 
put  into  operation  from  pajdng  their 
just  and  legal  liabilities  to  their  land- 
lords. That  sentence  alone  convinces 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  made  a  very  superficial  inquiry  in- 
deed into  the  meaning  and  working  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  If  he  had  asked 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  at 
his  right  and  left  for  information  I 
think  he  would  have  obtained  much 
better  information  than  he  seems  to 
possess  at  present.  Now,  it  was  my 
privilege  to  be  the  first  Irish  Nationalist 
Member  who  co-operated  with  any  body 
of  tenants  in  Ireland  for  putting  this 
Plan  of  Campaign  into  operation.  I 
need  not  inform  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  of  that,  because  it  is  on  public 
record  that  when  the  fact  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  he  gave  an  opinion 
upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  the 
genuineness  of  which  has  been  much 
debated  ever  since.  Well,  Sir,  hav- 
ing been  the  first  to  co-operate  with 
the  tenants  in  putting  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign into  operation,  I  think  I  may 
claim  a  more  intimate  acquaintance  with 
it  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House;  and  it  is  only 
right  that  the  Members  of  this  House 
should  hear  from  one  or  two  Irish  Be- 
presentatives  who  have  been  connected 
irith  the  Flan  of  Campaign  something 


more  about  it  than  they  have  heard  up 
to  the  present  before  they  begin  to  dis- 
cuss it,  or  even  to  speak  about  it.  I 
do  not  know  a  single  case  in  Ireland 
where  the  initiative  in  this  matter  has 
been  taken  by  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
or  by  any  other  individual  than  the  body 
of  tenants  who  were  interested,  on  the 
estate  where  the  Plan  was  put  into 
operation.  It  is  well  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  clearly  understand  how  this 
Plan  of  Campaign  works  in  Ireland. 
The  first  step  which  is  taken  by  the  ten- 
ants is  to  meet  together  to  discuss  the 
rents  on  their  holdings— the  excess  of 
rents  over  the  valuations,  and  then  the 
particular  depression  of  prices  in  their 
various  departments  of  agriculture,  be- 
cause, owing  to  the  distance  from  mar- 
kets, and  a  great  many  other  local  causes, 
the  prices  got  for  the  same  sort  of  pro- 
duce in  ditferent  parts  of  Ireland  vary 
to  a  very  large  extent.  These  tenants, 
having  fully  discussed  their  affairs,  came 
to  an  agreement  among  themselves  as 
to  what  was  a  fair  all-round  reduc- 
tion of  rent  to  ask  from  their  land- 
lords for  their  mutual  protection. 
Having  done  that,  they  go  to  the  agent 
or  landlord  and  make  the  offer  which 
they  say  is  the  best  they  are  able  to 
make.  If  the  landlord  or  his  agent  on 
the  spot  agrees  to  accept  that  offer,  in 
every  case  the  rent  is  paid  without  the 
slightest  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants ;  but  if  the  landlord  or  his  agent 
refuses  to  make  the  reduction,  then  the 
tenants  adjourn  to  some  place  in  the  dis- 
trict in  order  to  determine  what  is  to  be 
the  next  course  they  ought  to  pursue. 
The  general  result  of  that  action  is  that 
these  men,  not  being  able,  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  manage  their  own  affairs,  ask 
their  Bepresentative,  or  some  other 
Member  of  Parliament  whom  they  hap- 
pen to  know,  to  go  down  and  consult 
with  them,  and  help  them  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  procedure.  I  am  stating  now 
the  courae  which  has  been  adopted  in 
reference  to  various  properties  from  my 
own  experience.  I  was  asked  by  400 
tenants  to  assist  them  in  this  matter, 
and  having  met  them  I  found  that  the 
largest  number  of  them  were  inclined  to 
ask  for  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent ;  but, 
having  gone  thoroughly  into  the  parti- 
culars of  each  case,  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  a  demand  of  that  kind  was 
excessive.  I  was  assisted  in  the  matter 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
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Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  and  after  a  groat 
deal  of  persuasion  we  induced  the  tenants, 
>fho  were  determined  in  the  first  instance 
not  to  pay  more  than  50  per  cent,  to 
abate  their  demand  to  35  per  cent  as  the 
maximum  reduction.  In  regard  to  that 
estate,  I  can  vouch  for  the  fact  that 
when  the  tenants  came  in  to  pay  the 
rent  they  had  agreed  to  pay  into 
the  common  fund  a  very  large  number 
of  them  stated  to  myself  personally,  and 
to  the  clergymen  who  were  co-operating 
with  me,  that  they  had  in  many  instances 
been  compelled  to  sell  articles  of  house- 
hold furniture,  not  to  speak  of  cattle  and 
other  portions  of  their  stock,  which  might 
bo  considered  legitimate  things  to  dis- 
pose of  for  such  a  purpose.  They  had 
had,  actually,  to  dispose  of  their  house- 
hold furniture  in  order  to  obtain  the 
amount,  which  thoy  were  perfectly  ready 
to  hand  over  to  their  landlord  or  his 
agent  if  it  was  agreed  to  accept  it.  On 
properties  immediately  adjoining  this 
of  which  I  am  speaking,  and  on  land 
running  into  it,  other  landlords — and 
there  are  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
know  the  fact — other  landlords  who  are 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party  in  the 
County  of  Cork  made  much  larger  re- 
ductions than  these  tenants  asked  for, 
and  I  know  that  they  tried  to  use  their 
influence  with  the  particular  landlord  I 
was  dealing  with  on  that  occasion  in 
order  to  induce  him  to  accede  to  what 
was  considered  to  be  a  fair  and  legiti- 
mate arrangement  in  regard  to  his 
estates;  but  ho  refused  to  do  so.  On 
that  particular  property  there  are  more 
than  400  tenants.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances I  know,  for  a  positive  fact, 
that  a  good  many  of  them  could  not  have 
made  an  offer  to  pay  the  rent  this  year 
at  all ;  but,  owing  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  called  upon  to  adopt  some  united 
course  of  action,  the  agreement  they 
arrived  at  was  that  which  I  have  stated. 
I  believe  that  their  conduct  will  stand 
the  test  of  the  closest  investigation,  and 
that  it  will  be  found  that  these  men 
scraped  the  money  together  from  sources 
of  which  I  and  their  neighbours  had 
no  idea,  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  last  farthing  it  was  possible  to 
pay  to  their  landlord.  That,  Sir,  I 
think  is  clear  proof  that  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  wholesale  dishonesty 
on  the  part  of  those  tenants  of  Ireland 
who  have  adopted  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.    I  believe  that  every  Member 
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from  Ireland  who  will  follow  me  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  will  be  able  to 
give  similar  testimony  as  to  the  great 
sacrifices  which  have  been  made  by  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  in  order  to  meet 
every  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  demand 
their  landlords  can  possibly  make  upon 
them.  As  a  proof  that  there  is  no  dis- 
honesty on  the  part  of  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land,  and  no  general  combinations  to 
refuse  to  pay  rents,  I  may  mention  the 
fact  that  there  have  not  been  more  than 
50  or  60  instances,  up  to  the  present 
moment,  in  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  been  adopted.  In  all  other 
cases  the  landlords,  with  a  few  excep- 
tions, have  met  their  tenants  in  a  fair 
and  reasonable  spirit ;  and  I  am  myself 
acquainted  with  a  great  many  properties 
and  States  where  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign would  not  have  been  adopted  if 
the  landlords  had  shown  the  slightest 
disposition  to  treat  with  their  tenants,  or 
to  meet  them  fairly.  It  was  only  re- 
sorted to  where  the  landlords  displayed 
no  inclination  whatever  to  abandon  the 
pound  of  flesh  they  demanded  in  the 
nature  of  rack-rents.  If  there  had  been 
any  conciliatory  attempt  to  meet  the 
tenants  on  the  part  of  these  harsh  land- 
lords, there  would  have  been  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  tenants  to  meet  them 
half-way.  As  an  invariable  rule,  wher-  \ 
ever  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  ' 
adopted,  it  will  be  found  that  the  land- 
lords are  inexorable  in  their  claims. 
They  will  not  acknowledge  that  there 
has  been  any  depression  of  prices ;  thai 
their  tenants  are  suffering  any  haidship 
whatever;  or  that  there  is  any  fair 
ground  for  making  a  reduction.  I  think 
I  have  given  proof  to  the  House  that 
we  have  not  boon  trying  to  prevent  the 
tenants  from  paying  the  rent.  In  evoij 
case  where  the  Plan  of  Campaign  hai 
been  adopted,  and  the  monoy  put  into 
the  common  fund,  the  landlord  has  been 
told  plainly  and  distinctly  that  the 
money  is  there  ready  for  him  to  take  if 
he  is  willing.  There  is  no  hesitation  in 
paying  it  over  to  him  ;  and  in  every  case 
where  the  landlord  has  come  to  terms 
the  whole  of  his  half-year's  rent,  less  the 
reduction  which  the  tenants  have  asked 
him  to  mako,  has  been  paid  to  hixDi 
without  the  slightest  deduction  on  ao- 
count  of  any  expenses  which  may  have 
been  incurred  in  reference  to  legal  pro* 
ceodings.  One  proof  of  the  actual  neces- 
sity of  putting  this  Plau  of  Campaign 
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into  operation,  and  particularly  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  with  which  I  am  per- 
sonally connected,  is  contained  in  a  fact 
which   I  will  mention  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Penrose  Fitzgerald),  who  led  the  opposi- 
tion last  Session  to  the  Tenants'  Belief 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  called  a  meeting  of 
the  landlords  of  the  county  of  Cork,  and 
of  the  South  of  Ireland,  immediately  after 
he  returned  to  Ireland  from  Parliament. 
Speeches  were  made  at  that  meeting  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Huntingdon 
(Mr.  Smith-Barry),  calling  on  the  land- 
lords of  Cork  and  the  South  of  Ireland 
generally  to  acknowledge  the  badness 
of  the  times  and  the  depreciation  of 
prices,  and  to  make  fair  and  reasonable 
allowances   to  their  tenants  upon  the 
half-year's  rent.     It  is  only  right  that, 
in  speaking  from  these  Benches,  I  should 
acknowledge  that  many  of  the  landlords, 
in  answer  to  that  appeal,  did  make  large 
reductions,  and  among  the  foremost  of 
them  was  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Huntingdon  himself,  who  made  a  larger 
Teduction  than  we  have  asked  for  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  upon  property 
icamediately  adjoining  that  upon  which 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  put  into  ope- 
ration.    Surely  this  fact  affords  strong 
justification  for  the  proceedings  which 
the  tenants  have  been  compelled  to  re- 
sort to.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
led  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  last  autumn.      But  when 
he  went  home  and  inquired  into  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  saw  at  once  the  absolute 
necessity  of  making  a  wholesale  and 
sweeping  reduction  of  rents  to  the  ten- 
ants.   One  very  curious  thing  connected 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaigpi  is  this.      It 
has  almost  invariably  been  in  connection 
with  properties  where  the  landlords  are 
absentees  that  this  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  put  into  operation,  for  the 
simple  reason  that,  unlike  those  gentle- 
men who  live  among  their  tenantry,  and 
who  are  able  to  inquire  into  their  affairs, 
these  absentee  landlords  know  nothing 
of  the  circumstances  of  their  tenantry, 
and  are  altogether  guided  by  the  reports 
which  they  receive  from  parties  who  are 
interested  in  making  no  settlement.     It 
is  a  very  well  known  fact  in  Ireland,  if 
it  is  not  known  to  Members  in  this 
House,  that  almost  invariably  the  land 
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agent  in  Ireland,  or  some  one  of  his 
relatives,  is  a  member   of    the  Legal 
Profession.      Of  course,  the  more  law 
there  is  on  these  properties  the  better  it 
is  for  the  land  agent,  or  for  his  brother 
or  son,  or  whatever  relative  happens  to 
be  solicitor  to  the  estate.    If  the  land- 
lord came  to  terms  with  his  tenant,  and 
gave  a  proper  reduction,  there  would 
be  no  law  costs   find  their  way  into 
the   estate   office.    I   believe  that    in 
a  large  number  of  oases  where  this  un- 
fortunate strife  prevails  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  if  they  could  be  tho- 
roughly   investigated,     it     would     be 
distinctly  found    that   this   is   one   of 
the  primary  causes  which  prevents  the 
landlord  and  tenant  from  coming  to  an 
amicable  settlement.  Upon  one  particular 
property  in  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  adopted,  the  entire  reduction, 
if  allowed,  would  not  have  come  to  more 
than  a  few  hundred  pounds,  and  yet  I 
am  informed    that    the    landlord   has 
already  incurred  costs  which  amount  to 
£600  or  £700  without  having  received 
a  single  farthing  of  rent,  or  being  likely 
to  do  so.       The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  seems  to  have 
gone  somewhat  out  of  his  way  in  order 
to  show  how  little  he  knows  of  this  Plan 
of  Campaign  and  its  operations  in  Ire- 
land.     He  referred  to  it  as  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  Glenbeigh  evictions.    My 
hon.    Friend   who    spoke    from    these 
Benches   has  already  referred  to  that 
matter,  and  has  told  the  House  that  in 
Glenbeigh,    where    those    unfortunate 
cottiers  live  who  have  been  hunted  out 
of  their  h<Hnes  by  the  agents  of  the 
Hon.  Bowland  Winn,  and  left  without 
a  roof  to  cover  them  for  some  weeks, 
the  Plan  was  never  heard  of.    It  is  an 
extraordinary  fact  that  on  all  the  pro- 
perties in  Ireland  where  the  tenants 
have  adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  up 
to  the  present  moment  there  has  not 
been  a  single  case  of  eviction.    If  the 
Government  have   been,   as  has  been 
stated,  doing  their  best  to  prevent  evic- 
tions in  Ireland,  and  if  these  evictions 
are,  in  the  eyes  of  the  British  people 
and  of  the  Government,   a  source  of 
shame  and  degradation,  how  is  it  that 
the  law  does  not  prevent  them,  and  why 
is  it  that  the  forces  of  the  Crown  are 
used   in    order  to   assist  in    carrying 
them  out  ?    It  is  a  source  of  congratu- 
lation to  us  who  have  been   connected 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  that  not  a 
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there  is  no  foundation  for  the  assertion 
that  there  have  been  organized  attempts 
to  incite  the  tenants  to  combine  against 
the  folfihnent  of  their  legal  obligations 
to  the  landlords.  I  believe  that  there  has 
been  no  combination  among  the  Irish 
Members,  or  on  the  part  of  any  organiza- 
tion in  Ireland,  to  incite  the  tenants  to 
refuse  to  fulfil  their  legal  obligations.  I 
believe,  also,  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
badly  advised  in  stating  that  she  wishes 
this  House  of  Parliament  to  introduce 
any  measure  of  coercion  in  Ireland.  The 
ooercion,  if  any  is  to  be  applied,  should 
be  applied  to  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle,  and  those  officials  under  British 
rule  who  tyrannize  over  the  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  in  Ireland,  who  pack 
juries,  and  send  subjects  into  penal 
servitude  who  are  innocent  of  the  crimes 
laid  to  their  charge.  Not  only  am  I  of 
opinion  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
badly  advised,  but  I  believe  that  the 
Oovemment  will  know  it  before  long. 
It  is  not  the  first  time  that  a  Tory 
Government  has  advised  Her  Majesty 
wrongly  in  relation  to  Ireland.  They 
are  out  of  sympathy  with  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  they  are 
in  sympathy  and  harmony  with  the 
oppressors  of  the  Irish  people:  They 
are  trying  to  get  for  the  landlords  the 
best  bargain  they  can  possibly  make, 
and  at  the  present  moment  they  are  using 
the  forces  of  Her  Majesty  to  keep  up 
the  land  at  a  fictitious  value  in  order 
that  they  may  enable  their  friends,  the 
Irish  landlords,  to  retire  with  flying 
colours  and  full  pockets.  But  they  are 
counting  without  their  host.  The  Irish 
people  to-day  have  friends ;  they  have 
advisers  and  counsellors  who  will  not 
allow  the  Oovemment  to  play  into  the 
hands  of  their  enemies  in  the  manner  in 
which,  perhaps,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment desire.  No  doubt  before  long  we 
shall  have  some  grand  scheme  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  I  think  it  is  fore- 
shadowed in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
When  the  (Government  find  that  they 
are  unable  to  maintain  the  rents  in 
Ireland  at  a  fictitious  value  by  other 
means,  they  resort  to  the  old  methods  of 
ooerdon.  They  prosecute  the  advisers 
of  the  Irish  people,  put  them  in  prison 
under  a  Peace  Preservation  Act,  and  pro- 
secute them  under  some  special  Statute 
which  provides  some  hasty  and  obsolete 
means  of  dealing  with  them.  We  are  asked 
now  to  furnish  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  means  for  removing  the  advisers  of 
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the  Irish  people,  who  now  stand  between 
them  and  the  landlords,  in  order,  as  I 
have  said,  to  sustain  the  rents  at  a 
fictitious  value,  so  that  they  may  retire 
the  old  garrison  before  they  create 
a  new  one,  with  flying  colours  and  full 
pockets.  The  Irish  landlords  have  been 
for  a  long  time  in  the  occupation  of  the 
country,  and  now>  like  a  retiring  army, 
they  are  endeavouring  to  lay  waste  the 
land  as  they  retire.  They  are  seeking 
to  devastate  the  country,  but  we  will  not 
allow  them  if  we  can  prevent  it.  On 
the  contrary,  we  desire  to  hasten  their 
retirement,  so  that  they  shall  have  no 
time  to  carry  out  their  work  of  devasta- 
tion. I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  point 
out  to  the  Government  the  mistakes 
they  have  made  in  the  advice  they  have 
given  to  Her  Majesty  in  the  Boyal 
Speech  which  was  made  to-day  from 
the  Throne.  I  believe  that  a  grave 
mistake  has  been  committed ;  and  what- 
ever course  is  before  us,  whether  it  be 
coercion  or  conciliation,  we  are  prepared 
for  any  fate  in  store  for  us,  and  are 
resolved  to  stand  by  the  people,  no 
matter  what  the  consequences  may  be. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.):    Some 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  touched  upon  what  is  called  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.     Now,  I  maintain 
that  the  Oovemment  have  had  at  their 
disposal  a  devastating  army,  and  that 
that   devastating   army    has  not    con- 
fined its  operations  to  what  are  called 
the  rebel  and  disaffected  portion  of  the 
Irish  people.    I  know  of  my  own  know- 
ledge that  what  has  been  termed  the 
English  garrison  in  Ulster  has  suffered 
as  much,  and  perhaps  more,  from  the 
ruffianism  of  landlordism  as  any  other 
Province.    I  know  something  of  Ulster. 
I  remember  when,  in  North  Armagh, 
Lord  Lurgan  cleared  out  100  families  in 
one  locality,  and  for  what  purpose  ? — in 
order  to  make  a  run  for  dogs.    And  yet 
this  arbitrary  course  of  procedure  was 
resorted  to  in  the  case  of  the  men  who, 
whenever  the  Empire  is  in  danger,  are 
to  rush  to  the  front  and  defend  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire.    They  were  sup- 
posed to  be  LoyaLlists  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  word,  and  yet  Lord  Lurgan  swept 
them  off  in  droves  like  cattle.    That  is 
the  estimate  in  which  the  Loyalists  of 
Ulster  are  held  by  one  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords.   They  have  not  been  treated  in 
any  degree  better  than  the  rebeb  and 
disaffe(^,  as  they  are  called.    I  know, 
of  my  own  knowledge,  that  during 
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winter,  in  that  part  of  the  county  of 
Armagh  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  tenants  in  what  are  called 
the  Nationalist  districts  got  a  reduction 
of  rent  from  25  to  30  per  cent,  but  no 
such  reduction  was  made  in  the  Loyalist 
districts.    I  commend  this  fact  to  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Oork  (Mr.  Famell),  who  must  often 
have  heard  of  the  Protestant  garrison  of 
Ulster  for  the  defence  of  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  and  of  the  Grown.    It  would  be 
much  more  proper  to  speak  of  it  as  the 
defence  of  the  landlords'  half-crowns.  We 
are  not  told  much  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
landlords ;  and  in  a  time  of  emergency, 
judging  from  the  past,  the  landlords,  as 
a  dass,  are  not  the  men  who  would  be 
prepared  to  stand  in  the  breach.    In- 
deed, we  have  been  told  by  The  Times 
that  in  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War 
2,000  aristocratic    cowards   laid  down 
their  arms ;  and  I,  for  one,  certainly  do 
not  regard  such  men  as  the  defenders  of 
their  country.    I  hare  thought  it  right 
to  intervene  in  this  debate  because  I 
have  heard  so  often,  both  in  and  out  of 
Parliament,  that  the  Irish  garrison  of 
Ulster  is  to  maintain  the  country  for 
England.    My  belief  is  that  the  Loyalist 
garrison  of   the  North  would  be  the 
worst  enemies  of  the  country,  and  that 
it  would  fill  it  with  combustible  ma- 
terials.   The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) has,  to  a  large  extent,  bridged  over 
the  differences  between  England  and  the 
Irish  people.    He  has  endeavoured  to 
create  a  real  union  between  the  two 
peoples;  and  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
by  the  men  who  now  call  themselves 
Unionists,  on  the   other    side  of   the 
House,  that  more  than  100  years  ago, 
at  the  time  when  the  Americans  wanted 
to  rule  themselves.  Lord  North  and  his 
Party  said  they  would  not  tolerate  any 
disruption  of  the  Union.    What  was  the 
result  of  their  refusal  to  concede  right 
and  justice  to  the  American  people  ?    I 
have  myself  seen,  on  the  Chesapeake 
and   Potomac,  the    Stars  and  Stripes 
waving  where  the  British  Flag  might 
have  been  floating  to  the  present  day. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  the  Liberals  who  follow  him  have 
no  intention,  certainly,  of  adopting  a 
policy  which,  in  the  case  of  America, 
threw  away  a  Colony  of  the  Crown.    At 
the  present  moment  you  have  a  difficulty 
with  the  American  people.    You  have 
the  Canadian  Fishery  Question  at  issue 


with  the  very  people  from  whom  yon 
separated,  and  whom,  if  you  had  not 
separated  from  them,  you  might  have, 
haii  some  share  in  ruling.  Taking  the 
advice  of  the  Unionists  of  those  days 
you  threw  away  all  your  chance.  You 
may  possibly  have  a  war  now,  for 
the  United  States  are  not  likely  to. 
submit  tamely  to  the  piratical  acts 
of  Canada.  If  you  were  not  able  to 
contend  with  them  100  years  ago,  or 
in  1812  or  1814,  you  may  not  fare 
much  better  in  these  days.  Surely  the 
sympathy  of  the  Irish  people  in  any 
European  or  American  complication  is 
wortn  consideration,  and  it  may  be  far 
more  worth  your  while  to  have  the  good- 
will of  the  Irish  people  by  allowing 
them  to  rule  themselves  than  to  have 
them  ruled  by  bad  landlords,  and  dis- 
affected towards  your  rule  when  a  time 
of  difficulty  arises.  The  landlord  class 
may  collect  their  rents,  because  they  are 
Justices  of  the  Peace  and  judges  in 
their  own  Cause;  they  have  control  of 
the  Sheriffs  and  bailiffs  who  execute  the 
law;  they  empanel  the  Grand  Juries, 
and  form  the  Visiting  Committees  of 
the  gaols.  In  addition,  they  are  ex, 
officio  Poor  Law  Guardians,  equal  in 
number  to  the  whole  of  the  elected 
Guardians.  They  can  sit  on  more  than 
one  Board;  and  in  the  county  of  Ar« 
magh,  although  you  may  find  different 
Boards,  they  are  always  the  same  men. 
The  law  as  it  now  exists  enables  them 
to  oppress  the  people,  and  it  is  put  in 
force  by  such  men  as  Judge  Lawson  and 
Prince  Edward  of  Saxe- Weimar,  a  Ger- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  has  such  con- 
tempt for  the  law  in  Ireland  that  he 
anticipates  the  judgment  of  the  Courts 
and  sends  down  his  emissaries  to  seize 
the  money  of  the  people  on  the  ground 
that  they  have  incurred  legal  liabilities 
to  the  landlords,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  no  writ  has  been  issued  or 
judgment  delivered.  Before  any  judg- 
ment is  got  at  all  the  Chief  Secretary 
directs  a  number  of  policemen  to  g^ 
down  and  throttle  one  of  my  hon.  Col- 
leagues, so  that  they  may  wrest  the 
tenant's  money  out  of  his  hands.  The 
magistrates  themselves  have  so  much 
contempt  for  the  Judges  that  they 
do  not  wait  for  the  ordinary  operations 
of  the  law,  but  direct  the  seizure  of 
money  which  never  belonged  to  them^ 
I  can  understand  the  Chief  Secretary 
sending  down  to  seize  this  money  if  a 
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t  ^nd  that  Ireland  shall  ever  be  separated 
item  Oreat  Britain ;  and  the  people  of 
thi&  country  are  rapidly  beginning  to 
understand  that  to  intrust  the  Irish 
people  with  the  management  of  their 
own  local  afPairs  would  be  a  perfectly 
safe  experiment. 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.): 
I  have  noticed  that  the  present  debate  is 
very  similar  to  others  which  have  taken 
place  upon  the  Address  in  answer  to  the 
Queen's  Speech.  Debates  on  the  Address 
generally  turn  upon  the  question  of 
Ireland  and  of  coercion.  I  think  it  is 
somewhat  strange  that  on  the  present 
occasion  we  do  not  find  the  many  em- 
bryo statesmen  in  this  House  prepared 
to  descant  upon  the  foreign  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  We  have 
not  heard  anything  of  Prince  Alexander 
in  the  course  of  this  discussion,  or  of 
the  Eastern  Question,  or  of  Austrian 
sentiment,  or  anything  like  that.  The 
debates  which  iisually  follow  Her 
Majesty's  Oraoious  Speech  generally 
hang  upon  Ireland,  and  in  most  cases 
on  the  propriety  of  coercing  Ireland.  No 
matter  how  the  ideal  may  be  put,  no 
matter  what  may  be  the  language  used, 
there  is  always  found  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  some  hint  of  coercion  for  Ireland. 
We  have  that  very  mildly  put  in  the 
Speech  of  Her  Majesty  to-day,  for  I 
find  that  Parliament  is  invited  to  consider 
that  question  in  these  terms — 

"  Your  early  attention  will  be  called  to  pro- 
posals for  reforms  in  legal  procedure,  which 
seem  necessary  to  secure  the  prompt  and 
efficient  adminijtration  of  the  Criminal  Law." 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  somewhat  curious  to 
know  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Law  Advisers  to  introduce 
into  that  Bill  some  means  by  which  Her 
Majesty's  Crown  Prosecutors  in  Ireland 
may  be  prevented  from  packing  juries. 
We,  in  our  capacity  of  Representatives 
of  the  Irish  people,  have  often  strongly 
to  protest  against  the  efforts  made  by 
the  Grown  Prosecutors  in  Ireland  to  pack 
juries.  We  were  successful  in  one  case 
this  year  in  smashing  up  a  jury  panel  in 
Sligo,  and  we  were  also  successful  in 
securing  for  the  prisoners  sent  to  Oork 
for  trial  the  benefit  of  the  doubt.  For 
the  first  time  the  unfortunate  prisoners 
brought  to  Cork  for  trial  got  fair 
play,  and  it  was  only  because  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Oork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  and  myself  demanded  fair  play 
in  such  a  remarkable  fashion  that  the 


juries  of  Cork  and  the  Crown  Proseoutor 
himself  dare  not  deny  fair  play.  I  trust 
i^at  in  any  legal  procedure  that  may  be 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Advisers 
they  will  take  good  care  to  put  it  be- 
yond the  power  of  the  officieds  in  Ire- 
land to  pack  juries  and  deny  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  citizens  and  the 
British  Constitution  itself.  But  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  language  of 
the  Eoyal  Speech,  although  very  mild, 
does  convey  to  those  who  are  able  to 
read  between  the  lines  that  something 
more  is  intended  to  be  done.  For  my 
part  I  believe  it  is  intended  to  coerce 
Ireland  again,  and  I  have  only  to  point 
out  to  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeot»  as  I 
have  often  pointed  out  before,  that  in 
proportion  as  you  coerce  the  people  of 
Ireland,  in  proportion  as  you  oppress 
them  and  deny  them  their  rights,  will  be 
the  crime  that  exists  in  Ireland.  I  re- 
member— I  think  it  was  in  1881  or  1882 
— reading  a  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  in  which  he  clearly 
proved  that  as  the  local  leaders  of 
opinion  in  Ireland  were  put  in  prison  so 
did  the  number  of  outrages  increase  in 
the  localities  in  which  the  arrests  had 
taken  place,  and  that  when  these  men 
were  restored  to  their  homes  and  the  in- 
fluence which  they  had  always  exercised 
over  their  neighbours  was  again  exerted, 
crime  was  throttled  and  suppressed.  I 
believe  that  if  the  same  course  is  pur- 
sued by  Her  Majesty's  Government  now 
a  like  result  will  follow.  As  I  have  said 
already,  it  is  very  strange  that  in  all  the 
debates  which  ocoar  after  the  reading  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  the 
principal  topic  of  discussion  is  Ireland. 
On  this  occasion  the  speakers  who  have 
already  occupied  the  time  of  the  House 
have  fortunately  the  much-abused  Plan 
of  Campaign  to  fall  back  upon.  We  have 
seen  the  Plan  of  Campaign  abused  by 
the  Press ;  we  have  heard  it  abused  on 
the  platform ;  and  we  now  invite  dis- 
cussion upon  it.  We  are  satisfied  that 
after  a  full  discussion  of  the  matter  the 
Government  will  sing  very  small  indeed. 
I  have  very  little  to  say  as  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  That  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  only  been  put  into  operation  in  order 
to  effect  that  which  the  Government 
themselves  desired  to  bring  about.  Why, 
Sir,  the  landlords  of  Ireland  have 
entered  upon  a  Plan  of  Campaign  of 
their  o  wti.    ^o^.  Members  of  this  Hooao 
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as  well  as  the  Irish  Members  have  wit- 
nessed the  operations  which  have  been 
carried  out  under  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
I  myself  had  not  the  opportunity  of  wit- 
nessing the  terrible  evictions  which  have 
been  taking  place  in  the  district  of 
Glenbeigh ;  but  although  I  was  not  in 
the  South  of  Ireland  I  was  in  a  district 
in  the  North  in  which  evictions  were 
attempted  to  be  carried  out— namely,  in 
the  district  of  Gweedore,  in  the  County 
of  Donegal.  A  more  miserable  country 
I  have  never  put  my  foot  in.  The  in- 
habitants of  the  district  live  amidst 
rocks  and  stones.  The  whole  surface  of 
the  land  is  white  with  granite — ^great 
granite  boulders  weighing  five  or  10 
cwt. — scattered  all  over  the  surface  of  the 
land.  The  people  descend  to  the  shore 
and  bring  up  on  their  backs  huge  piles 
of  seaweed,  which  they  lay  down  be- 
tween the  crevices  in  the  rocks  and  over 
the  surface  of  the  stones.  On  the  land 
thus  formed  they  sow  potatoes,  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  a  very  small  crop 
indeed  is  produced.  I  myself  examined 
the  crop  produced  upon  tne  land  of  one 
of  the  tenants  who  was  evicted,  and  this 
(holding  up  a  small  potato)  was  the 
lai^st  I  could  find.  Nor  is  it  very  in- 
viting. But  no  sooner  have  the  peasants 
made  this  land  than  the  landloi^  comes 
down  upon  them  for  the  rent.  They 
have  in  this  district  of  Ghireedore  pa- 
tiently paid  rent  for  years,  but  owing  to 
the  pressure  of  the  times  they  have  now 
found  themselves  unable  to  do  so.  But 
because  these  people  are  unable  to 
meet  the  landlords'  demands,  by  virtue 
of  necessity  they  have  been  obliged, 
if  not  to  adopt  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, at  least  to  strike  against  the 
payment  of  the  exorbitant  rents  that 
were  demanded  from  them.  The 
landlord  put  the  law  into  operation, 
and  last  week  he  proceeded  in  this 
terribly  bleak  and  oarren  district  to 
evict  some  13  families.  With  the  aid  of 
200  policemen  he  succeeded  in  evicting 
one  man,  but  no  sooner  was  he  evicted 
than  the  people,  in  their  resentment, 
put  him  back  again  into  the  house  from 
which  he  had  been  expelled.  Now  I 
maintain  that  it  was  a  worthy  act.  That, 
Sir,  is  the  state  of  things  at  Oweedore. 
If  the  people  in  other  localities  have 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign  they  have 
done  so  by  virtue  of  stem  necessity,  and 
not  with  any  intention  to  defeat  or 
evade  the  law,  or  to  refuse  to  fulfil  their 
legal  obligations.    I  am  acquainted  with 


another  estate  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
on  which  I  have  witnessed  on  one  or 
two  occasions  the  collection  of  money 
from  the  tenants,  and  I  know  that  many 
of  the  farmers  in  that  district  have  been 
compelled  to  encroach  upon  their  do- 
mestic resources  in  order  to  contribute 
their  portion  to  the  common  fund. 
Many  of  them  have  gone  to  the  meeting^ 
of  their  friends,  assembled  to  take 
council,  and  have  professed  their  ina- 
bility to  pay  anything,  either  to  the 
landlord  in  the  shape  of  rent,  or  into  the 
Tenants'  Defence  Fund.  They  have 
said  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
go  to  some  fair  and  dispose  of  their  last 
cow,  or  sheep,  or  pig,  as  the  case  might 
be,  and  they  have  appealed  to  their 
friends,  as  they  would  appeal  to  the 
agent  or  landlord  himself,  for  time  to 
enable  them  to  pay  in  the  money  to  the 
Tenants'  Defence  Fund.  This  is,  I 
believe,  the  state  of  things  which  exists 
on  all  the  estates  where  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  been  adopted.  Yet  be- 
cause the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
adopted,  by  virtue  of  stern  necessity, 
the  advisers  of  Her  Majesty  make  her 
say  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  that — 

"The  relations  between  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the  early  part  of 
the  autumn  exhibited  signs  of  improvement, 
hare  since  been  seriously  disturbed  in  some 
districts  by  organized  attempts  to  incite  the 
latter  class  to  combine  against  the  fulfilment  of 
their  legal  obligations/' 

What  has  been  stated  here  by  my  Col- 
leagues who  have  preceded  me  is  a  fact 
— namely,  that  the  Nationalist  Members 
of  Parliament  in  Ireland  have  not  iden- 
tified themselves  with  the  initiatory 
steps  which  have  been  taken  by  the  ten- 
ants in  adopting  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Never  until  they  had  themselves  de- 
cided upon  adopting  that  plan  have 
the  Nationalist  Members  interfered, 
and  very  often  they  have  only  in- 
tervened for  the  purpose  of  cutting 
down  what  might  otherwise  have  been 
an  exorbitant  reduction.  A  case  came 
under  my  observation  last  8unday.  A 
body  of  tenants  waited  upon  me,  and, 
having  made  a  statement,  I  advised 
them  not  to  demand  the  reduction  which 
they  thought  they  ought  to  get  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  live  and  thrive.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  be- 
lieve Her  Majesty  has  been  very  badly 
advised  in  regard  to  her  Speech  so  far 
as  Ireland  is  concen;ied.    I  believe  that 
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■iiigle  nnfortaiiate  family  has  been  put 
oat  on  the  road-side  in  this  inclement 
winter  on  any  property  where  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  been  adopted.  What- 
ever may  hare  been  thought  of  onr 
action  here  in  England — and  I  believe 
that  very  different  views  are  held  of  the 
morality  and  the  justice  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  Flan  of  Campaign  in  Eng- 
land generally  from  those  which  have 
fallen  from  the  Tory  Benches  opposite — 
we  shall  always  look  back  with  pride 
to  the  fact  that  we  were,  in  this 
winter  of  abnormal  ag^coltnral  de- 
pression, able  to  maintain  upon  their 
farms,  in  many  localities,  persons  who 
would  otherwise  have  been  driven 
out  upon  the  road-side  or  compelled 
to  emigrate.  There  is  one  other  cir- 
cumstance in  connection  with  this 
Plan  of  Campaign  which  I  would  ask 
English  Members  and  others  to  give 
their  attention  to,  as  a  justification  and 
reason  why  a  different  view  may  be 
taken  from  that  which  has  been  per- 
sistently adopted  by  the  Members  of  the 
Government ;  and  l^at  is  that  while  this 
great  persecution  of  the  tenants  is  g^ing 
on  all  over  Ireland,  and  while  these 
grossly  harsh  evictions  are  taking  place 
which  are  arousing  the  indignation  of  the 
whole  civilized  world.  Her  Majesty,  in 
the  Speech  which  she  has  addressed  to 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  has  an- 
nounced the  fact  that  there  has  been 
less  of  grave  crime  committed  in  Ire- 
land in  the  present  winter  than  for  a 
long  time  past.  What  is  the  cause  of 
it?  Why  is  it  that  we  have  not  this 
winter,  as  we  have  invariably  had  in 
other  winters,  long  records  of  agrarian 
outrage  and  crimes  following  directly  in 
the  wake  of  evictions  and  as  the  direct 
consequence  of  evictions?  It  has  been 
acknowledged  by  Captain  Plunkett,  the 
representative  of  the  Oovemment  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  that  the  reason  why  we 
have  not  had  these  crimes  is  this — that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  obviated  the 
necessity  for  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to 
have  recourse  to  those  acts  of  violence 
which  they  have  adopted  in  former 
years,  when  they  were  banded  over  un- 
protected to  be  persecuted  and  extermi- 
nated by  rack-renting  landlords.  That 
is  an  additional  reason  why  we  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign in  Ireland,  instead  of  feeling 
intimidated  by  the  State  prosecutions 
which   have    oeen   initiated    in    Dub- 
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lin,    or   by   the   threats    which   have 
been  thrown  out  from   the   Treasury 
Bench  this  evening  in  regard  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  being 
a  violation  of  the  law,  are  able  to  stand 
up  here  as  fearlessly  as  we  do  in  Ire- 
land to  acknowledge  with    pride  and 
pleasure  that  we  have  taken  part  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,   and  that  we 
have  done  so  knowing  intimately  the 
circumstances    of    the    tenantry    with 
whom  we  have  co-operated.    We  know 
that   the   tenants  nave  been   making 
a  fair  and  honest  demand,  and  that  if 
they  had  paid  more  than  they  have 
offered  they  would   have  been  doing 
great  injustice  to  themselves  and  fami- 
lies.   If  they  had  made  any  effort  to 
meet  the  unjust  claims  of  the  landlords 
at  the  present  moment,  they  would  have 
been  merely  staving  off,  for  a  very  short 
time,  the  same  drastic  course  of  perse- 
cution on  the  part  of  the  landlords,  be- 
cause it  would  be  sure  to  be  repeated 
when    the    March   rents   came   round 
again,   and  when  they  would  be  lees 
able  to  meet  the  claims  made  upon  them. 
I    must    apologise    for   detaining   the 
House  at  such    gpreat   length,    but   I 
thought  it  was  necessary  that  some  of  us 
who  have  taken  part  in  the  Plan   of 
Campaign  should  deny  the  deliberately 
false  reports  which  have  been  made  in 
regard  to  our  proceedings  in  Ireland, 
and  endeavour  to  place  before  the  House 
the  real  circumstances  and  conditions 
under  which  we  have  put  this  Plan  of 
Campaign  into  operation.  We  challenge 
a  verdict  on  our  conduct  from  all  fair- 
minded  and  impartial  Englishmen  as 
fearlessly  as  we  do  from  any  fairly  con* 
stituted  Jury  of  our  fellow-countrymen 
in  Ireland. 

Me.  SHIRLEY  (Yorkshire,  W.  R., 
Doncaster) :  Any  measure  for  the  reform 
of  county  government  which  is  likely  to 
meet  with  the  approval  of  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  must  be  of  a 
distinctly  democratic  character.  I  con- 
fess that  I  have  little  faith  in  the  re- 
forming pretensions  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment ;  and  we  have  already  heard, 
in  Ministerial  speeches  made  within 
these  waUs,  that  the  new  County  Boards 
are  to  be  composed  largely  of  es  ^|Bcf# 
members.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  thst 
any  scheme  of  that  nature  which  may  be 
brought  forward  will  not  meet  with  ac- 
ceptance. The  desire  of  the  country  is 
to  have  Councils  elected  on  a  purely  de* 
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mocratic  basis ;  that  the  members  should 
be  the  direct  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  locality ;  that  the  electors 
should  have  the  protection  of  the  Ballot ; 
and  that  the  principle  should  be  adopted 
of  one  man  one  vote.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstanoeSy  I  should  like  to  have  some 
information  given  to  the  House  by  some 
Member  of  the  Government  as  to  what 
their  plan  is.  It  has  been  suggested  by 
some  that  the  parish  should  be  the  area, 
and  by  others  that  it  ought  to  be  the 
Union ;  but  my  opinion  is  that,  while 
on  the  oue  hand  the  parish  would 
be  too  small,  on  the  other  the  Union 
would  be  too  large.  I  would  suggest 
myself  that  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
who  were  sent  round  the  country  in 
connection  with  the  Hedistribution  Bill 
should  be  sent  round  again  in  connec- 
tion with  the  system  of  local  govern- 
ment, so  that  districts  might  be  mapped 
out  with  populations  averaging  6,000  or 
7,000 — in  some  cases  by  giving  a  Charter 
of  Incorporation  to  a  large  village  or  a 
small  town,  and  in  other  cases  by  the 
groupingtogether  of  a  number  of  villages ; 
and  to  the  Councils  representing  these 
districts  ought  to  be  transferred  all 
those  powers  which  are  now  exercised 
by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  scheme  to  be  in- 
troduced by  the  Government  will  be  on 
lines  of  that  kind.  As  the  Eepresen- 
tative  of  rural  electors,  I  know  what 
it  is  they  want.  They  do  not  want  a 
sham  Bill ;  they  have  no  desire  to  find 
out,  when  the  new  system  is  brought  into 
operation,  that  they  are  to  continue  to  be 
governed  by  the  parson  and  the  squire, 
and  that  they  have  only  got  Quarter  Ses- 
sions over  again  under  a  new  name.  That 
is  certainly  not  what  they  want;  but  their 
desire  is  to  have  the  full  power  of  local 
self-government  exercised  by  the  per- 
sons who  pay  the  rates.  At  the  time 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  was 
passed,  in  1835,  the  people  who  lived  in 
the  towns  were  given  the  full  right  of 
managing  their  own  local  affairs ;  and 
that  system  has  answered  so  well  in  the 
case  of  the  towns  during  the  last  50  years 
that  it  ought  now  to  be  applied  to  the 
rural  districts  as  well.  My  opinion 
18  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment  are 
only  making  a  pretence  of  legislating  in 
the  matter,  and  that  they  will  not  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  electors  the  real 
power  which  they  ought  to  have.  Then, 
a^n,  tbore  is  anotj^er  branch  of  the 


question  of  local  self-government  which 
is  very  inadequately  referred  to  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne — namely,  local 
self-government  as  it  relates  to  Lreland. 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  believe  that  the 
cause  of  Home  Eule  has  been  making 
considerable  progress  during  the  last  few 
months ;  and  nothing,  I  think,  indicates 
that  more  clearly  than  the  Liverpool 
Election.  There  we  saw'  the  spectacle 
of  a  Tory  statesman  of  the  first  rank, 
holding  a  high  official  position,  and  with 
every  kind  of  advantage  in  his  favour, 
not  only  enjoying  the  powerful  support  of 
the  Press,  but  also  the  assistance  of  a 
large  number  of  influential  persons  call- 
ing themselves  Liberals,  and  the  fight  was 
on  the  one  question  of  Home  Bule.  And 
yet  in  that  great  constituency  of  liver- 
pool,  where  the  commercial  ability  of 
Mr.  Goschen  must  have  been  so  tho- 
roughly understood  and  appreciated, 
the  Home  Bule  candidate  was  returned. 
All  that  I  have  observed  of  late  shows 
that  the  cause  of  Home  Bule  is  making 
rapid  progress.  We  have  been  told  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  not  only  in  this 
House,  but  throughout  the  country,  that 
we  who  advocate  Home  Bule  are  Sepa- 
ratists. We  deny  the  accusation,  and 
hurl  it  back  with  I  scorn  and  indigna- 
tion at  the  men  who  make  it.  We 
say  that  it  is  you  who  are  the  real 
Separatists,  and  that  it  is  we  who  are 
the  real  Unionists ;  and  that  it  is  foolish 
for  you  to  keep  up  that  condition  of 
separation  which  has  now  existed  for 
the  last  86  years.  Have  you  had  any 
solid  union  during  those  years?  You 
have  had  a  paper  imion ;  but  no  union 
of  heart  or  affection.  You  have  had 
the  union  of  Parliaments ;  but  you  have 
never  had  a  union  of  people ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  that  it  is  we  who  advocate 
Home  Bule — we,  who  are  willing,  under 
proper  safeguards,  for  the  protection  of 
minorities,  for  the  supremacy  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  and  for  the  unity  and 
integrity  of  the  Empire,  to  intrust  the 
Irish  people  with  the  power  of  managing 
their  own  local  affairs,  who  are  the  true 
Unionists.  I  believe  that  the  people  are 
getting  more  clearly  to  understand  that 
the  concession  of  a  statutory  and  sub- 
ordinate, not  a  co-equal  and  co-ordinate 
Parliament,  does  not  mean  separation. 
We  are  not  Separatists,  because  we 
desire,  and  intend,  that  Ireland  shall 
always  remain  an  integral  portion  of 
the  Queen's  Dominions.    We  do  not  in- 
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writ  or  judgment  had  been  previously 
obtained ;  but  he  has  waited  for  no  au- 
thority whatever.  Well,  a  pickpocket 
could  not  do  more  than  that,  and  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  Statute  in  existence 
which  inflicts  the  penalty  of  flogging 
upon  any  man  who  takes  money  out  of 
the  pocket  of  another.  Small  as  my 
knowledge  of  law  is,  I  must  confess 
that  under  these  circumstances  my  re- 
spect for  it  is  still  less,  and  for  this 
reason — that  the  responsible  Officers  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland  do  not  respect  it 
themselves.  You  must  respect  the  law 
yourselves  if  you  desire  to  make  it  re- 
spected. And  the  law  must  be  in  ac- 
cordance, not  only  with  the  Divine  law, 
but  the  natural  law.  But  how  can  you 
look  upon  any  proceeding  as  being  in 
accordance  with  either  Divine  or  natural 
law  by  which  men  are  thrust  out  upon 
the  roadside  and  their  houses  pulled 
down  or  set  on  fire  ?    In  a  military  cam- 

{)aign  a  victorious  army  would  do  far 
ess  than  you  have  been  doing  in  Ire- 
land by  means  of  the  Sheriffs  and 
the  bayonets  and  rifles  of  the  police. 
And  this,  too,  in  the  year  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Jubilee.  What  a  monument  it 
is  to  Her  Majesty  upon  her  Jubilee! 
4,000,000  of  Irish  people  have  been 
done  to  death  since  the  accession  of  Her 
Majesty  in  1837,  and  270,000  houses 
were  levelled  in  the  years  1846  and  1847. 
These  are  the  monuments  of  the  reign 
of  Queen  Victoria.  We  are  asked  to  be 
loyal,  and  we  do  the  best  we  can ;  but 
you  will  not  allow  us  to  be  loyal.  I 
would  ask  how  loyal  you  would  be 
under  the  same  circumstances  ?  What 
have  not  Englishmen  ventured  in  the 
past  for  the  preservation  of  their  rights 
and  liberties  ?  But  if  we  dare  to  murmur 
a  complaint  against  the  harsh  and  cruel 
laws  which  are  imposed  upon  us,  our 
mouths  are  immediately  closed  and  we 
are  put  in  prison.  The  police  in  this 
country  do  not  carry  rifles  and  bayonets ; 
but  in  Ireland  they  have  them,  and 
charge  them  with  buckshot.  The  Go- 
vernment do  not  care  what  happens,  al- 
though I  believe  that  Englishmen  gene- 
rally are  ashamed  of  the  transactions 
which  take  place  in  connection  with  Ire- 
land. I  have  heard  Englishmen  say  that 
they  are  ashamed  of  the  accounts  they 
have  read  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
the  troops  and  police  in  Ireland.  Surely 
the  Irish  people  have  a  natural  right  to 
the  soil  of  their  own  country.  I  have 
no  right  to  the  soil  of  this  country  be- 
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cause  I  am  not  an  Englishman,  but  I 
venture  to  submit  that,  as  an  Irishman, 
I  have  some  right  to  the  soil  of  Ireland. 
Therefore  I  maintain  that  the  law  which 
you  support  in  Ireland  is  not  the  natural 
law.  It  is  a  law  which  gives  the  lives 
and  bodies  of  other  men  into  the  custodv 
of  third  parties.  It  does  not  make  mucn 
difference  whether  a  man  owns  a  slave 
or  whether  he  owns  the  land  on  which 
that  slave  is  kept ;  he  is  a  slave  all  the 
same.  We  deny  that  there  is  any 
power  on  the  part  of  this  country  to  put 
an  end  to  the  natural  rights  of  Irishmen 
to  the  soil  of  their  own  country.  Cer- 
tainly the  Irish  Bepresentatives  refuse 
to  admit  your  power  to  legislate  for 
their  country  in  that  spirit,  and  if  they 
took  any  other  course  the  Irish  people 
would  very  soon  send  another  class  of 
Bepresentatives  to  this  House,  who 
would  probably  not  treat  you  as  respect- 
fully as  we  do.  We  do  our  best  to 
respect  your  procedure  and  your  stupid 
laws,  but  we  endeavour  to  induce  you  to 
alter  them.  You,  on  the  other  hand, 
manifest  no  disposition  to  alter  them, 
and  you  are  slow  indeed  in  taking  any 
steps  that  will  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  On  behalf  of  our  constituents, 
we  protest  against  the  violation  of  their 
natural  rights  and  law  of  which  you 
have  been  guilty.  The  course  you  have 
pursued  in  the  past  has  not  tended  to 
produce  tranquillity  in  Ireland,  but  it 
has  made  the  Irish  people  the  enemies 
of  your  Empire,  xou  talk  about  the 
American  Irish.  How  is  it  possible 
that  they  can  have  any  feeling  of  loyalty 
towards  this  country?  No  doubt  the 
action  of  the  National  Bepresentatives, 
of  the  National  League,  and  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  has  done  very  much  to 
soften  the  asperities  which  exist  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.  I  would  therefore 
ask  who  are  the  greater  friends  of  the 
Empire — we,  or  those  who  increase  the 
number  of  the  enemies  of  Great  Britain 
and  bring  the  law  into  contempt?  Not 
only  that,  but  they  bring  the  Sovereiff a 
of  this  Bealm  into  hostility  with  me 
people,  for  every  writ  that  is  issued 
against  the  people  runs  in  this  way, 
**  Victoria,  by  the  Grace  of  God."  I  ask 
fearlessly  whether  we  or  the  landlords 
are  the  best  friends  of  the  Empire? 
These  are  the  remarks  I  have  to  make  on 
this  subject,  and  I  have  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  attention  paid  to  them. 
I  could  not  allow  the  debate  to  dosa 


without  saying  a  fe^  words,  more  par- 
ticularly with  regard  to  the  events  which 
have  occurred  ia  the  North  Armagh 
Division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Dehate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Colonel  Saunderson.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
Hampton,  E.) :  Can  the  right  hon. 
OenUeman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury give  the  House  any  information 
with  regard  to  the  circulation  of  the 
proposed  new  Rules  of  Procedure  ? 

Ths,  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 

BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.    Smith)    (Strand, 

Westminster) :  Yes,  Sir.     I  will  give 

attention  to  the  subject,  and  I  trust  they 

will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 

to-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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gize  to  their  Lordships  for  bringing  on 
the  question  that  evening.  He  was  glad 
to  notice  that,  from  the  contents  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  Her  Majesty 
was  on  friendly  terms  with  all  the 
Foreign  Powers.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
they  also  knew  that  nothing  tended  to 
the  maintenance  of  peace  so  much  as  a 
state  of  preparation  for  war.  He  would 
go  further,  and  say  that  he  believed  a 
strong  England,  strong  not  only  at 
home,  but  strong  in  her  coaling  stations, 
in  her  harbours,  and  in  her  Colonies, 
was  a  material  element  in  a  ouestion 
which  affected  the  peace  of  Europe. 
Mention  was  made  of  other  questions  in 
the  Speech,  no  doubt,  of  great  import- 
ance— the  questions  of  Ireland  and  local 
government,  for  example.  Lreland  at 
the  present  moment  imquestionably  pre- 
sented a  spectacle  which  could  not  be 
paralleled  in  any  other  part  of  the  civi- 
lized world,  because  in  that  country  law 
and  order  were  apparently  suspended  in 
a  great  degree.  Important  as  these 
matters  were,  however,  there  was  no 
reference  whatever  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  to  the  question  of  our  arma* 
ments,  on  which  all  Europe  at  the  pre- 
sent time  was  agitated,  nor  as  to  any- 
thing which  the  Government  proposed 
to  do  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  It 
was  true  that  their  Lordships  had  heard, 
and  they  had  read  statements  in  the 
newspapers  that  morning  made  in  "  an- 
other  place  "  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  he  (the  Earl  of 
Wemyss)  believed  that  the  Government 
were  keenly  alive  to  what  it  was  neces- 
sary to  do  in  one  direction,  at  any  rate, 
for  the  safety  of  the  Empire.  They  saw 
that  the  resignation  of  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  turned  on  the  question  of 
Military  and  Naval  Expenditure,  as  to 
which  a  Royal  Commission  and  those 
most  cognizant  with  the  question  agreed 
that  there  should  be  an  adequate  outlay 
on  coaling  stations  and  harbours.  They, 
no  doubt,  had  also  read  that  the  reason- 
ing which  led  to  this  resignation  on  the 
ps^  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  been  described  as  '*  safe  and 
judicious,"  but  he  was  greatly  mistaken 
if  public  opinion,  without  respect  to 
Party,  would  not  on  this  question  de- 
clare that  safety  and  sound  judgment — 
aye,  and  public  spirit  and  patriotism, 
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ampton)  Charter  (Correction  of  Error)  *  (4) ; 
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COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

The  Lords  following ;  viz., 

E.  Morley.  L.  Boyle. 

£.  Lathom.  L.  ColviUe  of  Colross. 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Lords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
eodi  opposed  Frivate  BiU. 

MILITARY    ARMAMENTS    AND    ORGA- 

NIZATION. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS,  on  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  taking  steps,  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  to  improve  our  military  armaments 
and  organization  ?  said,  he  must  apolo- 
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foreigni    army    has    the    best    possible 
repeating  rifle? 

Thk     Earl    of    WEMYSS  :     Very 
possibly  not. 

Lord  HAEEIS:  There  is  the  greatest 
difference  between  England  and  foreign 
nations.    From  our  position,  it  is  not  so 
absolutely  necessary  for  us  to  be  first  in 
the  field,  and  to  jump  at  the  first  novelty 
in  the  market.    I  think  we  are  taking 
the  wiser    course    in    considering   the 
yarious  patterns  of  repeating  rifles  that 
have  been  produced,  and  then  testing 
them  with  the  object  of  adopting  the 
best  of  them.      At  any  rate,  that  has 
been  the  course  adopted  at  the  War 
Office.    The  noble  Earl  also  referred  to 
the  Militia,  although  he  did  not  go  into 
the  matter  so  fully  as  last  autumn.    I 
hope  that  my  statement  then  satisfied 
him.      I  think  he  is  correct  in  his  im- 
pression that  the  Military  Authorities 
are  elaborating  a  plan  for  placing  two 
Army  Corps  in  the    field   thoroughly 
equipped.    I  understand  him  to  suggest 
that  the  Militia  Reserve  should  be  borne 
in  excess  of  the  Militia  Establishment. 
We  hold  to  the  Militia  Heserve  as  a 
body  who,  in  case  of  mobilization,  or  in 
case  of  war,  would  be  of  great  service 
in  making  up  deficiencies  in  the  Regular 
Army,  and  if  he  can  persuade  the  coun- 
try to  increase  the  Establishment  by 
30,000  men,  I  do  not  think  the  War 
Department  will  make  any  objection, 
and  for  myself  I  shall  be  glad  to  wel- 
come the  increase.    With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl  respecting 
the  Volunteer   Field  Artillery,    I    am 
happy  to  be  able  to  inform  him  that  we 
propose  to  supply,  at  no  distant  date, 
something   like    84  field  guns  to  the 
Volunteer  Field  Artillery.    I  may  men- 
tion, as  I  am  upon  this  point,  that  what 
has  been  called  the  reduction  in  the 
Boyal  Horse  Artillery  is  a  misnomer, 
and  ought  more  correctly  to  be  described 
as  a  conversion ;  and  this  conversion  has 
taken  place  because  in  our  scheme  of 
mobilization  it  was  found  that  the  Royal 
Horse  Artillery  was  in  excess  of  the 
proportion  with   regard   to  the    other 
branches  of  the  Service.     The  actual 
reduction    in    the    number    of    guns 
is    only    28,    and    we    are    going    to 
supply,    as   I   have    already  said,    84 
guns  to  the  Volunteer  Field  Artillery, 
and  the  reduction  occurs  in  those  bat- 
teries which  would  lose  all  their  guns 
on  a  declaration  of  war ;  in  order  that 

Viscount  Sidmouth 


they  might  form  an  ammunition  column 
instead  of  withdrawing  all  their  guns, 
two  only  per  battery  have  been  with- 
drawn. The  actual  reduction  in  batteries 
is  only  two — one  horse  and  one  field. 
With  regard  to  the  Transport  and  Com- 
missariat for  the  Volunteers,  I  think  it 
would  be  an  excellent  thing  if  the  Volun- 
teers were  able  to  organize  their  own 
Transport  and  Commissariat ;  but  I  can- 
not say,  from  my  six  months'  experience 
at  the  War  Office,  that  I  have  found  any 
great  anxiety  among  them  on  this  point. 
If,  however,  any  demand  was  shown  in 
this  direction   we  should  take  it  into 
consideration.  That,  however,  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  expense.     It  is 
true  it  might  be  done  at  little  cost,  but 
that  it  would  cost  something  I  am  sure. 
The  noble  Earl  has  referred  to  what  an 
article  in  The   Volunteer  Service  Oatette 
calls  a  ''startling  announcement*'    of 
mine.    I  never  for  an  instant  suggested 
that  the  Volunteer  Force  should  be  re- 
duced.    What  I  stated  was,  that  it  was 
for  the  Military  Authorities  to  say  how 
many  Volunteers  there  shotdd  be,  and  I 
am  greatly  surprised  .to  find  that  anyone 
can  regard  this  as  a  ''startling  announce- 
ment." Instead,  however,  of  doing  that, 
I  thought  I  was  making  a  very  encou- 
raging statement.   Although  Parliament 
votes  the  Estimates,  it  does  so  on  the 
advice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  is  advised  by  the  Military  Autho- 
rities.   We  are  at  present  not  up  to  the 
Establishment  of  Volunteers ;  but  we  are 
approaching  that  limit,  and  I  think  that 
any  wise  man  when  approaching  a  limit 
in  his  career  would  turn  his  attention 
to  and  consider  what  he  would  do  when 
that  limit  was  reached.     Similarly,   I 
think  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  consider 
what  is  to  be  done  when  we  have  reached 
the  full  Establishment.     We  are  still 
deficient  20,000 ;  but  there  is  a  notice- 
able deficiency  in  certain  branches,  such 
as  the  Submarine  Mining  Corps  and  the 
Garrison  Artillery,  and  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  before  we  reach  the  fuU 
limit  of  250,000  men  we  should  com- 
plete  in  directions  that  are    specially 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
The  Volunteers  have  been  recruited  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,   and  they 
have  shown  great  patriotism  and  loyalty, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  that  patriotism 
and  loyalty  will  be  damped  or  fail  them 
when  the  Military  Authorities  ask  them 
to  do  that  which  is  necessary  for  the  de* 
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f  enoe  of  the  country.  But  it  has  not  been 
contemplated  to  reduce  the  Volunteer 
Forces,  and  I  did  not  suggest  that  it 
had.  Indeed,  I  may  tell  the  noble  Earl 
that  in  the  mobilization  scheme  a  most 
important  part  has  been  assigned  to  the 
Yolunteers.  I  may  repeat  that,  as  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  not  the  slightest  idea 
of  reducing  the  number  of  the  Volun- 
teers. But  we  are  anxious  that  in  any 
increases  that  may  be  made,  they  should 
be  in  a  direction  that  shall  be  of  the 
greatest  use  to  the  country.  We  fully 
reoognice  the  great  yalue  of  the  Force, 
and  are  extremely  desirous  that  if  the 
time  should  ever  come  when  they  should 
be  wanted,  they  shall  be  in  as  efficient  a 
state  as  possible.  The  noble  Earl  below 
the  Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough) 
referred  to  the  reduction  of  the  Staff  ap- 
pointments at  Gibraltar  and  Aldershot. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  these  matters  hare 
been  carefully  considered,  and  that  the 
Authorities  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
these  reductions  could  be  made.  With 
regard  to  the  reductions  which  he  sug- 
gests on  the  Civil  side  of  the  War  Office, 
I  can  only  remind  him  that  there  is  a 
Commission  sitting  now  to  inquire  into 
Departmental  administration,  and  it 
wonld  be  better  to  wait  for  the  Report 
of  that  Commission  than  to  rest  on  any 
remarks  from  me,  who  have  had  but  a 
short  experience  of  the  Department.  In 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Earl  as  to  the  armament  of  the  coaling 
stations,  I  wish  I  could  give  him  a  fuller 
reply.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  a  short 
time  I  shall  be  able  to  go  into  more 
details ;  but  for  the  present  I  will  simply 
say  that  we  are  proceeding  as  fast  as  we 
can,  and  we  are  spending  all  the  money 
that  has  been  granted  to  us  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  delay  has  no  doubt  occurred 
owing  to  the  longer  time  which  it  now 
takes,  owing  to  the  greater  mathematical 
precision  required,  to  make  the  requi- 
site ffuns  and  emplacement.  It  will  be 
fonna  that  this  year's  Estimates  will 
contain  provisions  for  continuing  what 
has  been  done.  In  some  cases  the  arma- 
ments are  being  completed  as  quickly  as 
possible,  and  tJ^t  is  particularly  so  in 
the  case  of  Singapore. 

Ihb  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  consider 
that  the  course  which  he  had  taken  had 
been  justified,  for  he  had  elicited  some 
valuable  declarations  from  his  noble 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 


for  War.  It  appeared,  from  the  speech 
delivered  yesterday  in  the  other  House 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  that  what  he  con- 
sidered two  years  ago  safe  and  judicious 
to  do  in  order  to  increase  our  Imperial 
defences,  he  no  longer  thought  judicious 
now  that  he  was  out  of  office.  With 
reference  to  the  argument  that  the  War 
Office  authorities  were  waiting  for  the 
best  repeating  rifle,  he  would  observe 
that  that  was  just  the  sort  of  argument 
that  might  have  been  used  by  the 
Austrians  before  Sadowa.  He  held 
that  it  was  better  to  have  an  inferior 
repeater  than  none  at  all. 

Eael  QEANVILLE  said,  he  fully 
concurred  in  the  statement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook)  as  to  the  Votes  for  the 
Coaliug  Stations  having  been  proposed 
by  Idx.  Gladstone's  recent  Adminis- 
trations. The  Government,  he  thought, 
however,  had,  for  very  good  reasons, 
declined  to  be  party  to  abandoning  the 
further  expenditure  upon  these  sta- 
tions ;  but  he  might  g^  farther  and  say 
that  the  proposals  originated  out  of 
arrangements  with  the  Colonies  which 
would  make  it  exceedingly  difficult  to 
stop  the  expenditure,  and,  particularly 
after  the  Votes  in  Parliament,  to  now 
entirely  repudiate  them. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
the  two  noble  Earls  (Earl  Granville  and 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  took  credit  to 
Mr.  Gladstone  for  initiating  the  expendi- 
ture  on  the  Coaling  Stations ;  but  Mr. 
Gladstone  himself  now  rather  approved 
of  the  resistance  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  further  expenditure 
on  them,  and  considered  his  action  was 
wise  and  judicious.  No  doubt,  when 
his  own  Government  decided  to  con- 
struct stations,  or  to  spend  money  in 
defending  them,  he  thought  that  also 
wise  and  judicious. 

Eabl  GEAN VILLE :  The  noble  Earl 
seems  to  think  that  the  members  of  the 
late  Gt)vernment  are  determined  to 
oppose  a  Vote  of  money  to  which  they 
agreed  when  in  power.  I  wish  to 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  he  is  wrong 
in  thinking  this.  I  did  not  hear  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech.  Indeed,  I  was  en- 
gaged in  receiving  a  severe  lecture  from 
one  of  the  dearest  and  kindest  friends 
(Lord  Selbome)  I  ever  had.  I  have 
read  the  speech,  however,  and  I  gather 
from  it  that,  although  Mr.  Gladstone 
spoke  very  strongly  in  favour  of  eco- 
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foreign    army    has    the    best    possible 
repeating  rifle  ? 

Thb     Earl    of    WEMYSS  :     Very 
possibly  not. 

Lord  HAEEIS:  There  is  the  greatest 
difference  between  England  and  foreign 
nations.  From  our  position,  it  is  not  so 
absolutely  necessary  for  us  to  be  first  in 
the  field,  and  to  jump  at  the  first  novelty 
in  the  market.  I  think  we  are  taking 
the  wiser  course  in  considering  the 
yarious  patterns  of  repeating  rifles  that 
have  been  produced,  and  then  testing 
them  with  the  object  of  adopting  the 
best  of  them.  At  any  rate,  that  has 
been  the  course  adopted  at  the  War 
Office.  The  noble  Earl  also  referred  to 
the  Militia,  although  he  did  not  go  into 
the  matter  so  fully  as  last  autumn.  I 
hope  that  my  statement  then  satisfied 
him.  I  think  he  is  correct  in  his  im- 
pression that  the  Military  Authorities 
are  elaborating  a  plan  for  placing  two 
Army  Corps  in  the  field  thoroughly 
equipped.  I  understand  him  to  suggest 
that  the  Militia  Reserve  should  be  borne 
in  excess  of  the  Militia  Establishment. 
We  hold  to  the  Militia  Heserve  as  a 
body  who,  in  case  of  mobilization,  or  in 
case  of  war,  would  be  of  great  service 
in  making  up  deficiencies  in  the  Regular 
Army,  and  if  he  can  persuade  the  coun- 
try to  increase  the  Establishment  by 
30,000  men,  I  do  not  think  the  War 
Department  will  make  any  objection, 
and  for  myself  I  shall  be  glad  to  wel- 
come the  increase.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl  respecting 
the  Volunteer  Field  Artillery,  I  am 
happy  to  be  able  to  inform  him  that  we 
propose  to  supply,  at  no  distant  date, 
something  like  84  field  guns  to  the 
Volunteer  Field  Artillery.  I  may  men- 
tion, as  I  am  upon  this  point,  that  what 
has  been  called  the  reduction  in  the 
Boyal  Horse  Artillery  is  a  misnomer, 
and  ought  more  correctly  to  be  described 
as  a  conversion  ;  and  this  conversion  has 
taken  place  because  in  our  scheme  of 
mobilization  it  was  found  that  the  Royal 
Horse  Artillery  was  in  excess  of  the 
proportion  with  regard  to  the  other 
branches  of  the  Service.  The  actual 
reduction  in  the  number  of  guns 
is  only  28,  and  we  are  going  to 
supply,  as  I  have  already  said,  84 
guns  to  the  Volunteer  Field  Artillery, 
and  the  reduction  occurs  in  those  bat- 
teries which  would  lose  all  their  guns 
on  a  declaration  of  war ;  in  order  that 
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they  might  form  an  ammunition  column 
instead  of  withdrawing  all  their  guns, 
two  only  per  battery  have  been  with- 
drawn. The  actual  reduction  in  batteries 
is  only  two— one  horse  and  one  field. 
With  regard  to  the  Transport  and  Com- 
missariat for  the  Volunteers,  I  think  it 
would  be  an  excellent  thing  if  the  Volun- 
teers were  able  to  organize  their  own 
Transport  and  Commissariat ;  but  I  can- 
not say,  from  my  six  months'  experience 
at  the  War  Office,  that  I  have  found  any 
great  anxiety  among  them  on  this  point. 
If,  however,  any  demand  was  shown  in 
this  direction   we  should  take  it  into 
consideration.   That,  however,  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  expense.     It  is 
true  it  might  be  done  at  little  cost,  but 
that  it  would  cost  something  I  am  sure. 
The  noble  Earl  has  referred  to  what  an 
article  in  The   Volunteer  Service  OoMette 
calls  a  ''startling  announcement"    of 
mine.    I  never  for  an  instant  suggested 
that  the  Volunteer  Force  should  be  re- 
duced.    What  I  stated  was,  that  it  was 
for  the  Military  Authorities  to  say  how 
many  Volunteers  there  shotdd  be,  and  I 
am  greatly  surprised  .to  find  that  anyone 
can  regard  this  as  a  ''startling  announce- 
ment." Instead,  however,  of  doing  that, 
I  thought  I  was  making  a  very  encou- 
raging statement.   Although  Parliament 
votes  the  Estimates,  it  does  so  on  the 
advice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  is  advised  by  the  Military  Autho* 
rities.    We  are  at  present  not  up  to  the 
Establishment  of  Volunteers ;  but  we  are 
approaching  that  limit,  and  I  think  that 
any  wise  man  when  approaching  a  limit 
in  his  career  would  turn  his  attention 
to  and  consider  what  he  would  do  when 
that  limit  was  reached.     Similarly,  I 
think  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  consider 
what  is  to  be  done  when  we  have  reached 
the  full  Establishment.     We  are  still 
deficient  20,000 ;  but  there  is  a  notice- 
able deficiency  in  certain  branches,  such 
as  the  Submarine  Mining  Corps  and  the 
Garrison  Artillery,  and  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  before  we  reach  the  fuU 
limit  of  250,000  men  we  should  com- 
plete  in  directions  that  are    speciallj 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
The  Volunteers  have  been  recruited  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,   and  they 
have  shown  great  patriotism  and  loyalty, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  that  patriotiaa 
and  loyalty  will  be  damped  or  fail  them 
when  the  Military  Authorities  ask  theia 
to  do  that  which  is  necessary  for  the  d^ 
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fenoe  of  the  country.  But  it  has  not  heen 
oontemplated  to  reduce  the  Volunteer 
Foroee,  and  I  did  not  suggest  that  it 
had.  Indeed,  I  may  tell  the  noble  Earl 
that  in  the  mobilization  scheme  a  most 
important  part  has  been  assigned  to  the 
Volunteers.  I  may  repeat  that,  as  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  not  the  slightest  idea 
of  reducing  the  number  of  the  Volun- 
teers. But  we  are  anxious  that  in  any 
increases  that  may  be  made,  they  should 
be  in  a  direction  that  shall  be  of  the 
greatest  use  to  the  country.  We  fully 
recognise  the  great  yalue  of  the  Force, 
and  are  extremely  desirous  that  if  the 
time  should  ever  come  when  they  should 
be  wanted,  they  shall  be  in  as  efficient  a 
state  as  possible.  The  noble  Earl  below 
the  Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough) 
referred  to  the  reduction  of  the  Staff  ap- 
pointments at  Gibraltar  and  Aldershot. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  these  matters  hare 
been  carefully  considered,  and  that  the 
Authorities  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
these  reductions  could  be  made.  With 
regard  to  the  reductions  which  he  sug- 
gwts  on  the  Ciril  side  of  the  War  Office, 
I  can  only  remind  him  that  there  is  a 
Commission  sitting  now  to  inquire  into 
Departmental  administration,  and  it 
would  be  better  to  wait  for  the  Beport 
of  that  Commission  than  to  rest  on  any 
remarks  from  me,  who  have  had  but  a 
short  experience  of  the  Department.  In 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Earl  as  to  the  armament  of  the  coaling 
stations,  I  wish  I  could  give  him  a  fuller 
reply.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  a  short 
time  I  shall  be  able  to  go  into  more 
details ;  but  for  the  present  I  will  simply 
say  that  we  are  proceeding  as  fast  as  we 
can,  and  we  are  spending  all  the  money 
that  has  been  granted  to  us  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  delay  has  no  doubt  occurred 
owing  to  the  longer  time  which  it  now 
takes,  owing  to  the  greater  mathematical 
precision  required,  to  make  the  requi- 
site ffuns  and  emplacement.  It  will  be 
fonna  that  this  year's  Estimates  will 
contain  provisions  for  continuing  what 
has  been  done.  In  some  cases  the  arma- 
ments are  being  completed  as  quickly  as 
possible,  and  that  is  particularly  so  in 
the  case  of  Singapore. 

Ihb  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  consider 
that  the  course  which  he  had  taken  had 
been  justified,  for  he  had  elicited  some 
valuable  declarations  from  his  noble 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 


for  War.  It  appeared,  from  the  speech 
delivered  yesterday  in  the  other  House 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  that  what  he  con- 
sidered two  years  ago  safe  and  judicious 
to  do  in  order  to  increase  our  Imperial 
defences,  he  no  longer  thought  judicious 
now  that  he  was  out  of  office.  With 
reference  to  the  argument  that  the  War 
Office  authorities  were  waiting  for  the 
best  repeating  rifle,  he  would  observe 
that  that  was  just  the  sort  of  argument 
that  might  have  been  used  by  the 
Austrians  before  Sadowa.  He  held 
that  it  was  better  to  have  an  inferior 
repeater  than  none  at  all. 

Eael  QKANVILLE  said,  he  fully 
concurred  in  the  statement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook)  as  to  the  Votes  for  the 
Coaling  Stations  having  been  proposed 
by  Idx.  Gladstone's  recent  Adminis- 
trations. The  Government,  he  thought, 
however,  had,  for  very  good  reasons, 
declined  to  be  party  to  abandoning  the 
further  expenditure  upon  these  sta- 
tions ;  but  he  might  go  farther  and  say 
that  the  proposals  originated  out  of 
arrangements  with  the  Colonies  which 
would  make  it  exceedingly  difficult  to 
stop  the  expenditure,  and,  particularly 
after  the  Votes  in  Parliament,  to  now 
entirely  repudiate  them. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
the  two  noble  Earls  (Earl  Granville  and 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  took  credit  to 
Mr.  Gladstone  for  initiating  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  Coaling  Stations ;  but  Mr. 
Gladstone  himself  now  rather  approved 
of  the  resistance  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  further  expenditure 
on  them,  and  considered  his  action  was 
wise  and  judicious.  No  doubt,  when 
his  own  Government  decided  to  con- 
struct stations,  or  to  spend  money  in 
defending  them,  he  thought  that  also 
wise  and  judicious. 

Ejlel  GEANVILLE :  The  noble  Earl 
seems  to  think  that  the  members  of  the 
late  Gt)vernment  are  determined  to 
oppose  a  Vote  of  money  to  which  they 
agreed  when  in  power.  I  wish  to 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  he  is  wrong 
in  thinking  this.  I  did  not  hear  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech.  Indeed,  I  was  en- 
gaged in  receiving  a  severe  lecture  from 
one  of  the  dearest  and  kindest  friends 
(Lord  Selbome)  I  ever  had.  I  have 
read  the  speech,  however,  and  I  gather 
from  it  that,  although  Mr.  Gladstone 
spoke  very  strongly  in  favour  of  eco- 
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there  is  no  foundation  for  the  assertion 
that  there  have  been  organized  attempts 
to  incite  the  tenants  to  combine  against 
the  folfihnent  of  their  legal  obligations 
to  the  landlords.  I  believe  that  there  has 
been  no  combination  among  the  Irish 
Members,  or  on  the  part  of  any  organiza- 
tion in  Ireland,  to  incite  the  tenants  to 
refuse  to  fulfil  their  legal  obligations.  I 
believe,  also,  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
badly  advised  in  stating  that  she  wishes 
this  House  of  Parliament  to  introduce 
any  measure  of  coercion  in  Ireland.  The 
ooeroion,  if  any  is  to  be  applied,  should 
be  applied  to  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle,  and  those  officials  under  British 
rule  who  tyrannize  over  the  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  in  Ireland,  who  pack 
juries,  and  send  subjects  into  penal 
servitude  who  are  innocent  of  the  crimes 
laid  to  their  charge.  Not  only  am  I  of 
opinion  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
badly  advised,  but  I  believe  that  the 
Government  will  know  it  before  long. 
It  is  not  the  first  time  that  a  Tory 
Oovemment  has  advised  Her  Majesty 
wrongly  in  relation  to  Ireland.  They 
are  out  of  sympathy  with  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  they  are 
in  sympathy  and  harmony  with  the 
oppressors  of  the  Irish  people:  They 
are  trying  to  get  for  the  landlords  the 
best  bargain  they  can  possibly  make, 
and  at  the  present  moment  they  are  using 
the  forces  of  Her  Majesty  to  keep  up 
the  land  at  a  fictitious  value  in  order 
that  they  may  enable  their  friends,  the 
Irish  landlords,  to  retire  with  flying 
colours  and  full  pockets.  But  they  are 
counting  without  their  host.  The  Irish 
people  to-day  have  friends ;  they  have 
advisers  and  counsellors  who  will  not 
allow  the  Oovemment  to  play  into  the 
hands  of  their  enemies  in  the  manner  in 
which,  perhaps,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment desire.  No  doubt  before  long  we 
shall  have  some  grand  scheme  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  I  think  it  is  fore- 
shadowed in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
When  the  Government  find  that  they 
are  unable  to  maintain  the  rents  in 
Ireland  at  a  fictitious  value  by  other 
means,  they  resort  to  the  old  methods  of 
ooeroion.  They  prosecute  the  advisers 
of  the  Irish  people,  put  them  in  prison 
under  a  Peace  Preservation  Act,  and  pro- 
secute them  under  some  special  Statute 
which  provides  some  hasty  and  obsolete 
means  of  dealing  with  them.  We  are  asked 
now  to  furnish  Her  Maj  esty's  Government 
with  means  for  removing  the  advisers  of 
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the  Irish  people,  who  now  stand  between 
them  and  the  landlords,  in  order,  as  I 
have  said,  to  sustain  the  rents  at  a 
fictitious  value,  so  that  they  may  retire 
the  old  garrison  before  they  create 
a  new  one,  with  flying  colours  and  full 
pockets.  The  Irish  landlords  have  been 
for  a  long  time  in  the  occupation  of  the 
country,  and  now»  like  a  retiring  army, 
they  are  endeavouring  to  lay  waste  the 
land  as  they  retire.  They  are  seeking 
to  devastate  the  country,  but  we  will  not 
allow  them  if  we  can  prevent  it.  On 
the  contrary,  we  desire  to  hasten  their 
retirement,  so  that  they  shall  have  no 
time  to  carry  out  their  work  of  devasta- 
tion. I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  point 
out  to  the  Government  the  mistakes 
they  have  made  in  the  advice  they  have 
given  to  Her  Majesty  in  the  Boyal 
Speech  which  was  made  to-day  from 
the  Throne.  I  believe  that  a  grave 
mistsike  has  been  committed ;  and  what- 
ever course  is  before  us,  whether  it  be 
coercion  or  conciliation,  we  are  prepared 
for  any  fate  in  store  for  us,  and  are 
resolved  to  stand  by  the  people,  no 
matter  what  the  consequences  may  be. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.):  Some 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  touched  upon  what  is  called  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Now,  I  maintain 
that  the  Government  have  had  at  their 
disposal  a  devastating  army,  and  that 
that  devastating  army  has  not  con- 
fined its  operations  to  what  are  called 
the  rebel  and  disaffected  portion  of  the 
Irish  people.  I  know  of  my  own  know- 
ledge that  what  has  been  termed  the 
English  garrison  in  Ulster  has  suflTered 
as  much,  and  perhaps  more,  from  the 
ruffianism  of  landlordism  as  any  other 
Province.  I  know  something  of  Ulster. 
I  remember  when,  in  North  Armagh, 
Lord  Lurgan  cleared  out  100  families  in 
one  locality,  and  for  what  purpose  ? — in 
order  to  make  a  run  for  dogs.  And  yet 
this  arbitrary  course  of  procedure  was 
resorted  to  in  the  case  of  the  men  who, 
whenever  the  Empire  is  in  danger,  are 
to  rush  to  the  front  and  defend  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire.  They  were  sup- 
posed to  be  Loyalists  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  word,  and  yet  Lord  Lurgan  swept 
them  off  in  droves  like  cattle.  That  u 
the  estimate  in  which  the  Loyalists  of 
Ulster  are  held  by  one  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords. They  have  not  been  treated  in 
any  degree  better  than  the  rebeb  and 
disaffected,  as  they  are  called.  I  know, 
of  my  own  knowledge,  that  during  laat 
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winter,  in  that  part  of  the  county  of 
Armagh  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  tenants  in  what  are  called 
the  Nationalist  districts  got  a  reduction 
of  rent  from  25  to  30  per  cent,  but  no 
such  reduction  was  made  in  the  Loyalist 
districts.  I  commend  this  fact  to  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity 
of  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell),  who  must  often 
have  heard  of  the  Protestant  garrison  of 
Ulster  for  the  defence  of  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  and  of  the  Grown.  It  would  be 
much  more  proper  to  speak  of  it  as  the 
defence  of  the  landlords'  half-crowns.  We 
are  not  told  much  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
landlords ;  and  in  a  time  of  emergency, 
judging  from  the  past,  the  landlords,  as 
a  class,  are  not  the  men  who  would  be 
prepared  to  stand  in  the  breach.  In- 
deed, we  have  been  told  by  The  Times 
that  in  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War 
2,000  aristocratic  cowards  laid  down 
their  arms ;  and  I,  for  one,  certainly  do 
not  regard  such  men  as  the  defenders  of 
their  country.  I  have  thought  it  right 
to  intervene  in  this  debate  because  I 
have  heard  so  often,  both  in  and  out  of 
Parliament,  that  the  Irish  garrison  of 
TJlater  is  to  maintain  the  country  for 
England.  My  belief  is  that  the  Loyalist 
garrison  of  the  North  would  be  the 
worst  enemies  of  the  country,  and  that 
it  would  fill  it  with  combustible  ma- 
terials. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) has,  to  a  larg^  extent,  bridged  over 
the  differences  between  England  and  the 
Irish  people.  He  has  endeavoured  to 
create  a  real  union  between  the  two 

Eeoples;  and  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
y  the  men  who  now  call  themselves 
Unionists,  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  that  more  than  100  years  ago, 
at  the  time  when  the  Americans  wanted 
to  rule  themselves.  Lord  North  and  his 
Party  said  they  would  not  tolerate  any 
disruption  of  the  Union.  What  was  the 
result  of  their  refusal  to  concede  right 
and  j  ustice  to  the  American  people  ?  I 
Have  myself  seen,  on  the  Ohesapeake 
and  Potomac,  the  Stars  and  Stripes 
wavinff  where  the  British  Flag  might 
have  been  floating  to  the  present  day. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  the  Liberals  who  follow  him  have 
no  intention,  certainly,  of  adopting  a 
policy  which,  in  the  case  of  America, 
threw  away  a  Oolony  of  the  Crown.  At 
the  present  moment  you  have  a  difficulty 
with  the  American  people.  You  have 
the  Canadian  Fishery  Question  at  issue 


with  the  very  people  from  whom  yon 
separated,  and  whom,  if  you  had  not 
separated  from  them,  you  might  have 
had  some  share  in  ruling.  Taking  the 
advice  of  the  Unionists  of  those  days 
you  threw  away  all  your  chance.  You 
may  possibly  have  a  war  now,  for 
the  United  States  are  not  likely  to. 
submit  tamely  to  the  piratical  acts 
of  Canada.  If  you  were  not  able  to 
contend  with  them  100  years  ago,  or 
in  1812  or  1814,  you  may  not  fare 
much  better  in  these  days.  Surely  the 
sympathy  of  the  Irish  people  in  any 
European  or  American  complication  is 
worth  consideration,  and  it  may  be  far 
more  worth  your  while  to  have  the  good- 
will of  the  Irish  people  by  allowing 
them  to  rule  themselves  than  to  have 
them  ruled  by  bad  landlords,  and  dis- 
affected towards  your  rule  when  a  time 
of  difficulty  arises.  The  landlord  class 
may  collect  their  rents,  because  they  are 
Justices  of  the  Peace  and  judges  in 
their  own  Cause;  they  have  control  of 
the  Sheriffs  and  bailiffs  who  execute  the 
law;  they  empanel  the  Grand  Juries, 
and  form  the  Visiting  Committees  of 
the  gaols.  In  addition,  they  are  ex, 
officio  Poor  Law  Guardians,  equal  in 
number  to  the  whole  of  the  elected 
Guardians.  They  can  sit  on  more  than 
one  Board;  and  in  the  county  of  Ar« 
magh,  although  you  may  find  different 
Boards,  they  are  always  the  same  men. 
The  law  as  it  now  exists  enables  them 
to  oppress  the  people,  and  it  is  put  in 
force  by  such  men  as  Judge  Lawson  and 
Prince  Edward  of  Saxe- Weimar,  a  Ger- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  has  such  con« 
tempt  for  the  law  in  Ireland  that  he 
anticipates  the  judgment  of  the  Courts 
and  sends  down  his  emissaries  to  seize 
the  money  of  the  people  on  the  around 
that  they  have  incurred  legal  liabilities 
to  the  landlords,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  no  writ  has  been  issued  or 
judgment  delivered.  Before  any  judg- 
ment is  got  at  all  the  Chief  Secretary 
directs  a  number  of  policemen  to  g^ 
down  and  throttle  one  of  my  hon.  Col- 
leagues, so  that  they  may  wrest  the 
tenant's  money  out  of  his  hands.  The 
magistrates  themselves  have  so  much 
contempt  for  the  Judges  that  they 
do  not  wait  for  the  ordinary  operations 
of  the  law,  but  direct  the  seizure  of 
money  which  never  belonged  to  them. 
I  can  understand  the  Chief  Secretary 
sending  down  to  seize  this  money  if  a 
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nomj,  as  he  always  does,  he  expressly 
guarded  himself  from  giving  an  opinion 
on  any  particular  point. 

pbobation  of  fibst  offendebs  bill 

[h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  permit  the  conditional  release  of 
first  offenders  upon  probation  in  certain  cases 
— W&spresMted  by  the  Earl  of  Belmore;  read 
la.  (No.  3). 

CHBISTOHTJBCH    (SOUTHAMPTON)   CHABTEB 
(COBBECTION  OF  EBROB)   BILL   [h.L."] 

A  Bill  to  correct  an  error  in  the  charter  of 
incorporation  g^nted  to  the  borough  of  Ghrist- 
churdi,  in  the  county  of  Southampton — Was 
preiented  by  the  Lord  President;  read  la. 
(No.  4). 

women's  suffbage  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  extending  the  right  of  Toting 
at  Parliamentary  elections  to  duly  qualified 
"women — Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Denman ; 
read  la.  (No.  6). 

House  adjourned  at  half   past  Five 

o'clock  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven 

o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  2%th  January,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— -Fo>-  Sligo 
(Southern  Division),  v,  Thomas  Sexton, 
esquire,  who,  having  been  returned  as  a  Mem- 
ber for  the  said  County  of  Sligo  (Southern 
Division),  and  also  for  the  Borough  of  Belfast 
(Western  Division),  has  elected  to  sit  for  the 
Borough  of  Belfast  (Western  Division). 

New  Member  Swork — ^Kalph  Neville,  esquire, 
for  iiverpool  (Exchange  Division). 

Public  Bills  —  Retolutione  in  Committee  — 
Ofdered-^  Firet  Beading  —  Herb  and  Qinger 
Beer  Makers*  Licence  *  [161 ;  Burial  Grounds* 
[18];  Truck  Law  Amendment  Bill*  [21]; 
Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland )  *  [22] : 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ulster)  *  [33J ; 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance  * 
[44];  Religious  Prosecutions  Abolition*  [84]; 
;u£EVagans*  Nomination*  [102];  Oaths* 
[104];  Truck*  [109]. 

Ordered — Firet  heading  —  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  (Ireland)  [1];  Arbitration  of 
Poor  Law  Questions  (Scotland)*  [2];  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment*  [31; 
Hares  Preservation  •  [4] ;  Places  of  Worship 
(Sites)*  [6]:  Fnendly  SocieUes  Act  (1875) 
Amendment*  [6];  Agricultural  Tenants 
(Ireland)  Relief*  [7];  Limited  Owners  (Scot- 
land)* [81;  Returning  Officers*  Expenses 
(Scotland)^  I9J;  Landf  Law  (Ireland)  Act 
(1881)  Amendment  (No.  2)  *ri0] ;  Ecclesias- 
ileal  Assessments  (Scotland)*  [11];  County 
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Oovemment  (Ireland)*  [12];  Personal  Pro- 
perty (Exemption  from  Sale)*  [13];   Poor 
Law    Gt^ardians  (Ireland)*  [14];   Theatres 
(Metropolis)  •  J 16] ;    Police  Force  Enfran- 
chisement* [17] ;  Land  Tenure  (Scotland)* 
[19]:  Friendlv  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment *  [20] ;  Mining  Royalties  *  [23]  ;  Muni- 
cipal franchise  (Ireland)  *  [24];  Luid  Law 
(Wales)*    [251;     Leaseholds   (Facilities   of 
Purchase  ox  Fee  Simple)  *  [26] ;  Criminal 
Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  *  \2T]\  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  *  [28] ;   School 
Board  for  London  (Pensions)  *  [29] ;  Houses 
in  Towns  (Ireland)  *  [30] :  Accumulations* 
[31];   Parliamentary  Elections*  [32];  Jus- 
tices of  Peace  •  [34] ;  Police  Constables*  Pen- 
sions *  [35]  ;  National  School  Teachers  (Ire- 
land)* [36];   Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)* 
[37]  ;     Employers'     LiabUity    Act    (1880) 
Amendment*  [38];   Coal  Mines  Regulation 
Act  (1872)  Amendment*  [39];  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  *  [40] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors    on  Sunday  *    [41] ;    Small    Debts 
(Scotland)*  [42];    Registration  of  Voters* 
[43];  Workmen's  Certificates*  [45];    Beer 
Adulteration*  [46];    University  Education 
(Ireland)  *  [471;   Butter  Substitutes*  [481; 
Elementary  Education  (Evening  Schools)* 
[49];  Technical  Education  (Ireland)*  [501; 
Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  *  [51] ;  Crof- 
ters (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  *  [52]; 
Church  Sites  (Compulsory  Powers  Repeal)  * 
r53] ;  Fisheries  (Ireland)  *  [54] ;  Housing  of 
Working  Classes  *  [55] ;  Technical  Education 
(Day  Schools)*  [56];    Piers  and  Harbours 
(Ireland)*    [57];   Quarries?    [58];    School 
Board   Elections    (ScotUnd)  *  [59] ;    AUot- 
ments  of  Land  *  [60] ;  Vestrymen's  Qualifi- 
cation* [61] ;  Pau|>er  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) (Superannuation)  *  [62] ;  Settled  Liand 
Acts  *  [63] ;  Tobacco  Cultivation  (Ireland)  * 
[64] ;  Land  Law  (Ireland)Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment (No.   3)  *  [65]  ;    Fairs  and  Markets 
f Ireland)  *  [66] ;  Leasehold  Enfranchisement 
(by  Purchase  or  Rent-charge)  *  r671 ;  Port 
and  Harbour  Authorities  (Ireland)  *  [68] ; 
Bankruptcy  Court  (Belfast)  *  [69] ;  Market 
Tolls  (Ireland)*  [70];  Voters'  Qualifioatioo 
and  Parliamentary  Elections*  [71];    Offica 
under  the  Crown  (Vacating  of  Seats)  *  [72] ; 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment*   [73]; 'Belfast    Oovemment*    [74]; 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Closing  of  Pabbo 
Houses)*   [75];    Merchant    Shipping     Act 
(1854)  Amendment*  [76];  Municipal  Elec- 
tions (Scotland)  (Corrupt  Practices)  •  [77] ; 
Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  *  [78] ;  Educa- 
tion  (Scotland)    Acts    Amendment*    [79] ; 
Open  Spaces  (Dublin)  *  [801 ;  Police  Force 
Enfranchisement  (No.  2)*  [81];  Metropolis 
Government  *  [82] ;  Leaseholds  (Purchase  of 
Freeholds)  *  [83] ;  High  Sheriff  Disqnalifi- 
cation  (Ireland)*  [85];    Friendly  Sodotiea 
(Transmission  of  Money)  *  [86];  AgrioiUtiiral 
Holdings  *  [87] ;  Bankruptcy  (County  Courts) 
(Ireland)  *    [88]  ;    Electric    Lighting    Act 
(1882)  Amendment*    [89];   Justice  of  the 
Peace  Qualification  (Abolition)*  [90];  Com 
Sales  *  [91] ;    Assistant  County    Surveyors 
f Ireland)*    [921;    Agricultural    Labourers* 
Wages*  [93];  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)*  [94]; 
Boer   Adulteration    (No.   2)*  [95];    Steam 
Boilers* [96];  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Ltqoon 
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on  SunJay*  [97];  Parliamentary  Eloclions 
(Corrupt  Practicesj  Acts  Amendment*  [98]; 
Early  Closing*  [99] ;  Crofters*  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  (No.  2)* 
[100]  ;  Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment  •  [101] ;  Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) •  [103];  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment  • 
riOoJ;  School  Fees  (Non-Paupers)*  [106]; 
Private  Bill  Legislation  •  [107] ;  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Fire  Brigade  Expenses)  • 
[108];  Trees  (Ireland)*  [110];  Sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors  on  Saturday  (Ireland)  * 
1 1 11];  Small  Holdings*  [112];  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment  (No.  4)* 
113];  Fishings,  &c  Valuation  (Scotland)* 
1141;  Free  Libraries  Acts  Consolidation* 
[1 15];  Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pensions)* 
[116];  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
(Theatres,  &c.)*  [117];  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Acts  Amendment*  [118];  Felonious 
Use  of  Firearms  *  [1 19| ;  Shipwreck  *  [1 20] ; 
Public  Trustee  *  [1211;  Free  Librarfes  Acts 
Amondroont*  [122];  Primogeniture  *  [123]  ; 
Bankruptcy  Courts  (Ireland)  *  [124];  Solici- 
tors* Annual  Certificate  Duty*  [125]  ;  Hail- 
way  Regulation*  [126]. 

QUESTIONS. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)-MILITARY  OCCU- 
PATION OF  THE  RUBY  MINES. 
Me.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
8toD)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  that  the  Buby  Mines  in  Upper 
Burmah  have  been  taken  possession  of 
ly  British  Troops;  ivhether  the  mines 
have  been  leased,  or  are  about  to  bo 
leased,  to  a  London  jeweller,  at  an  an- 
nual rental  of  £30,000 ;  and,  if  so,  who 
is  to  receive  such  rent;  who  were  the 
former  owners  of  the  mines;  whether 
force  was  employed  to  obtain  possession 
of  the  mines;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
former  owners  will  be  compensated ; 
and,  whether  any  guarantee  has  been 
given  to  the  leaseholder  of  the  mines 
for  their  peaceable  possession ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  British  Troops  or  the  Native 
Police  are  to  be  employed  for  that  pur- 
pose? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  dis- 
trict of  Upper  Burmah,  in  which  the  Ruby 
Mines  are  situated,  has  been  occupied 
by  Her  Majesty's  Forces  without  oppo- 
sition. The  mines  have  not  been  leased 
by  the  Qovernment  of  India  to  anybody. 
If  they  were  so  leased  the  rent  received 
would  form  part  of  the  Revenues  of 
India.  The  Kings  of  Upper  Burmah 
claimed  to  be  the  owners  of  the  mines. 
li  has  been  alleged,  however,  that  their 
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riglits  were  subject  to  certain  rights 
vested  in  the  inhabitants  or  headmen  of 
the  villages  in  the  Ruby  region.  These 
alleged  rights  are  now  being  investi- 
gated  on  the  spot,  and  no  disposition  - 
will  be  made  of  the  mines  until  they 
have  been  ascertained  and  defined.  No 
person  has  been  dispossessed  by  force 
of  any  right  of  property  in  the  Ruby 
Mines,  except  King  Theebaw,  whom  it  is 
not  intended  to  compensate.  As  there 
is  no  leaseholder  of  the  mines,  the  ques- 
tion of  guarantee  has  not  yet  arisen. 

THE  TREASUKY  AND   THE   BANK  OF 

ENGLAND. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
What  sum  is  paid  annually  to  the  Bank 
of  England  for  the  safe  custody  of  Qo- 
vernment moneys ;  whether  an  intima- 
tion was  given  by  the  Bank  to  the 
various  Public  Departments  that  they 
could  not  collect  tliese  moneys  on  the 
9th  day  of  November  1886  (otherwise  . 
known  as  Lqrd  Mayor's  Day),  on  account 
of  a  projected  Socialist  procession ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  took  any  steps 
to  enforce  fulfilment  of  agreement  on 
the  part  of  the  Bank  of  England  ? 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
hon.  Member's  Question  seems  to  be 
framed  on  a  misapprehension.  There 
is  no  sum  paid  annually  to  the  Bank  of 
England  for  the  safe  custody  of  Qovern- 
ment moneys.  The  only  payment  made 
to  the  Bank  is  in  respect  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Debt — a  payment  which  is 
made  at  a  rate  fixed  by  Parliament — 
all  other  banking  business  for  the  Go- 
vernment being  undertaken  according 
to  the  custom  of  bankers  without  direct 
remuneration.  On  the  ^th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1884,  the  cab  containing  the  col- 
lection from  Somerset  House  was  placed 
in  danger  of  being  overturned  by  reason 
of  the  crowd.  Since  then  it  had  been 
deemed  more  prudent  not  to  attempt 
the  collection  on  Lord  Mayor's  Day,  ac- 
cording to  the  agreement  with  the  autho- 
rities at  Somerset  House.  No  special 
intimation  was  given  by  the  Bank  to 
those  authorities  on  November  9,  1886. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FOROES)-.THE 

VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION 

COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of ' 
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State  for  War,  If  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  appointed  by  his  Predecessor 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  have  presented  their 
Beport ;  if  they  recommend  any  increase 
in  the  Capitation  Grant ;  and,  if  he  has 
come  to  any  conclusion  thereon  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  oi  STATE  (^Fr. 
E.  SfANnoPE)  (Lincolnshire,  Horneastle) : 
Yei»,  Sir;  the  Volunteer  Capitation  Com- 
mittee have  presented  their  Iteport,  and 
it  contains  a  recommendation  for  the  in- 
crease under  certain  conditions  of  the 
Capitation  Grant.  It  only  bears  date 
the  1 1th  of  January,  and  I  have  not  yet 
had  time  to  give  to  all  its  recommenda- 
tions the  attention  which  they  deserve. 
But  I  propose  to  lay  the  Report  on  the 
Table,  in  order  that  mv  hon.  Friend 
and  others  who  take  an  interest  m  it 
may  have  it  in  their  hands  before 
the  time  comes  for  discussing  it; 
and  I  hope  before  long  to  be  able 
to  state  my  decision  on  the  whole  sub- 
ject. 

ADMIRALTY-ACCOUNTANT  GENE. 
RAL8  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  BUET  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  state 
the  reason  for  the  extraordinary  delay 
in  issuing  the  Beturn  relating  to  the 
Admiralty  (Accountant  General's  De- 
partment), which  was  ordered  on  the 
4th  March  last;  and,  when  the  paper  is 
likely  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qeokgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  (who 
replied)  saia:  The  Return  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  printer,  and  will  be  pre- 
sented at  the  beginning  of  next  week. 
The  delay  was  caused  by  the  extraordi- 
nary nature  of  the  Return,  for  the  Ac- 
countant General  informs  me  that  the 
additional  work  thrown  on  the  branch 
of  the  Department  caused  by  the  pre- 
paration of  a  Return  of  this  magnitude 
can  hardly  be  over-estimated.  It  was 
necessary  to  abstract  from  the  salary 
registers  for  33  years  the  amounts 
actually  paid  to  each  individual  of  the 
Accountant  General's  Department,  as 
well  as  every  increase  or  decrease  in 
number  of  salaries,  and  the  authorities 
for  the  changes.  Notwithstanding  the 
time,  trouble,  and  money  spent  on  this 
Return,  I  fear  it  will  be  of  no  public 
utility. 

J/r,  Howard  F^'ncfnf 


THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS -NON- 
REPRESENTATIVE   BODIES. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  changes  in  the 
electoral  basis  of  the  country,  s^me  re- 
presentation of  tho  interests  hitherto 
neglected  will  bo  appointed  on  the 
Charity  Commission,  and  other  nomi- 
nated bodies  dealing  with  great  public 
questions  and  public  moneys,  to  adapt 
such  non-i  opresentative  bodies  to  the 
altered  circumstances  as  regards  tlie  ap- 
plication of  the  principle  of  representa- 
tion? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitu)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Charity  Commissioners  are  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  interobts  with  which  the  Commis- 
sioners have  in  any  way  to  deal  have 
been  neglected.  Three  of  tho  Commis- 
sioners hold  permanent  and  three  tem- 
porary appointments.  With  regard  to 
*' other  nominated  bodies,"  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  put  his  Question 
into  more  definite  language,  and  to  state 
what  particular  bodies  are  referred  to, 
and  what  interests  are  neglected. 

MARRIAGE  LAW— ENGLAND  AND 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  where  one  of  two  parties  in- 
tending to  marry  resides  in  England  and 
^he  other  in  Scotland,  they  may  marry 
m  England  upon  production  of  a  certifi- 
cate of  proclamation  of  banns  in  t^oat- 
land,  but  that  there  is  no  similar  pro- 
vision enabling  them  to  marry  in  8coU 
land ;  and,  if  such  is  the  fact,  whether 
when  the  Bill  is  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  purpose  of  dispensing 
with  tlie  presence  of  the  Registrar  at 
the  celebration  of  marriages  in  Non- 
conformist places  of  worship,  or  at  some 
other  time,  he  proposes  to  authorize 
Superintendent  Registrars  of  districts 
in  England  to  issue  certificates  for  the 
celebration  of  such  marriages  in  Scot- 
land, or  otherwise  remove  the  anomaly  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macoonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  difficulty  has  ever  arisen  in 
reg^ard  to  banns  where  a  person  whose 
residence  is  in  England  desires  to  be 
married  in  Scotland  to  a  person  residio^ 
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there ;  but  I  sliall  make  inquiry,  and  I 
shall  feel  obliged  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  repeat  his  Question  next  Thurs- 
day. 

CANADA  AND  THE  UNITED  STATES  — 
THE  FISHERIES*  DISPUTES. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  lie  can, 
consistently  with  the  public  interests, 
state  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  taking  any  and  what  steps  to 
bring  about  a  speedy  settlement  of  the 
pending  Fisheries  Dispute  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  or,  if  he  can  hold  out  any 
hopes  that  such  a  settlement  will  be 
effected  ? 

Thr  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  My  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  in  tenour 
with  what  was  stated  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  last  night. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
continuously  in  correspondence  with 
the  Go?erument  of  the  United  States 
on  the  question  of  the  extent,  if 
any,  to  which  fishermen  from  the 
United  States  shall  be  permitted  to 
fi^h  in  Canadian  waters  and  to  enter 
Canadian  bays  and  harbours,  otherwise 
than  as  prescribed  by  the  Treaty  of 
1818,  all  subsequent  agreements  having 
lapsed.  The  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  the  fisheries  of  the  Dominion  are 
by  all  admissions  very  valuable.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  followed 
the  traditional  policy  of  successive  Ad- 
ministrations in  maintaining  the  rights 
of  the  Colonies,  with  a  desire  to  con- 
ciliate the  United  States.  Without  pur- 
suing the  course  of  the  negotiations,  I 
may  say  that  a  proposal  has  just  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Government  from  the 
Government  of  Canada,  which  is  under 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  which,  from  the  libe- 
rality of  its  character,  appears  likely  to 
contribute  materially  to  the  settlement 
of  the  disputes. 

EVICTIONS      (IHELAND)— THE    GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  T.  fry  (Darlington)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  has,  or  if  not,  if  he  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  the  further  burn- 
ing ana  levelling  of  cottages  at  Glen- 


beigh ;  and,  if  it  is  by  the  authority  of 
the  Government  that  General  Sir  Red- 
vers  Buller  has  endeavoured  to  obtain 
from  the  mortgagee  of  that  estate  very 
large  concessions  of  rent  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Higes-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
General  BuUer's  action  in  this  matter 
is  shown  in  the  correspondence  that 
has  been  published.  He  did  not 
interfere  at  all  until  70  ejectments 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff; 
and  he  was  thanked  by  both  sides  for 
aiding  in  effecting  an  agreement  which, 
if  kept  by  the  tenants,  would  have  pre- 
vented what  has  occurred.  Of  course, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  respon- 
sible for  his  action.  I  have  no  legal 
right,  and  therefore  no  power,  to  take 
the  steps  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  is  actuated  in  his 
interference  in  this  matter  by  the 
most  benevolent  of  motives ;  and  I 
hope  he  will  g^ve  me  credit  on  my  part 
for  being  quite  as  sorry  as  he  can  be  for 
any  suffering  inflicted  upon  these  poor 
people,  although  we  may  disagree  as  to 
the  cause  of  that  suffering.  Now,  I 
will  give  a  friendly  challenge  to  the  hon. 
Member.  There  is  but  one  real  remedy 
for  such  a  case  as  this.  It  is  to  remove 
these  people  from  this  poverty-stricken 
district. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
Shame  ! 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Dr.  TANNER:  Remove  the  land- 
lords. 

Mr.  T.  FRY:  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entitled  to  enter  upon  questions  of 
debate  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Removed  with  their  own  free  will  to 
some  other  place  in  Ireland. 

Da.  TANNER  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  Order.  I  ask  you  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  out  of 
Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  To 
some  other  place  in  Ireland,  or  else- 
where, where  they  can  live  in  real  pros- 
perity and  comfort. 

Dr.  tanner  :    Shame,  shame ! 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  fact  that  he  has  just  uttered 
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R  word  which  is  not  Parliamentary, 
lie  used  the  word  •'Shame.'*  It  is  a 
word  which  is  of  recent  use,  and  one 
which  is  becoming  frequent.  It  is  an 
oxprossion  which  ought  to  be  rigorously 
put  down.  With  the  authority  and 
sanction  of  the  House,  I  shall  propose 
for  the  future  to  take  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  fry  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether, 
in  aniwor  to  a  Question  of  this  kind, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  at  liberty 
to  f^  into  so  many  points  which  aro 
really  points  of  debate  ? 

Mr.  SP£.\KBR:  Unquestionably  in 
an  answer  to  a  Question  it  is  the  Ques- 
tion itself  that  has  to  be  answered,  and 
debate  is  not  permitted. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
All  I  wish  to  say  is  this — that  if  the 
hon.  Member  and  those  who  take  an 
interest  in  this  matter  should  desire  to 
promote  such  a  settlement,  I  shall  be 
most  delighted  to  give  them  all  the  aid 
in  my  power,  public  or  private,  tj  wards 
carrying  it  out. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HAHHINQTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  I  wish  to  know  whether  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  convey 
to  the  House  tliat  the  expression  of 
thanks  on  the  part  of  both  parties  given 
to  Sir  Bedvers  Duller  was  an  expression 
of  thanks  on  the  part  of  the  tenants 
whose  houses  were  levelled  and  burnt 
down  under  the  process  of  eviction  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  we  are 
to  understand  by  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  this  expression  of 
thanks  which  we  are  told  was  conveyed 
by  both  parties  to  Sir  Redvers  Duller 
was  conveyed  to  him  for  having  insti- 
gated and  advised  the  levelling  of  the 
tenants'  own  houses  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
The  expression  of  thanks  appears  in  the 
correspondence  to  which  I  refer,  and 
the  thanks  were  given  by  Mr.  Head  on 
the  side  of  the  landlords,  and  on  the 
side  of  the  tenants  by  Father  Quilter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.):  I  wish  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment a  very  simple  Question  arising  out 
of  this  matter.  It  is,  does  the  Govern- 
ment approve  of  the  action  of  Mr.  Winn 
and  his  agent  in  burning  these  people 
out  of  their  homes  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-DEACH :  It 
18  not  my  business  to  express  any  opinion 
whatever  on  the  subject. 

Ifr.  Speaker 


LAND  ACT  (IRELAND)-REPORT  OF 
THE  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  LEiA  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  When  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  Land  Act  will  be  ready  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEORET.\RY  (Sir 
MicuAEL  Hicks-Dbach)  (Dristol,  W.), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  statement  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  the  effect  that  the 
Roport  of  this  Commission  would  be 
shortly  ready  was  based  on  the  authority 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion ;  but  he  was  unable  to  say  at  what 
date  it  would  be  published. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS— TUB  RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  AVhen  the 
Returns  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
with  respect  to  judicial  rents  for  the 
months  of  September,  October,  Novem- 
ber, and  December,  18H6,  respectively, 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  f 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol  \V.\  in 
reply,  said,  he  was  unable  to  answor  the 
Question  at  present.  He  had  communi- 
cated with  the  Land  Commission  on  the 
subject,  but  had  got  no  reply  yet. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-THE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the 
Returns  of  Evictions  in  Ireland  for  the 
three  months  ended  30th  September, 
1886,  and  Gist  December,  1886,  respcc- 
tirely,  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Returns  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  printers. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Qcntleman  would  undertake  that 
this  information  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  before  ho 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  of 
which  ho  had  given  Notice  yesterday  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH: 
Which  information  f 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  The  information 
referred  to  in  these  two  Questions. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Tho  Returns  will  be  certainly  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  of  the  Hou90 
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DISPENSARY    DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)— 

MOHIGEELA. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  8e<a*etaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Kilna- 
niartyna  section  of  the  Mohigeela  dis- 
pensary district  contains  seventeen 
townlands,  vith  a  population  of  600 
persons ;  whether  the  distances  which 
uiust  bo  travelled  by  the  sick  poor  are 
considerable ;  whether  four  and  five  miles 
has  often  to  be  walked  by  the  suffering 
poor ;  and,  whether  he  will  recommend 
that  the  local  dispensary  doctor  shall 
visit  the  Kilnamartyna  station  in  the 
Mohigeela  dispensary  district  upon  two 
days  in  the  week  ?  The  hon.  Member 
also  expressed  his  regret  that  the  names 
of  the  localities  had  been  massacred  by 
the  printer. 

Tbb  CHIEF  SEOBETARY  (Sir 
IfiCHAEL  Hicks-Bsach)  (BHstol,  W.), 
in  reply,  said,  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member,  and  also  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  to  be  good  enough,  when  they 
wished  to  ask  Questions  relating  to 
matters  of  local  details  like  this,  to  give 
him  a  few  days'  Notice.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible  for  him  otherwise  to 
reply  to  the  Questions. 

THE  BELFAST  RIOTS— THE  REPORT  OF 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION, 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
tho  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Qovern- 
ment  intend  to  found  a  Bill  upon  the 
recommendations  made  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  C/ommission  on  the  Belfast 
Riots ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  say 
when  the  Bill  will  be  brought  in  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  HicKS-BfACH)  (Bristol,  W.),  in 
reply,  said,  tho  Report  was  only  pre- 
sented to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  few 
days  ago,  and  it  was  only  the  Report  of 
four  out  of  the  five  Commissioners.  The 
Report  of  the  dissenting  Commissioner 
haa  not  yet  been  sent  in ;  and,  of  coursoi 
it  would  be  premature  for  him  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to  express  any 
opinion  as  to  what  should  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

Mn.  SEXTON:  Has  the  dissenting 
Commissioner  stated  that  ho  would  send 
ih  an  independent  Report  ? 


Sir  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH  : 
Yes;  ho  has  written  to  say  that  he 
would  do  so. 

MINES    REGULATION    ACT— LEGISLA 

TION. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  tho  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  Government  intend 
to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to  amend 
the  Mines  Rogulation  Act  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
paid,  it  was  tho  intention  of  the 
Government  to  introduce  such  a  JBill 
very  shortly.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  permit  him  to  say  ^o,  ho  should 
be  very  glad  if  he  would  allow  him  to 
communicate  with  him  and  show  him 
the  Bill  before  the  second  reading  in 
order  to  receive  any  suggestion  he  might 
have  to  make. 

THE  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER—TIME OF  TAKING  SEAT  IN 
THIS  HOUSE. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton^ : 
As  I  am  anxious  to  asK  an  important 
financial  Question,  perhaps  the  Firet 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  be  good 
enough  to  tell  me  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  likely  to  be  in  his 
place  f 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  given 
me  any  information  on  the  subject. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 

ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER  TO   HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [sECOND  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  tho  task  he  had  to  dischargo 
was  an  easy  one,  because  he  belieyed 
the  cause  he  had  to  plead  was  a  ju^t 
one,  and  becauso  he  had  inyariably  ex- 
perienced great  indulgence  from  ail 
quarters  of  the  House  when  ho  had  ad- 
dressed it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  would  admit  that  he 
had  every  reason  to  desire  the  happiness, 
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the  peace,  and  the  prosperity  of  his  | 
native  land.  He  had  the  honour  to  be 
an  Irishman,  and  he  had  the  misfortune 
to  be  an  Irish  landlord.  As  an  Irish- 
man he  wished  to  see  Ireland  peaceful 
and  happy;  and  as  an  Irish  landlord, 
from  his  desire  to  be  in  prosperous  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  would  beliere 
that  it  was  to  his  interests  that  Ireland 
should  be  happy,  rich,  and  contented. 
At  present  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  none 
of  these  adjectires  applied  to  Ireland ; 
the  country  was  again  in  a  crisis.  Un- 
happily, they  were  accustomed  to  go 
through  crises  from  time  to  time  in  Ire- 
land, and  now  a  crisis  in  that  country 
had  become  the  rule  and  not  the  excep- 
tion. But  crises  in  Ireland  varied  very 
considerably  in  their  nature  and  charac- 
ter.. There  was  the  crisis  of  famine,  due 
to  climatic  influences,  perhaps  the  most 
terrible  of  all ;  then  there  was  that  crisis 
which  appeared  to  be  of  a  spontaneous 
character,  and  which  manifested  itself 
from  time  to  time|in  crime  and  outrage, 
showing  that  under  the  surface  of  Irish 
society  there  was  a  smouldering  fire 
ready  at  the  first  opportunity  to  break 
forth.  But  there  was  a  third  kind  of 
crisis — a  manufactured  crisis,  and  that 
was  the  nature  of  the  crisis  from  which 
Ireland  was  now  suffering.  Some  years 
ago— in  1881  and  1882 — there  was  a 
crisis  of  that  description,  and  he  then 
ventured  to  read  to  me  House  an  extract 
from  a  speech  made  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Irish  Party.  That  hon.  Member  was 
present  in  the  House  when  it  was  read, 
and  he  did  not  then,  and  had  not  since 
contradicted  it,  and  Uierefore  the  House 
might  take  it  to  be  correct.  In  that 
speech,  delivered  in  America  before  the 
present  trouble  arose  in  Ireland,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  "that  he  intended 
to  go  over  to  England  and  make  the 
situation  a  hot  one  for  the  English 
Government,"  although  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  must  admit  that  at  the  end 
of  the  speech  he  said  he  hoped  the  agi- 
tation would  pass  by  without  much 
bloodshed.  Well,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  over  to  Ireland,  and,  with  the 
assistance  of  able  coadjutors,  now  pro- 
bably sitting  below  the  Gangway,  he 
manufactured  that  crisis,  and  it  was  a 
matter  of  opinion  whether  there  was 
much  or  little  bloodshed  on  that  occasion. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
read  the  butcher's  bill  of  the  Land 
League   for    two  and- a  half   years^  in 
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order  to  show  that  the  manufactured 
crisis  did  not  pass  in  a  bloodless  manner. 
From  January  1,  1880,  to  September  30, 
1882,  there  were  57  agrarian  murders 
in  Ireland.  That  was  carrying  on  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  special  mode  of  argu- 
ment with  the  Government  of  England. 
There  were  145  attempts  at  murder 
during  that  period.  He  would  call  that 
a  large  amount  of  bloodshed.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  and 
those  who  sympathised  with  them  had 
the  habit  of  describing  such  unfortunate 
crimes  as  ''  the  desperate  attempt  of  an 
unhappy  people  to  vindicate  their  rights 
— the  desperate  remedy  of  revenge." 
If  that  were  so,  one  would  naturally  ex- 
pect that  among  the  victims  of  those  57 
murders  in  two-and-a-half  years,  and 
145  attempts  at  murder,  a  large  pro- 
portion would  be  found  to  be  extermi- 
nating landlords.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
Among  the  57  murdered  persons  only 
four  were  landlords.  The  landlords 
came  off  very  welL  Equally  so,  among 
the  145  attempts  at  murder  only  10 
were  made  on  landlords;  and,  there- 
fore, the  blood  was  not  shed  in  order 
that  the  Irish  people  might  take  revenge 
upon  their  oppressors,  but  to  establish 
permanently  in  Ireland  the  yoke  of  the 
Land  League,  ayoke  which  wasstill  un- 
broken, and  a  yoke  which,  if  Ireland 
was  ever  to  be  happy,  rich,  and  con- 
tented, must  be  crusned  and  destroyed. 
This  crisis  was  not  unexpected.  They 
had  had  a  very  fair  warning.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
made  speeches  in  which  they  predicted 
that  we  were  about  to  have  a  crisis  in  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  under 
the  very  painful  impression  that,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  the  weather  was  threat- 
ening and  the  crops  indifferent,  there 
would  be  poverty  and  its  concomitant 
distress  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  very  well 
satisfied  that,  on  that  one  occasion,  he 
had  not  prophesied  in  vain.  The 
weather  last  autumn  was  not  absolutely 
faultless;  but  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
would  take  it  that  it  was  better  than  the 
average  weather  in  Scotland.  Then  as 
to  the  crops,  as  to  the  agricultural  re- 
sources of  Ireland,  they  had  not,  on. 
the  whole,  a  bad  season.    The  right  hon« 
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Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derbj 
founded  his  prognostication  on  tiro  facts 
— fir6t.  on  the  letter  of  Sir  James  Oaird, 
ni'liich  struck  him  very  much  as  it  struck 
everybody,  and  then  on  a  letter  he  had 
seen  written  by  a  commercial  person 
who  had  travelled  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland,  and  who  had  in  the 
month  of  September  seen  the  stalks  of 
the  potato  withered  and  brown.  But  if 
Iho  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  co;isulted 
sime  more  bucolic  authority — for  in- 
stance, the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere) — ^he  would 
have  learnt  that  in  September,  when  the 
stalks  got  withered  and  brown,  it  was  a 
»;rii,  not  of  the  death  of  the  potato, 
but  that  it  was  ripe  for  gathering.  Then 
came  something  more  serious  than 
either  of  those  prognostications,  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  in  which  he  said  he  shud- 
dered to  contemplate  the  future  before 
Ireland— there  were  to  be  evictions. 
Landlords,  according  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  iiad  two  desires — one  to  get 
the  utmost  farthing  out  of  their  tenants, 
and  the  other  to  turn  those  tenants  out 
and  to  level  their  houses.  Persons  knew 
but  little  about  landlords  if  they 
imagined  that  they  desired  to  enter  into 

S)8so8sion  and  to  farm  their  own  estates, 
ut  according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  who  shuddered  at  the 
contemplation,  there  would  probably  be 
crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland.  Well,  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  was  happy  to  say 
that,  as  far  as  crime  and  outrage  were 
concerned,  at  the  present  moment  there 
was  comparatively  little.  Certainly, 
there  were  crimes  occurring  in  Ireland 
of  an  unhappy  agrarian  character ;  but 
they  were  confined  to  one  or  two  locali- 
ties, and  to  him,  as  an  Irishman,  that  was 
a  matter  of  deep  satisfaction.  Then 
they  had  the  crisis  predicted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
who  was  perfectly  certain  there  was 
golnff  to  be  a  crisis,  and  a  prophet  who 
could  fulfil  his  own  prophecy  was  always 
the  most  certain  and  successful  at  the 
present  time.  There  were  few  Members 
in  the  House  who  could  have  forgotten 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  last 
year.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had 
listened  to  it  with  great  attention,  and  to 
its  conclusion  with  admiration.  The 
end  of  it  was  almost  still  ringing  in  his 
ears.  In  that  speech  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  to  take  up  a  challenge  fi-hich 


England  had    thrown    down;    he  was 
going  acrops  to  Ireland  to  show  to  Great 
Britain  and  the  world  that   there  was 
still  some  fight  left  in  tho  Irinh   race. 
He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  said  to  him- 
self, as  he  listened,  that  at  la^t,  after  a 
course  of  centuries,  we  should  see    an 
Irish   patriot  on  the  war   path.       But 
what     happened?     What    did    those 
prophecies  of  future  deeds  of  valour  de« 
generate  into  ?     They  would  have  to  go 
to  a  town  in  the  West  of  Ireland  to  see 
the  result  of  the  crisis  manufactured  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  a  town 
on  one  side  of  which  sat  an  agent,  in 
his  office,  waiting  patiently  for  his  rents, 
which  were  never  to  appear ;  and  at  the 
other  side  of  the  town  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber collecting  those  rents  from  the  ten- 
ants as  they  passed  by,  and  then  getting 
up  on  his  car — which,  he  believed,  after- 
wards upset — with  his  pockets  full  of 
money,  and  himself  filled  with  delight 
at     having     succeeded    in     becoming 
possessed  of  the  landlords'  money,  which 
was  to  fight  the  enemies  of  the  people 
and  the  National  League — in  short,  that 
heroic  patriot  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  eloquent  Irishman,  when  he  went 
over  to  Ireland,  turned  himself  into  a 
garnishee  hero.     The  obiect  which  in- 
duced him  (Colonel  Saunderson)  to  tres- 
pass on  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
to  try  to  get  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
to  lay  down  clearly  and  distinctly  what 
they  believed  the  rights  of    property 
really  meant.     He  maintained  that,  at 
the  present  moment,   the    question  in 
Ireland    was     not    between     landlord 
and    tenant  —  whether    the    landlord 
made  too   much  money,   and, whether 
the  tenant  could  not  pay.     The  battle, 
in  which  they,   the    unfortunate  Irish 
landlords,  occupied  the  front  rank,  was 
whether  the  law  of  the  land — that  was 
to  say  the  law  of  the  Crown— or  the  law 
of  the  Land  League  should  be  the  law 
in  Ireland.    Was  the  Crown  going  to 
protect    the    rights  of  the  landlords? 
They,  tho  Irish  landlords,  up  to  the  pro- 
sent,  desired  to  remain  under  the  law  of 
tho  Crown,  which  admitted  the  rights  of 
property.   It  had  curtailed  those  rights ; 
well,  he  did  not  object  to  that ;  but  it 
established    certain  rights  clearly  and 
distinctly.     Now,  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  House  intended  to  sweep 
those  rights   away?     Did  it  intend  to 
permit  the  law  of  the  League  to  be 
Bupeiior  to  the  law  of  the  Crown  ?    The 
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law  of  the  Crown  prevented  the  land- 
lords from  tyrannizing  over  their  ten- 
ants ;  and  it  laid  down,  by  its  Courts, 
certain  conditions  upon  which,  and  upon 
which  alone,  the  landlord  could  receive 
rents.  The  Irish  tenant  had  rights 
possessed  by  no  other  tenant  on  the  face 
of  the  earth.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
challenged  hon.  Members  to  go  to 
America,  their  happy  hunting-ground, 
to  find  out  what  the  condition  of  the 
tenant  was  there.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  all  landlords  were  good  men. 
He  supposed  many  of  them  were  bad 
men.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "]  Bad  men  were  to 
be  found  everywhere  but  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  Was  it  because  there 
were  a  few  bad  landlords  in  Ireland  that 
the  whole  class  of  Irish  landlords  were 
to  be  swept  into  one  category  of  con- 
demnation? He  should  say  he  ad- 
mired the  astuteness  and  the  ability  of 
those  who  had  designed  the  special 
mode  of  attack  upon  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  Involved  by  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. 

Me.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND :  Were 

fou  attacked  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ? 
Cries  of  *'  Order,  order !  "] 
Colonel  SAUNDEESON  :  No ;  be- 
cause he  lived  in  Ulster.  There  was  an 
organized  attempt  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  render  the  government  of  Ire- 
land by  the  law  of  the  land  impossiblo, 
and  one  of  the  instruments  to  bring 
about  that  object  was  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. 5!  It  was  a  plan  preconceived,  by 
whom  ho  did  not  know,  but  carefully 
carried  out  with  an  object.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  denied  that  he  was  the  author 
of  it.  That  was  stated  in  the  course  of 
an  interview  with  the  representative  of 
a  paper  {The  Fall  Mall  OaziltB)  that  in- 
dulged in  slight  flights  of  imagination. 
The  hon.  Member,  it  was  also  stated — 
and  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  was  sorry 
to  hear  it — was  suffering  from  a  com> 
plication  of  diseases — whether  political 
or  personal  ho  could  not  say.  [  Criei  of 
"Order!"  and  •* Shame!  "/row  thelruh 
Benches.']  Well,  he  only  gave  what  ap- 
peared in  the  papers.  He  knew  nothing 
about  it;  but,  whoever  conceived  the 
Plan,  he  should  give  him  credit  for 
astuteness  in  mounting  the  law  upon 
the  most  unpopular  and  weakest  horse 
in  the  country.  By  it  the  law  was  to 
be  upset,  and  the  government  of  Ireland 
was  to  be  rendered  imp  ^saible.  To  show 
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that  he  did  not  exaggerate  in  that,  and 
that  the  Plan  had  been  long  conceived, 
and  had  been  deliberately  carried  out, 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  allow  him 
to  read  extracts  from  two  speeches  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  J.  £.  Kedmond),  who  he  supposed 
was  in  his  place.  [^Cries  of  **No!"] 
Well,  at  least  there  was  a  Eelative  of  his 
in  his  place,  who  was  eminently  capable 
of  speaking  for  him.  This  was  what  the 
hon.  Meaioer  for  Wexford  had  said  at 
the  Chicago  meeting — 

'*  I  assert  here  to-day  that  the  government  of 
Ireland  by  £ngland  is  an  impossibiUty,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  our  duty  to  make  it  so.  Were 
our  people  tamely  to  submit  to  the  yoke  which 
has  been  once  agrain  placed  on  their  necks  they 
would  be  unworthy  of  the  blood  which  they 
have  inherited  from  their  fathers,  who  preferred 
poverty  to  dishonour,  and  death  to  national 
slavery." 

Therefore,  it  had  been  decided  at 
Chicago  that  the  government  of  Ire- 
land by  the  Crown  was  to  be  rendered 
impossible.  On  January  25  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford,  speaking  in  Ire- 
land, made  a  speech  in  which  he  used 
the  following  words : — 

"  I  do  not  believe  that  in  the  past  100 
years  of  English  rule  in  Ireland  there  was  ever 
a  time  when  the  Irish  people  were  more  tho- 
roughly disaffected,  or  at  which  the  English 
Government  was  more  thoroughly  hated  and 
despised  by  Irishmen,  and  rightly  too.  This 
Government  that  came  into  power  with  the 
boast  that  they  would  be  firm  and  resolute  have 
exhibited  the  most  extraordinary  cowardice  and 
weakness.  They  have  been  confronted  by  the 
Irish  people ;  in  evenr  step  they  have  taken  they 
have  been  thwarted,  baffled,  humiliated,  and 
weakened.  Why,  their  decrees  are  literally 
danced  upon  by  the  Irish  people,  their  Pro- 
clamations from  Dublin  Castle  are  treated  as 
waste  paper.  To-day  the  whole  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  are  against  them.'* 

Tho  latter  extract  showed  that  the  Chi- 
cago policy  was  still  carried  out  in  Wex- 
ford. The  hon.  Member  also  reminded 
his  hearers  that  he  had  said  at  Chi- 
cago— 

*'  That  the  very  laws  of  nature  themselvc* 
would  prevent  the  possibility  of  a  peacefol 
winter  in  Ireland  this  winter." 

And  it  was  a  Plan  of  Campaign  in* 
▼oiling  this  principle  that  haa  more  or 
less  commenaod  itself  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  supposed  to  be  intended 
to  protect  tenants  who  could  not  pay 
their  rents  from  the  greed  of  their  land- 
lords ;  but  its  effect  had  been  to  enable 
tenants  who  cauld  but  who  would  not  pay 
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to  keep  their  rents.  [^Eome  RuU  cries  of 
"No!**  and  eheert,']  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  cried 
**No!"  but  he  would  show  them  that 
he  was  right,  out  of  the  mouth  of  one  of 
their  own  Leaders.  On  the  24th  of 
January  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  speaking  at  Qlenbeigh,  said — 

"  I  will  show  Mr.  Roe,  if  he  has  aoy  stomach 
for  such  work,  men  who  can  pay  and  will  not 
pay,  hecause  I  tell  them  not  to  pay.  I  will 
show  him  men  who  avow  that  they  can  pay  and 
refuse  to  pay,  hecause  they  are  in  the  rlan  of 
Oampaign.*^ 

Five  or  six  years  ago  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  manfully 
attacked  and  had  crushed  down  the  very 
organization  which  he  had  now  taken 
under  his  protection .  Then  it  had  taken 
the  form  of  a  plan  by  violence;  but 
violence  was  not  found  to  pay,  because 
it  involved  the  possibility  of  being 
lianged,  or  of  picking  oakum,  which 
were  too  disagreeable  possibilities  for 
Irish  patriots  to  have  to  encounter.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  far  superior  to 
the  ''No  Eent"  Manifesto,  because  it 
prevented  the  landlords  from  getting 
the  rents ;  it  prevented  the  tenants  from 
keeping  it ;  and  it  poured  it  into  the  Na- 
tional till,  the  pockets  of  the  League ;  and 
he  imagined  that  after  hon.  Members 
had  gone  round  collecting  money  which 
did  not  belong  to  them  it  was  hardly  to 
be  doubted  that,  to  some  extent,  some- 
body went  shares  in  it.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  not 
been  put  into  force  in  Glenbeigh ;  and 
perhaps  it  had  not  been  put  into  force 
directly,  but  it  had  undoubtedly  been 
put  into  force  indirectly,  because  it  was 
quite  in  accordance  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  that  poor  tenants  should  be 
evicted  just  before  the  re-assembling  of 
Parliament  in  order  that  capital  might 
be  made  out  of  the  alleged  rapacity  of 
Irish  landlords.  [A  Home  Bule  Mem- 
bbb:  Exactly  so.]  So  he  imagined. 
The  rapacity  of  the  landlords  in  the 
Glenbeigh  case  might  be  judged  of  by 
the  fact  that  there  being  six  years'  ar- 
rears of  rent  due  by  the  tenants,  amount- 
ing to  £6,177,  the  landlord  had  offered 
to  wipe  out  the  whole  debt  if  the  tenants 
would  pay  a  half-year's  rent,  amounting 
to  £866.  He  had  no  personal  acquaint- 
ance with  the  landlord  in  question ;  but 
he  challenged  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  to  point  out  any  land- 
lord  in  England  or  Scotland  who  had 


dealt  more  generously  by  their  tenants. 
But  there  was  better  testimony  than 
anything  he  could  urge— that  of  the 
parish  priest.  He  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  letter  of  the 
parish  priest,  the  Eev.  Thomas  Quilter, 
to  Colonel  Turner,  the  landlord.  The 
parish  priest  very  naturally  and  very 
rightly  had  interfered  on  behalf  of  his 
people,  and  obtained  what  he  looked 
upon  as  most  generous  and  satisfactory 
terms  from  the  landlords.  Then  the 
hon.  Members  for  both  East  and  West 
Kerry  came  and  held  a  meeting  in  the 
locality  on  the  15th  of  November,  and 
the  arrangement  was  thrown  to  the 
winds.  Then  the  parish  priest,  like  an 
honest  man,  washed  his  hands  of  the 
whole  concern.  [Mr.  T.  C.  Harkinq- 
TON  :  He  presided  at  the  meeting  which 
was  held,]  Yes ;  but  he  had  previously 
written  the  following  letter  to  Colonel 
Turner: — 

<<  Glenbeigh,  December  13,  1886. 

"My  dear  Sir, — I  regret  that  only  17  of  the 
70  tenants  have  sent  their  rents  to-d^y  to  Mr. 
Roe.  Though  promising  that  they  would  ac- 
cept the  terms,  they  have  withdrawn  at  the 
last  moment  from  its  fulfilment.  You  have 
done  your  own  part,  and  General  Buller  has 
acted  a  kind-hearted  part,  and  my  Bishop  his 
part ;  but  let  Mr.  Roe  now  do  his  part  with 
them.  1  think  we  have  done  all  that  could  be 
done,  and  I  shall  never  again,  during  my  time 
in  Glenbeigh,  interfere  between  a  landlord  and 
his  tenants.  I  have  poor  slaves  who  will  not 
keep  their  word.  Now  let  Mr.  Roe,-  or  any 
other  agents  in  future,  deal  with  Glenbeighans 
in  any  way  he  likes.  Again  thanking  General 
Buller  and  yourself, 

"  I  remain,  &c., 

"  Thomas  Quiltee,  P.P." 

In  a  previous  Session  he  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  ventured  to  point  out  that  the 
Irish  people  were  enslaved  by  a  yoke 
which  they  could  not  break.  [**0h, 
oh ! "]  He  maintained  that,  in  view  of 
these  wretched  tenants,  who  were  held 
up  as  specimens  of  the  Irish  people,  who 
refused  to  fulfil  their  engagements  owing 
to  the  interference  of  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, he  had  a  right  to  say  that  the 
Irish  people  were  enslaved.  Did  the 
House  believe  that  Ireland  would  be  a 
better  country,  better  governed,  and 
more  prosperous,  by  handing  her  over  to 
the  men  who  had  enslaved  her  ?  Look- 
ing, as  he  very  naturally  did,  with  very 
great  anxiety  at  the  demonstrations  that 
their  opponents  made  in  this  country, 
he  must  admit  that  he  felt  considerable 
satisfaction.    He  did  not  believe  tha 
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t!ie  cement  was  yet  hardened  down 
which  joined  the  English  Eadical  Party 
to  that  below  the  Gangway.  He  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  after  the 
distinct  statements  he  had  made,  how  it 
was  he  so  suddenly  changed  his  mind 
as  to  the  form  of  goyemment  which  he 
believed  would  be  for  the  welfare  of 
Ireland  ?  A  meeting  of  their  opponents 
had  been  held  at  Leeds,  at  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  spoke. 
The  first-named  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wound  up  by  saying  that  **  they  had 
finally  decided  to  adopt  the  old  policy 
and  the  old  Leader."  They  had  a 
perfect  right  to  adopt  the  old  Leader — 
there  was  no  man  who  had  succeeded 
better  than  he  had  done  in  acquiring 
the  affections  of  his  followers.  But 
what  right  had  they  to  call  their  policy 
the  old  policy  ?  When  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  read  that  speech,  he  took 
considerable  trouble  to  nnd  how  long 
the  policy  spoken  of  had  then  been 
their  policy,  and  he  found  it  was  exactly 
eight  months.  It  was  the  adoption  of 
an  eight  months'  child,  and  he  belieyed 
that  an  eight  months'  child,  if  it  survived 
its  birth,  had  generally  a  delicate  and 
precarious  existence.  Surely  it  was  not 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
five  years  ago ;  and  he  wondered  that 
the  ghost  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
made  at  Leeds,  did  not  rise  up  to  con- 
front right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He 
had  road,  with  very  great  interest,  books 
entirely  devoted  to  the  life,  career,  and 
adventures  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian;  but  the  writers  of 
those  books  did  not  seem  to  have  dis- 
covered why  he  had  changed  his 
opinions.  But  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
thought  he  had  discovered  for  the  6rst 
lime  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
changed  his  opinions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  if  he  might  say  so  in  a 
respectful  sense,  the  Napoleonic  pecu- 
liarity of  respect  for  big  battalions. 
Little  over  five  years  before,  in  the  very 
place  where  this  policy  was  adopted,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  his 
present  friends  and  allies.  He  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  did  not  say  this  with  the 
oi^ject  of  exciting  a  blusn  on  one  side  or 
tbe  other,  or  of  exciting  bad  blood  in 
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that  happy  family ;  but  he  had  a  perfect 
right  to  ask  and  to  try  to  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
changed  his  opinions.  Speaking,  then* 
five  years  ago.  at  Leeds,  of  his  present 
friends  and  allies — the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  and  his  followers— the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they 
were  only  a  handful  of  men  in  Parlia- 
ment following  Mr.  Pamell,  and  he 
could  not  call  them  a  Party,  as  they 
were  not  entitled  to  be  called  a  Party. 
At  that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  a  very  small  opinion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  fur  he  went  on 
to  say :  — 

'*  They  are  gentlemen  who  make  themselrea 
perfectly  responsible  for  a  new  goepel  of  Irish 
patriotism ;  and,  eren  with  reelect  to  them,  it 
18  hard  to  understand  how  far  it  may  be  with 
them  compulsion  and  how  far  will — so  hard  is 
it  that  I  do  not  attempt  to  identify  them.  I 
frankly  take  the  case  of  Mr.  Parnellas  exhibit- 
ing to  you  what  I  say — that  the  state  of  Uiings 
in  Ireland  is  going  to  be  a  question  between  law 
on  the  one  hand  and  sheer  lawlessness  on  the 
other.' • 

The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
was  then  followed  by  the  same  band  of 
men,  professing  the  identical  principles 
which  he  at  present  holds,  and  main- 
taining them  with  courage  and  ability 
in  the  House.  Yet,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  the 
Leader  of  a  gang  not  worthy  to  be 
called  a  Party.  Those  were  then  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  with  regard  to  HomeHuIe;  but 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  a  following  of  85  followers, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  political 
convictions  appeared  to  change,  and  he 
framed  a  new  policy  for  a  new  Party. 
So  far  as  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  was 
aware,  neither  in  nor  out  of  the  House 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever 
attempted  to  explain  how  it  was  he  came 
to  change  his  convictions.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  think  it  would  secure 
the  peace  of  the  Metropolis  in  which 
they  lived  if  the  law  breakers  were 
to  be  made  the  law  makers.  At 
that  period  of  his  political  history 
nothing  could  be  too  hard  in  the  views  ha 
took  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  who  then  held  precisely  the  same 
principles  that  he  now  held.  He  had 
not  changed  in  any  way.  The  very  re« 
markable  structure  which  the  riffhthoD. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  MidXioUiiam 
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man.  whother  he  was  English  or  Irish, 
would  nltimately  find  his  way  to  gaol.  He 
ahould  liko  to  ask,  before  concluding,  if 
there  was  any  daylight  in  the  situation  ? 
He  believed  there  was  a  better  oppor- 
tunity now  of  finally  settling  the  Irish 
Question  than  they  had  had  for  years, 
and  for  this  reason.  Years  ago,  when 
he  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  the  ranks 
of  the  Liberal  Party — at  that  time  the 
Liberal  Party  held  on  to  the  old  policy — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  introduced  a  Land  Bill 
which  he  supported  most  heartily ;  be- 
cause he  held — ^and  he  was  of  the  same 
opinion  now— that  the  final  solution  of 
the  Irish  Question  could  only  come  from 


bad  constructed  rested  its  foundation  on 
the  one  side  on  British  Badicalism,  and 
on  the  other  on  Irish- American  Fenian- 
ism,  with  himself  as  chief  comer  stone. 
Further,  it  depended  for  exterior  orna- 
ment on  two  political  gargoyles,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare). 
He  imagi.ned  they  must  be  held  in  high 
repute,  for  they  came  over  to  Ireland  the 
other  day  as  the  special  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Party  of  Separation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  did  not  come 
further  than  Dublin— he  was  arrested 
by  the  Lord  Mayor's  dinner;  but  the 
other  hon.  Gentleman  went  on,  and  in 
orderto  show  that  he  (Oolonel  Saunderson) 
was  not  exaggerating  when  he  said  they 
were  looked  upon  in  Ireland  as  special 
Eepresentatives  of  the  Party  of  Separa- 
tion, he  would  read  what  a  very  eminent 
judge  on  such  a  point  had  said.  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  speaking  of  •  their 
English  friends  present,  said — 

<*  One  of  them  is  oar  ambassador  to-day  and 
my  friend,  Mr.  Conybeare,  an  EngUsh  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament.  I  can  say  that  from  my 
experience  of  him  in  the  House  of  Commons  I 
know  no  man  who  is  a  better  type  of  the  young 
democracy  of  Great  Britain.*' 

Undoubtedly  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-West  Cornwall  appeared  to  be  a 
very  yigorous  politician,  taking  very 
strong  views  of  what  ought  to  be  done 
to  rectify  affairs  in  Ireland,  for  he 
said — 

<*  If  in  England  these  things  were  to  happen, 
and  he  was  a  tenant  whose  house  was  to  bo 
torn  down  in  that  manner,  he  would  take  care 
indeed  to  have  some  weapon  ready  tq  brain  the 
sooundreL*' 

This  favourable  specimen  of  the 
young  British  democracy  certainly  held 
strong  views  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
agrarian  disputes  should  be  settled.  It 
did  not  appear,  however,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  over  to  Ireland  in  fear 
of  his  life,  because  he .  had  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  said  he  would  be 
able  to  prove  to  the  English  Parliament 
that  he  had  said  the  same  things  both 
in  Ireland  and  England  as  those  for 
which  the  hon.  Members  (Mr.  O'Brien 
and  Mr.  DiUon)  had  been  prosecuted, 
but  the  Oo  vera  men  t  dare  not  arrest  and 
put  into  prison  an  English  Member  of 
Parliament.  Then  all  he  could  say  was, 
if  the  Government  did  its  duty,  they  had 
a  right  to  expect  that  any  outrageous 


the  Irish  people.  p'Hear,  hear!"] 
No  one  could  hold  that  opinion  more 
strongly  than  he,  and  he  had  always 
contended  that  the  way  to  get  the  people 
on  the  side  of  law  and  order  was  to  give 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  a  stake  in  the 
country ;  and  he  held  now  that  the  stake 
given  them  was  by  the  Land  Bill  of 
1881,  although  at  present  it  proved  to 
be  a  failure,  even  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  himself.  For  his  part,  he 
believed  that  that  Bill  was  laying  the 
foundation  of  the  solution  of  the  Irish 
Question.  He  believed  they  ought  to 
enlist  the  Irish  people  on  the  side  of  the 
law,  and  he  held  that  a  successful  Land 
Bill  would  have  that  effect,  and  that 
every  man  who  owned  his  farm  would 
be  enlisted  on  the  side  of  law  and  order, 
right  and  justice.  In  conclusion,  he 
had  to  thank  the  House  for  having 
listened  to  him  with  so  much  attention  ; 
but  he  would  try  agafn,  before  he  sat 
down,  to  impress  upon  the  House  the 
fact  that  the  battle  they  were  fighting 
now  was  a  battle  in  which  the  whole 
future  of  the  country  was  bound  up. 
They  had  taught  Ireland  a  terrible 
lesson  in  the  past ;  they  had  taught  her 
that  she  had  only  to  coosider  that  she 
had  only  to  be  liotous  and  rebellious, 
that  she  had  only  to  commit  crime,  in 
order  to  get  what  she  wanted  from  the 
English  Parliament.  They  must  teach 
her  another  and  a  different  and  a  better 
lesson.  If  she  showed  her  right  she 
would  get  concession;  but  she  would  never 
get  concession  by  the  hand  of  crime  and 
outrage.  They  had  appealed  to  England 
in  the  past ;  they  had  asked  the  country — 
and  the  appeal  had  not  been  made  in 
vain — to  maintain  the  Union  of  the  two 
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couDtries.  They  now  make  an  appeal 
which  also  would  not  be  in  vain ;  they 
a»ked  the  country  and  the  House  to 
maintain  the  law. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  that  anyone  who  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  must 
have  found  it  extremely  difficult  to  re- 
concile the  opinions  of  that  Gentleman 
with  the  votes  he  had  given.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  that  the 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  in  his 
opinion,  was  to  proceed  from  the  people 
of  Ireland  themselves,  and  that  the 
sympathy  of  the  people  of  Ireland  could 
only  be  enlisted  by  giving  to  them  such 
a  stake  in  the  country  by  a  satisfactory 
purchase  scheme  as  would  enable  them 
to  be  contented.  Where  was  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  when  the  Liberal 
Government  proposed  the  scheme? 
Where  was  he  when  recently  in  that 
House  an  opportunity  was  presented  to 
Parliament  of  settling  the  Irish  Question 
— a  settlement  which  the  landlords  were 
advised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
and  his  friends  not  to  accept,  but  which 
to-day  the  landlords  were  yearning  in 
their  hearts  for,  and  which  would  never 
occur  to  them  again?  He  invited  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  get  his 
Party  to  consider  whether  he  could  offer 
the  Irish  landlords,  with  any  hope  of 
passing  in  that  House,  a  settlement  more 
generous  than  the  one  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  late  Prime  Minister 
and  rejected.  He  did  not  intend  to 
follow  upon  the  general  lines  indicated 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
speech,  but  rather  to  refer  to  one  or  two 
matters  with  which  his  speech  dealt. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  make  some  capital  for 
his  party  out  of  the  Glenbeigh  evictions ; 
and  only  lately  the  Tory  papers  had 
stated  that  these  evictions,  and  the 
horrible  atrocities  which  accompanied 
them,  were  got  up  by  the  National 
Party  for  dramatic  effect.  What  were 
the  facts  which  they  had  in  the  corre- 
spondence referred  to  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  evening?  The  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  say  who  gave  it  for 
publication.  He  did  not  say  it  was  Sir 
Rodverd  Buller  who  did  so,  in  face  of  the 
oath  he  had  taken  at  a  recent  inquiry 
that  he  did  not  interfere  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  except  in  one  or  two 
cases,  and  in  face  of  his  declaration  that 
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it  was  not  his  mission  in  Kerry  to  inter- 
fere.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had    referred    to    a    letter    of    Father 
Quilter,  in  which  Father  Quilter  had 
stated   that  he  had  done  all  he  could 
to    bring    these    tenants   to    a    settle- 
ment,  and  asking  Mr.  Roe  to    carry 
out  his  duty.    The  hon.   and  gallant 
Gentleman  did  not  seem  lo  be  awaro 
that   that  letter  was  the  result  of  a 
formal   complaint    written  by  Colonel 
Turner  to  the  Bishop  of  the  olergyman, 
in  which  he   had  complained    of   the 
clergyman  taking  part,  and  in  which  the 
Bishop  had  interposed  his  authority  in 
order  to  prevent  the  priest  taking  further 
part.    The  hon.  ana  gallant  Gentleman 
had  read  the  letter  as  if  the  sympathy 
of  the  priest  had  been  alienated  from  the 
people,  and  he  referred  to  a  speech  in 
which  advice  had  been  given  by  the 
priest ;  but  he  omitted  the  fact  that  at 
that  very  meeting  the  chair  was  occupied 
by  the  priest  who  was  said  to  nave 
turned  his  sympathy  from  the  people. 
What  were  the  facts  with  regard  to 
these  unfortunate  evictions,  because  it 
was  alleged  that  a  larg^  arrear  of  rent 
was  due  by  theso  tenants,  and  that  it 
was  intimidation  of  the  National  League 
which  prevented  the  payments  of  these 
arrears  ?  Now,  on  the  Winn  estate,  tho 
payments  in  the  year  1877,  which  was  a 
good  year,  were  £1,690;  but  in  1880 
these  payments  fell  to  £277.    In  1880 
there  was  not  in  Kerry,  not  alone  in 
Glenbeigh,  but  in  Kerry,  a  single  branch 
of  the  Land  League,  nor  did  it  exist 
there  for  a  full  year  afterwards,  so  that 
there  could  be  no  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  National  League  between 
landlord  and  tenant.    In  the  year  1881 
a  groat  many  evictions  took  place  in  that 
district,   and   afterwards   these  people 
crept  back  to  their  homes  and  retook 
possession  of  their  holdings ;  but  every- 
body who  knew  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  knew  perfectly  well  that  it  was 
unfair  to  ask  a  tenant  who  got  back  ia 
that  manner  without  the  sanction  of  the 
landlord  or  the  law    to  hold  by  the 
obligation  to  pay  the  amount  of  rent  he 
would  be  bound  to  pay  had  he  obtained 
legal  possesiion.    The  majority  of  the 
tenants  against  whom  legal  proceedings 
liad  bean  taken  were  mere  trespassers 
during  the  last  few  years,  and  they  found 
it  impossible  to  make  the  rent  out  of  their 
holdings.    Now  it  was  alleged  that  the 
tenants  broke  the  a  jlomn  compact  which 
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thej  made  to  pay  half-a-year's  rent  and 
ooats ;  but  it  was  eyident  from  the  state- 
ments of  Sir  BedTersBuller,  and  from 
the  observations  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  night,  that  if  the  tenants  were  to  carry 
out  that  engagement,  they  would  have 
to  borrow  money  from  the  shopkeepers 
and  the  bankers  to  pay  the  arrears  of 
rent  which  had  not  justly  accrued.  He 
(Mr.  Harrington)  said  that  if  such  inter- 
vention took  place,  which  he  denied,  it 
was  a  merciful  intervention  to  prevent 
the  tenants  from  entering  into  such  ob- 
ligations. It  was  evident  from  the  letter 
of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer  that  these  people 
had  all  along  desired  a  re-valuation  of 
the  land  upon  which  the  rents  at  the 
present  time  were  double  the  Qovera- 
ment  valuation ;  and  in  order  to  secure 
that  advantage  they  were  willing  to 
assent  to  an  agreement  which  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  discharge  without 
being  assisted  by  tho  shopkeepers,  who 
had  been  taught  a  very  severe  lesson  by 
such  negotiations  in  the  past.  The  let- 
ter of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer  showed  the 
pressure  which  was  being  exercised  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  on  the  Judges  of 
the  land— on  Judge  Curran,  in  this  in- 

The  CHIEr  SECRETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Bsach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  must  deny  that  state- 
ment  at  once.  It  is  quite  untrue  that  I 
had  anything  to  do  in  the  action  of 
Judge  Curran. 

Ma.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly 
well  that  he  was  responsible  for  sending 
Judge  Curran  to  Kerry,  tho  removal  of 
the  regular  County  Court  Judge  having 
been  one  of  his  first  official  acts.  Judge 
Curran  was  not  so  simple,  nor  so  inno- 
cent, as  not  to  know  perfectly  well  that 
he  was  carrying  out  the  plans  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  making  agree- 
ments between  these  tenants  and  their 
landlords,  which  he  had  no  power,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  official  duties,  to  make. 
Judge  Curran  pretended  to  the  tenants 
in  open  Court  that  he  was  able  to  reduce 
their  rents,  and  to  wipe  off  larger  arrears 
t!ian  could  be  dealt  with  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign ;  whereas  the  evidence  of 
fc^ir  Bedvers  Buller's  letter  went  to  prove 
that  this  action  of  the  County  Court 
Judge  was  only  the  result  of  a  private 
treaty  between  him  and  the  landlord, 
and  that  the  Judge  took  care,  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  agents,  to  seQuro 


the  assent  of  the  landlords,  whilst  pre- 
tending that  he  was  enabled  to  give  this 
abatement  in  his  capacity  aa  County 
Court  Judge.  The  County  Court  Judges 
knew  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and 
no  sooner  was  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  rojected  in 
that  House  than  the  Chief  Secretary 
applied  himself  to  put  pressure  upon  the 
landlords,  and  every  official  in  Ireland 
who  wished  to  stand  well  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  e.xercise 
that  pressure  by  every  means  iu  his 
power.  [**  No !  "]  They  had  evidence  of 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in 
Court — 

•*The  County  Courts  have  exercised  their 
power  under  the  law  ^ith  firmness  and  justice, 
and  the  Government  have  brought  what  pres- 
sure they  could,  acting  within  the  law.'* 

They  all  knew  what  that  meant  in  Ire- 
land. There  was  a  story  told  of  a 
drunken  Castle  messenger  who  knocked 
down  a  passer-by,  and  when  a  constable 
went  to  arrest  him,  he  said — '*  Take  care 
how  you  interfere  with  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  law."  Everything  which  a 
Cabtle  official  in  Ireland  did  was  legal, 
and  every  interference  with  them  by  any 
other  person  was  outside  the  law.  Con- 
tinuing his  cross-examination,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acknowledged  also  hav- 
ing used  these  other  words  in  a  speech 
from  which  the  previous  quotation  was 
taken — 

'*The  Government  have  brought  what  pressure 
they  could,  acting  within  the  law,  to  bear  upon 
those  few  landlords  who  would  not  follow  the 
example  of  their  more  generous  fellows,  and  in 
doing  so  he  believed  they  were  acting  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  landlords  as  well  as  the 
tenants.  There  was  no  greater  foe  of  the  rights 
of  property  than  the  man  who  attempted  harshly 
to  execute  those  rights,  and  failed  to  perform 
its  duties." 

So  said  the  promoters  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  he  challenged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  the  num- 
ber of  those  landlords  upon  wliom  pres- 
sure had  been  brought  to  bear  by  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  not  smaller  than 
the  number  of  those  against  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  pres- 
sure to  bear.  It  was  a  question  of 
figures.  The  Plan  of  Campaign,  which 
had  excited  so  much  attention  in  Eng- 
land, had  only  been  exercised  against 
landlords  in  Ireland ;  aud  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  say  who  were  the  few 
landlords  he  spoke  of — if  he  would  give 
their  names— the  truth  could  soon  be  got 
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at;  but. the  right  hon.  Oentloman  was 
very  reticent  at  the  police  court  on  this 
point.  It  was  to  be  hoped  he  would  give 
the  House  more  information.  In  that 
case  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  show- 
ing that  the  demands  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  were  more  reasonable  than 
those  of  the  Government,  as  well  as  less 
numerous.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  asked — **  What  do  you  mean 
by  pressure  within  the  law?"  and  he 
answered — *  *  Exactly  what  I  said."  That 
was  a  very  candid  reply  to  a  question. 
There  were  frequent  complaints  in  Ire- 
land that  the  operation  of  the  law  was 
rendered  abortive  because  of  the  reluc- 
tance of  witnesses  to  give  evidence ;  but 
he  asked  the  House  was  there  ever  a 
more  reluctant  answer  than  this  of  the 
Chief  Secretary — an  answer  better  cal- 
culated to  defeat  the  operation  of  the  law 
than  this?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  shelter  himself  behind  privi- 
lege. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
beg  pardon ;  it  was  on  that  ground  that 
I  refused  to  answer. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HAREINGTON  :  It  was 
most  unfortunate  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  say  that.  He  invited 
him  again  to  go  over  his  sworn  testi- 
mony before  it  came  up  at  the  Assize 
Court,  and  see  whether  there  was  any 
statement  that  it  was  on  any  g^und  of 
privilege  that  he  protected  himself. 
There  was  another  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  answer  the 
question  which  had  suggested  itself  to 
the  Irish  people.  That  was  that  he  was 
afraid  to  moriminate  himself,  and  make 
himself  a  party  to  the  conspiracy  which 
was  the  subject  of  investigation.  Pro- 
bably that  had  not  suggested  itself  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  he, 
like  all  the  officials  in  Ireland,  regarded 
himself  as  the  law.  Then,  in  reply  to 
the  question — ''Tell  us  what  was  the 

Sressure  you  used?"  the  right  hon. 
entleman  replied — ''I  decline  to  add  to 
what  I  have  said  in  my  speech."  There 
was  no  question  of  privilege  in  that ;  it 
was  a  question  of  convenience.  Another 
question — **  Do  you  eive  us  any  expla- 
nation of  that  speech  beyond  what  is  ex- 
pressed on  the  face  of  it  ?"  Answer — 
"  I  g^ve  you  none."  That  was  assisting 
the  operation  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
That  was  the  policy  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended  to  pursue 
iu  order  to  make  the  people  respect  the 
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law  and  the  administrators  of  the  law. 
In  answer  to  another  question,  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  the  Government 
had  acted  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords generally.  Of  course,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  thinking  of  the 
interests  of  the  poor  tenants.  If  the 
question  had  been  pressed  a  little  fur- 
ther, it  would  probably  hare  been  found 
that  it  was  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlords,  but  the  interests  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  this  pressure  was  used. 
This  was  shown  in  another  portion  of 
the  evidence.  In  a  letter  written  by 
one  of  the  officials  whose  conduct  was 
impugned,  and  which  letter  was  ad- 
mitted by  Captain  Plunkett  to  be  sub- 
stantially accurate,  there  was  an  expres- 
sion of  hope  that  the  writer  of  the  letter 
would  be  able  to  arrange  matters  on  a 
particular  estate  between  the  tenants 
and  the  agents.  Of  course,  Captain 
Plunkett,  with  the  candour  which  dis- 
tinguished Government  officials,  denied 
having  interfered  between  landlords  and 
tenants.  But  that  gentleman  had  inti- 
mated that  unles3  landlords  agreed  to 
his  terms  police  protection  would  be 

l*P  I II  ft  An 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  In 
justice  to  Captain  Plunkett,  I  must  say 
that  he  distinctly  denied  having  made 
such  a  statement. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  Of  course, 
ho  had  denied  it.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  him  to  remind  htm  that 
he  had  quite  as  distinctly  denied  having 
interfered  at  all  ?  Ho  made  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  present  of  the  denial 
of  Captain  Plunkett,  in  the  face  of  his 
declaration  that  he  had  never  interfered 
at  all ;  but  did  Sir  Redvers  BuUer  deny 
it  ?  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  would  read  a 
letter,  also  put  in  evidence  at  the  trial, 
written  by  Sir  Redvers  Buller  to  the 
president  of  a  League  branch,  who  had 
asked  his  interference  on  behalf  of  a 
tenant,  a  secretary  of  a  League  branch. 
Sir  Redvers  Buller  wrote — 


**  Yoa  credit  me  with  powers  I  do  not 
I  have  DO  power  to  stop  evictions  anywhere. 
I  have  forwarded  your  information  to  Captain 
Plunkett ;  but  I  fear  it  will  arrive  too  late,  bat 
I  know  he  will  gladly  do  what  he  can — ^namely, 
inquire  into  the  case,  and  find  out  if  it  is  a  do* 
serving  one." 

Oaptain  Plunkett  also  admitted  having 
reaii,  and  not  having  contradicted,  the 
letter  of  ^'Erigena"  to  Th$  Times,  which 
attacked  the  conduct  of  the  Qovomment* 
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He  admitted,  too,  that  be  had  tried  to 
induce  one  landowner  to  accept  one 
year's  rent  instead  of  the  three-and-a- 
half  years'  which  was  due,  although  he 
did  not  know  tho  valuation  and  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  holding.  This  was  a 
fine  specimen  of  the  candour  of  Govern- 
ment officials.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Qovornment  had  g^ne  far  beyond  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  for  there  was  no  case 
in  which,  under  the  Plan,  the  tenants 
had  been  advised  to  ask  for  a  greater 
reduction  than  35  per  cent.  Captain 
Plonkett  also  confessed  that  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  tenant  could  pay  or 
not,  and  said  he  suggested  that  a  year's 
rent  should  be  accepted.  As  against 
these  illustrations  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  had  worked  this  Plan 
of  Campaign,  ho  (Mr.  Harrington) 
would  like  to  read  to  the  House  some 
facts  as  to  the  properties  in  Ireland 
up9n  which  the  League's  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  been  put  into  operation.  Let 
him  say  at  once  that  there  was  nothing 
new  in  the  Plan.  It  had  been  adopted 
by  the  tenants  of  Ireland  under  succes- 
sive Governments,  and  the  only  new 
circumstance  about  it  was  this  ~  that 
there  was  now  greater  security  as  to  the 
preservation  of  the  tenants'  money.  In 
former  combinations  money  had  been 
lodg^  in  a  bank;  but  the  landlords 
brought  processes  against  the  banks, 
seized  the  books,  and  insisted  upon  these 
lodgments  of  the  tenants  being  marked, 
and  so  obtained  the  money,  without  any 
opportunity  of  the  tenants  obtaining  a 
reasonable  reduction  of  rent.  The  only 
new  circumstance  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  that  the  tenants  had  been 
taught  the  wisdom  of  concealing  from 
the  landlord  and  the  public  the  name  of 
the  person  with  whom  the  money  was 
lodged.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Colonel  tSaunderson)  said  the  per- 
sons receiving  the  rents  would  share  the 
spoils.  No  one  knew  better  than  the 
h<m.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  every 
penny  of  the  money  went  to  the  land- 
lord if  the  landlord  would  receive  it  in 
satisfaction  of  the  rent,  and  that  this 
was  the  case  on  Lord  Dillon's  estate. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  a 
very  close  observer  of  the  slanders  that 
were  being  hurled  against  the  Nation- 
alist Members  in  Ireland.  No  one 
ireasured  these  slanders  more  fondly 
than  he  did ;  and  he  defied  him  or  any 
of  his  Collea^es  to  show  a  single  in- 


stance where  the  contributions-  handed 
back  to  the  landlords  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  were  diminished  one  penny 
by  travelling  expenses,  law  expenses, 
or  the  expenses  of  collection,  or  by 
bookkeeping,  or  any  expenses  whatever. 
If  he  only  consulted  his  colleagues,  the 
Irish  landlords,  they  would  tell  him  that 
wherever  they  had  accepted  the  offers 
made  by  the  tenants,  or  whero  they  had 
come  to  a  compromise  with  their  ten- 
ants, they  had  been  able  to  get  back  all 
the  money  which  was  put  together  in 
that  collection.  On  Lord  Diilon's  es- 
tate the  tenants  had  demanded  a  reduc- 
tion of  25  percent,  which,  considering  the 
circumstances  of  the  country,  was  not 
an  unreasonable  demand,  and  even- 
tually the  landlord  and  tenants  agreed  to 
a  reduction  of  20  per  cent.  A  number 
of  tenants  who  were  unable  t  >  pay  their 
rent  last  year,  and  whose  rents  had  been 
reduced  to  the  Government  valuation, 
were  excluded  from  the  terms  of  the 
agreement,  and  the  agent  voluntarily 
included  these  afterwards.  One  of  the 
estates  upon  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  put  in  force  was  the  estate 
of  Lord  Lansdowne  in  Kildare.  The  ten- 
ants demanded  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent 
upon  the  judicial  rents  which  were  fixed 
three  years  ago,  and  a  reduction  of  30 
per  cent  upon  non -judicial  rents.  Their 
demand  was  precisely  tho  same  as  that 
which  Lord  Lansdowne  had  given  to  his 
tenants  in  Kerry;  but  there  was  this 
difference — that  the  GK)vornment  were 
putting  their  Plan  of  Campaign  in  force 
in  Kerry ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  for 
them  to  put  it  in  force  in  Kildare,  be- 
cause the  tenants  were  perfectly  quiet. 
He  had  taken  care  to  examine  the 
properties  surrounding  the  estate  of 
Lord  Lansdowne  in  Kildare,  and  he 
found  that  the  landlords  on  the  sur- 
rounding estates  had  given  reductions 
varying  from  15  to  25  per  cent;  but 
Lord  Lansdowne  offered  no  reduction 
whatever  in  Kildare,  because  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  exer- 
cising their  Plan  of  Campaign  there. 
Another  of  the  estates  where  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  tried  was  the  property 
of  Lora  de  Freyne,  where  the  rents 
were  double  the  Government  valua- 
tion. The  tenants  asked  30  per 
cent  reduction,  and  several  of  the  land- 
lords on  the  surrounding  properties  had 
given  25  per  cent  reduction,  and  many 
more  20  per  cent.    He  had  no  doubt 
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that  if  tbe  tenants  had  been  offered  20 
per  cent  reduction  they  would  have 
receded  from  their  position,  as  they  had 
done  on  Lord  Dillon's  estate,  where,  if 
the  20  per  cent  had  been  offered  at 
first,  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would  never 
have  been  put  in  force.  On  anothei 
property  in  Limerick — the  0* Grady  pro- 
perty— ^the  tenants  demanded  30  per 
cent  reduction.  That  property  was  the 
most  highly  rented  of  any  property  in 
that  part  of  the  country  ;  and  in  its 
vicinity  Mr.  O'Reilly  Deaso  had  given 
a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  and  Mr. 
Syna'n,  a  former  Member  of  the  House, 
had  given  a  voluntary  reduction  of  25 
per  cent.  Almost  within  a  week  after 
their  rejection  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Memberfor  Cork,  Her  Majesty*s  Gt)vem- 
mont  set  about  bringing  their  secret,  and, 
as  Irish  Members  alleged,  their  illegal 
pressure  to  bear  upon  the  landlords ;  and 
what  they  alleged  was  that  the  reduc- 
tion which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
demanded  was  far  greater  than  the 
reduction  demanded  under  the  Bill,  or 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He  chaL- 
longed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  show  that 
the  secret  pressure  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  used  was  used  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  not  for 
the  sake  of  saving  the  GK>vemment  from 
inconvenience  and  hostile  criticism.  He 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
to  show  that  it  was  not  when  his  policy 
of  pressure  had  failed,  and  when  he  had 
abandoned  it  in  consequence  of  the  loud 
complaints  of  the  Irish  landlords,  that 
he  turned  round  and  endeavoured  to 
place  the  responsibility  upon  the  Irish 
Members.  He  made  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  even  before  a  fairly  empan- 
nelled  jury  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons  it  would  be  shown  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
in  the  Irish  Government  were  the  real 
conspirators. 

Me.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  the  question  of  the  Glenbeigh  evic- 
tions had  been  put  before  them  from  an 
Irish  landlord's  standpoint.  As  a  Me- 
tropolitan Member  he  had  made  a  spe- 
cial study,  and  was  himself  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  history  and  causes 
of  the  Irish  eviction)  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much.  He  was  not  an  Irish 
landlord  ;  but  as  he  represented  a  com- 
paratively poor  Metropolitan  district, 
where  evictions  were  not  unknown,  he 
bad  thought  it  his  duty  to  ascertain  all 
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he  could  on  the  subject ;  and  he  begged 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to  believe 
that  if  there  were  anything  harsh  or 
wrong,  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  would  be  as 
keenly  alive  to  it  as  those  sitting  on  the 
Opposition  Benches.  Previously  to  1863 
the  tenants  on  the  Glenbeigh  estate  had 
been  liberally  treated  by  their  landlord, 
who  did  much  to  promote  the  well-being 
of  his  tenants.  Everything  went  well 
down  to  the  year  1879,  which  was  not 
a  good  time  for  agriculture.  In  that 
year,  however,  the  tenants  were  able  to 

gay  £  1 ,690  in  rent.  Since  then  troubles 
ad  come.  It  was  only  fair  to  the  ten- 
ants to  say  that  much  of  the  trouble 
was  the  result  of  the  unfortunate  posi- 
tion of  the  owners  of  the  estate.  From 
1880  to  1886  very  little,  or  practically 
no  rent  had  been  paid,  the  arrears  being 
£6,200  out  of  little  more  than  £8,000. 
The  landlord,  however,  resorted  to  no 
harsh  measure.  He  applied  to  the 
County  Court,  and  the  tenants  ulti- 
mately accepted  an  offer  that  the  arrcfars 
should  be  wiped  out  if  they  would  pay 
a  year's  rent  up  to  November,  1885,  and 
to  allow  a  re-adj  ustment  of  the  rent.  The 
tenants  willingly  agreed  to  this  proposal, 
and  their  assent  to  the  arrangement 
proved  that  they  could  havo  carried  it  out 
if  they  desired.  But,  j  ust  before  the  year 
expired — ^for,  as  he  should  have  said, 
they  were  given  a  year  in  which  to  make 
the  payment — that  was,  to  November, 
1886 — the  tenants,  who  had  come  under 
the  influence  of  the  National  League, 
refused  to  pay.  [An  hon.  Mkhbbk  :  Not 
all.]  Well,  the  bulk  of  them  refused 
to  fulfil  the  arrangement  they  had  en- 
tered into  freely.  Still,  the  landlord 
adopted  no  measure  of  a  harsh  nature. 
On  the  suggestion  of  General  Buller  and 
others  he  entered  into  a  further  com- 
promise. Seventy  of  the  tenants  under- 
took to  pay  a  gale's  rent  and.  costs,  on 
condition  that  arrears  were  wiped  out  to 
May,  1888,  and  the  holdings  must  then 
become  subject  to  the  judicial  revalua- 
tion. That  agreement  was  not,  how- 
ever, fully  carried  out,  for,  although  17 
of  the  tenants  fell  in  with  it  in  spite  of 
the  tyranny  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
the  remainder  would  not. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARBINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  Mr. 
Speaker  if  it  were  in  Order  to  use  the 
word  '* tyranny"  as  applied  to  h'oo. 
Members  of  that  House  ? 
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Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  word 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  did  not  coq- 
travene  the  Bules  of  Parliament,  but 
it  was,  of  course,  a  strong  expression. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARBINGTON  said,  at 
all  events,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
the  charge  of  tyranny  was  not  true. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  have  hurt  the  sensibilities  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  though  he  must  eay 
that  they  were  not  rery  keenly  alive  on 
the  point  themselves  to  the  suscepti- 
bilities of  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House.  He  would  substitute  any 
other  word  they  might  prefer,  which 
meant  the  same  thing.  He  had  said 
that  17  paid  and  the  others  refused 
to  keep  their  bargain.  The  parish  priest 
then  separated  himself  from  the  tenants, 
calling  them,  in  a  letter  which  had  been 
published,  *'  poor  slaves  "  who  would  not 
keep  their  word,  and  he  left  them  to  the 
mercies  of  the  landlord,  whose  whole 
action  had  been  merciful  according 
to  the  statement  of  General  Buller. 
Home  Bulers  were  making  political 
capital  of  those  evictions,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  sufferings  and  misery 
of  those  poor  tenants  who  had  been  so 
beguiled,  and  those  upon  whom  the 
shame  would  ultimately  rest,  were  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington)  and  his  friends. 
Either  the  tenants  could  or  could  not 
pay  their  rent.  If  they  could  and  would 
not,  no  one  could  sympathize  with  them ; 
but  if  they  could  not  pay  or  make  a 
living  out  of  their  holdings  they  ought 
to  give  them  up,  and  it  would  be  great 
kindness  and  true  statesmanship  to 
remove  them  to  other  districts  where 
they  might  be  more  fortunate  in  more 
easily  obtaining  the  means  of  living. 
If  agriculture  in  the  district  was  not 
sufficiently  good  to  maintain  the  tenants 
in  their  small  holdings,  it  would  be 
useless  to  do  anything  that  would 
tend  to  keep  them  there.  With  regard 
to  the  four  cases  in  which  the  houses 
had  been  burnt  down,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  case  was  a  hard 
one.  Public  sentiment  was  against  such 
a  proceeding,  and  his  first  idea  was  one 
of  strong  objection  to  it.  If  he  were  a 
landlord  he  would  rather  sacrifice  his 
property  than  carry  out  such  a  thing. 
But  it  was  hard  for  the  tenants  and  the 
landlords  alike,  and  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  persons  who  occupied 
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those  liouses  had  no  right  whatever  to 
be  in  them.  What  were  the  facts? 
These  four  persons — they  were  not  ten- 
ants— ^had  been  evicted  some  years  ago, 
and  they  had  no  more  right  to  take  up 
their  residence  where  they  did  than  they 
would  have  to  take  it  up  in  the  dining- 
room  of  Hawarden  Castle.  If  they  were 
allowed  to  remain  in  possession  of  the 
holdings,  and  the  demands  made  by 
them  were  to  be  recognised,  in  such  cir- 
cumstances all  law  and  justice  must  be 
given  up.  It  was  said  that  if  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  been  passed  last  summer  all  this 
suffering  would  have  been  saved.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
knew  better  than  anybody  that  if  that 
Bill  had  been  passed  it  would  not  have 
effected  these  evictions.  One  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  was  that  tenants  in 
arrear  should  pay  half  the  rent  that  was 
due.  If  these  tenants  had  paid  half 
of  that  which  was  due,  they  would  have 
had  to  pay  half  as  many  thousands  as 
the  landlord  asked  for  hundreds  before 
they  could  have  come  under  the  Act. 
It  was  not  fair,  therefore,  to  throw  the 
consequences  of  these  evictions  upon  the 
throwing  out  of  that  Bill.  Another  sub- 
ject referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  that  of  economy,  and  they  had  heard 
that  the  estimates  were  to  be  framed 
with  economy  and  efficiency.  He  had 
spent  over  20  years  in  the  Public  Service, 
and  he  knew  something  of  its  adminis- 
tration. There  was  no  one  in  the  House 
who  was  more  keenly  i^live  to  the  neces- 
sity of  economy  than  he  was.  He  re- 
gretted extremely  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  whom  they 
hoped  would  have  assisted  in  carrying 
out  his  well-known  schemes  of  economy, 
had  thrown  up  the  sponge.  They  wanted 
his  help  in  carrying  out  economy,  which 
they  knew  was  the  real  key-note  of  Par- 
liamentary government.  They  must 
economize,  there  was  no  doubt  of  that, 
and  the  sooner  the  better.  There  were 
two  ways  of  economizing.  One  was  to 
get  the  most  they  could  for  their  money 
in  every  possible  way.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying,  from  his  knowledge  of 
the  public  service,  that  there  was  an  enor- 
mous field  for  economy  in  this  respect 
both  at  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty.  It 
was  a  matter  for  investigation  and  prac- 
tical work.  There  was  another  way  to 
bring  about  economy,  and  that  was  by 
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the  action  of  the  House.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  House  of  Commons  was  not 
always  as  economical  as  it  might  be. 
They  did  things  sometimes  because  they 
were  popular,  but  such  items  should  be 
carefully  looked  after.  No  doubt 
economy  in  theory  and  on  the  platfurm 
was  very  popular  and  pleasant,  but 
directly  they  applied  it  to  individual 
thing<i  they  found  it  most  unpopular, 
and  it  could  only  be  done  by  the  joint 
action  of  the  II on  so.  With  rejrard  to 
the  Army,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Itandolph  Churchill)  that  it  was 
not  always  likely  to  lead  to  peace  if  they 
increased  their  armaments  and  Army. 
He  believed  that  great  economy  might  be 
exercised  in  regard  to  the  military  arma- 
ments of  the  country,  notwithstanding 
the  alarming  rumours  on  the  Continent  of 
the  probability  of  war,  for  he  thought 
it  extremely  probable  that  if  England 
were  to  show  by  reduced  military  ex- 
penditure that  she  had  no  fear  of  war,  it 
would  tend  more  to  maintain  peace  tlian 
any  increase  of  our  forces  would  be  likely 
to  do.  He,  however,  would  not  extend 
that  principle  to  the  Navy  and  coaling 
stations.  The  efficiency  of  the  Navy 
and  the  protection  of  our  coaling  stations 
were  obviously  in  the  nature  of  an  in- 
surance for  the  safety  of  the  country.  Al- 
though he  was  sorry  the  noble  Lord  had 
resigned,  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
a  dangerous  thing  to  retain  him  at  the  cost 
of  postponing  any  longer  the  protection 
of  our  coaling  stations.  Nevertheless, 
he  was  certain  that,  with  careful  manage- 
ment, enormous  reductions  might  be 
made  in  the  public  expenditure,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  resolutely  devote 
itself  to  the  task.  He  hoped  to  see  the 
day  when  the  expenditure  might  be  cut 
down  not  by  hundreds  of  thousands,  but 
by  millions.  It  could  be  done  by  all 
sides  working  together,  and  going  to- 
gether into  details.  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  sacrificed  his  Office  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  the  altar  of  economy 
and  thrift,  although  as  in  the  case  of 
most  self-martyrs  there  might  be  a  little 
touch  of  something  besides  self-martyr- 
dom in  it,  he  sincerely  hoped  that  like 
the  grand  old  martyr  of  old  he  had 
lighted  the  candle  of  economy  in  Eng- 
land which  would  not  very  soon  be  put 
out. 

Sib  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  TDublin 
Co.  S.)  said,  he  was  most  anxious,  as 
an  Irish  landlord,  that  the  facts  in  rela- 
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tion  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  should  be 
laid  before  the  House,  because  he  was 
certain  that  it  would  be  found  that  the 
combination  of  the  Irish  tenants  who 
adopted  it  was  not  unlawful.  The 
tenants  combined  to  protect  their  inte- 
rests and  the  property  they  had  in  the 
land,  and  the  legality  of  action  of  that 
kind  had  been  recognized  by  Acts  passed 
in  that  House,  and  by  political  econo- 
mists. He  protested,  therefore,  against 
the  charge  that  the  Irish  tenants  who 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campai^jn  were 
acting  illegally  or  immorally.  They 
combined  to  keep  the  roofs  over  their 
heads  this  winter,  and  to  preserve  their 
own  lives  and  the  lives  of  their  families. 
If  ever  combination  were  justified,  it 
was  justified  in  this  case.  It  had  been 
said  that  this  combination  was  against 
the  law  of  the  land.  That  had  yet  to 
be  decided  before  the  Courts,  and  he 
believed  that  if  those  Courts  wore  fairly 
constituted,  and  if  the  case  wore  fairly 
tried,  it  would  be  proved  that  the  com- 
bination was  not  contrary  to  British  law. 
He  was  no  lawyer,  and  could  not  express 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  contrary  to  British  law 
or  not ;  but  he  was  content  to  test  it  by 
the  principles  of  political  economy  as 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Fawcett.  Professor 
Walker  of  Boston,  and  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill.  According  to  Mill,  the  right  of 
combination  could  not  be  refused  to  any 
portion  of  the  population  without  gross 
injustice.  If  English  artizans  might 
combine  to  protect  themselves,  why 
should  the  right  of  combination  be 
denied  to  the  Irish  tenants  V  They  had 
the  same  liberty,  and  were  legitimately 
exercising  it  under  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. He  denied  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  employed  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  evading  legal  obligations  or 
repudiating  lawful  contracts.  The  con- 
dition necessary  to  a  binding  contract 
was  that  the  parties  should  be  free 
agents,  and  the  contract  must  be  a  free 
contract.  But  he  would  ask.  Did  the 
principle  of  free  contract  obtain  gene- 
rally in  the  fixing  of  Irish  rents  ?  He 
denied  that  it  did.  Monstrous  tyranny 
was  used,  and  monstrous  pressure  was 
put  upon  Irish  tenants  by  Irish  land- 
lords to  compel  them  to  come  under  im* 
possible  rents.  He  had  heard  of  black 
marks  being  placed  in  the  rent-books 
opposite  the  names  of  sturdy  tenants 
who  had  refused  to  enter  into  a^ree* 
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moots  impossible  to  be  carried  out,  and 
those  marks  would  be  brought  up  against 
them  if  ever  thoj  fell  into  the  hands  of 
their  landlords.     He  had  heard  of  great 
intimidation  directed  against  tenants  to 
compel  them  to  surrender  leases  and 
take  others  at  greatly  enhanced  rents. 
On  many  auspicious  occasions,  such  as 
the  marriage  or  coming  of  age  of  a  son 
or  daughter,  efforts  were  made  to  raise 
the  rents  with  a  threat  that  unless  the 
terms  were  accepted  the  lease  would  not 
be  renewed  when  it  fell  in.     He  could 
cite  cases  which  had  come  under  his  own 
observation,  where  industrious  tenants 
had    made  good    land   out  of   barren 
mountain  sides  or  useless  bogs,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  lease  the  rent  had  boon 
raised  200,  300,  and  500  per  cent,  and 
all  that,  he  supposed,  was  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  contract.    It  was  often  said 
that  the  Irish  tenant,  if  he  found  his 
tenancy  hard  and  onerous,   might  go 
elsewhere.      But  dispossession  to  him 
meant  practically  America,   the  work- 
house, or  the  grave,  because  in  Ireland 
land   was  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
tenant's  existence.      He  had   no  other 
means  of  livelihood.     It  had  been  said 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  meant  the 
payment  of  no  rent.      It  meant  abso- 
lutely nothing  of  the  sort.      The  Plan 
of    Campaign    had    been    adopted    to 
secure  to  the  landlords   the    payment 
of  a  fair  rent.     The  author  of  the  Plan, 
in  his  directions  as  to  its  use,  wrote  that 
the  trustees — those  who  had  received 
the  estate  fund — should,  in  the  event  of 
a  settlement,  use  their  influence  to  have 
every  defaulting  tenant  make  his  full 
contribution  to  the  fund,  and  that  they 
should  take  care  that  no  man  made  his 
just  contribution  a  cover  for  dishonesty. 
It  was  not  to  be  used  by  the  dishonest 
tenant  as  a  shelter  against  the  law,  but 
was    intended    merely    to    protect   the 
honest  tenant  against  the  tyranny  of  a 
grasping  landlord.      Members  on   the 
other  side  of  the  House  paid  a  poor  com- 
pliment to  the  intelligence,  sagacity,  and 
wisdom  of  the  men  who  would  soon  be 
governing  Ireland,   in   supposing  that 
they  would  raise  up  for  themselves  such 
a  tremendous  difficulty  in  the  future  by 
propagating  the  doctrine  of   no  rent. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  entertained  the 
crudest  ideas  of  the   meaning  of  the 
word  "rent.''    Eent  was  that  part  of 
the  produce  of  the  soil  which  the  ten- 
ant paid  to  the  landlord  for  the  use  of 


his  land.  Every  man  had  the  right  to 
live  in  this  world,  and  the  Irish  tenant 
had  the  right  to  a  fair  return  for  his 
labour.  Af^er  the  tenant  had  been  re« 
couped  his  expenses  in  farming  the 
land,  and  after  he  had  received  fair  pay- 
ment for  his  labour,  the  landlord  was 
entitled  to  receive  his  rent  out  of  the 
balance  that  remained.  The  value  of 
land  rose  and  fell  with  the  value  of  its 
produce,  and  when  the  value  of  produce 
fell  the  amount  of  rent  should  fall  also. 
His  sole  contention  was  that  the  Irish 
farmer  should  pay  a  fair  rent,  not  that 
he  should  pay  no  rent  at  all.  Another 
objection  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
that  under  it  the  Irish  tenant  should  fix 
his  own  rent.  But  why  should  the  land- 
lord be  entitled  to  fix  an  arbitrary  rent 
now  that  Parliament  had  admitted  that 
the  tenant  was  a  co  proprietor  in  the 
land  ?  The  Plan  or  Campaign  had 
been  invented  because  Parlieunent  and 
the  Irish  landlords  had  refused  to  meet 
the  demands  of  the  Irish  tenants  by  ac- 
cepting the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  last  Session;  and,  therefore,  the 
farmers  had  been  forced  to  settle  the 
question  for  themselves.  That,  in  his 
opinion,  was  a  full  justification  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  Government 
were  about  to  prosecute  several  of  the 
Irish  leaders  for  the  offence  of  succeed- 
ing in  doing  what  the  Oovernment  had 
tried  to  do,  but  failed  to  carry  out.  Hq 
could  tell  the  Government  that  these 
trials  would  have  but  very  little  effect 
on  Irish  opinion.  The  Government 
might  succeed,  by  packing  juries,  in  ob- 
taining the  conviction  and  imprisonment 
of  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  about 
to  be  tried ;  but  the  Irish  people  were 
sufficiently  well  educated  by  this  time  to 
carry  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  if  needs 
be,  without  their  leaders.  Whatever 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Government, 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  would  go  on  until 
Her  Majesty's  Government  took  steps  to 
obviate  the  necessity  for  it.  He  had 
supported  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as  an 
Irish  landlord,  for  he  did  not  consider  it 
did  any  injustice  to  a  landlord  anxious 
to  meet  his  tenants  fairly.  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  promulgated  only  to  bring 
pressure  to  bear  upon  those  hard-hearted 
and  cruel  landlords  who  had  brought 
down  the  detestation  and  opprobrium  of 
the  civilized  world  on  the  class  to  which 
they  unfortunately  belonged.  He  believed 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  be  essential  to 
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the  peace  of  Ireland  during  the  winter, 
and  for  that  reason  he  supported  it,  and 
should  continue  to  do  so  until  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyernment  took  such  steps  to 
meet  the  present  crisis  as  would  show 
they  had  some  appreciation  of  the  duties 
(f  their  position. 

Me.  0.  GRA.Y  (Essex.  Maldon)  said, 
that  the  state  of  agnculture  in  England 
—at  any  rate,  in  the  Eastern  Oounties  — 
was  at  the  present  time  quite  as  de- 
plorable as  on  the  other  side  of 
St.  George's  Chaunel.  He  was  right 
glad  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tended to  take  up  the  burning  question 
of  tithes,  for  it  was  a  question  that  was 
causing  great  irritation  between  farmei's 
and  ^ithe-owners.  Although  by  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Acts  of  1835^6  the  tithe 
was  made  a  rent-charge  on  the  land,  yet, 
by  an  incongruity  the  tithe-owner  \s 
allowed  to  distrain  upon  the  tenant's 
property.  The  whole  question  of  titlies 
ought  to  be  re-opened,  as  the  Commuta- 
tion Act  was  unsuitable  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  day.  To  treat  it 
successfully,  the  Goyemment  should  try 
to  simplify  the  question  by  doing  away 
with  the  sort  of  dual  possession  that  at 
present  existed,  and  make  it  what,  he 
felt  sure,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Com- 
mutation Act  that  it  should  be — a  rent 
charge  applying  only  to  the  property  of 
the  landlord.  If  they  did  this,  they 
would  confer  a  boon  upon  all  agricul- 
turists interested  in  the  question,  and 
would  place  the  whole  subject  of  tithe  in 
such  a  position  that,  perhaps,  at  some 
future  time,  further  legislation  in  con- 
nection with  it  could  be  introduced. 
Moreover,  he  might  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers the  three  agricultural  products 
which  were  chosen  as  the  basis  for  the 
assessmentof  tithes— wheat,  barley,  and 
oats — were  no  longer  cultivated  in  many 
districts.  In  Essex  large  tracts  which 
were  formerly  under  tillage  were  now 
laid  down  to  grass  at  great  loss ;  and  it 
was  obvious  that  the  prices  of  wheat, 
barley,  and  cats  do  not  show  what 
amount  of  tithe  such  land  should  pay. 
If  the  question  were  re-opened,  he 
trusted,  however.  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
yemment  would  not  allow  tithes  to 
be  made  use  of  for  any  purpose  other 
than  those  which  the  original  donors 
intended.  He  hoped  that  this  ques- 
tion would  be  dealt  with,  and  that 
the  Gbvemment  would  remember,  that 
although    English    agriculturists    had 


been  quiet  and  patient,  they  had  under- 
gone severe  suffering  and  depression, 
and  they  would,  with  gratitude,  cor- 
dially welcome  any  legislation  the  GK)- 
vernment  might  introduce  for  the  re- 
lief of  what  the  Hoyal  Commission  on 
Trade  and  Agriculture  acknowledge  to  be 
England's  most  important  industry. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  said  the 
hon.    Member    who  had    last    spoken 
(Mr.    C.     Gray)    had    made     a    com- 
parison of  English    and    Irish  prices 
for  agricultural  produce,  but  there  was 
really  no  parallel  between  English  and 
Irish   agriculture.      With  reference  to 
the   important  question  of  tithes,    he 
might  inform  the  House  that  they  did 
at  one  time  obtain  in  Ireland.  In  Ireland 
40  or  50  years  ago,  it  was  a  burning 
question.      It  pressed  very  heavily  and 
caused  great  hardship  and  suffering  to 
the  Irish  people,  and  it  was  only  by 
violent  agitation  more  fierce  than  the 
present,  and  attended  with  loss  of  life, 
that  the  vile  hardship  was  abolished. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  on 
tithes  was  a  full  vindication  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  by  the 
Irish  people  for  the  redress  of  grievances 
which  fell  with  more  severity  on  the 
poorer  classes    of  Irishmen  than    the 
tithe  grieyance  fell  on  the  poorer  classes 
of  England  and  Wales.      The  hon.  and 
gallant    Member    for    North    Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)    in   his    opening 
statement  made  mention  of  manufactured 
crisis,  but  he  (Mr.  O'Hea)  thought  that 
that  House  would  admit  it  was  not  the 
Irish  Members  or  Irishmen  who  manu- 
factured the  causes  of  this  crisis.    It 
was  not  the  Irish  Members  who  caused 
such  an  appalling  amoimt  of  depression 
in  articles  of  agricultural  produce,  and  it 
was  not  Irishmen  or  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament  who  caused  the  bad  seasons 
or  influenced  the  fall  in  prices.     The 
hon.    and  gallant   Member  for  North 
Armagh,  when  he  informed  the  House 
that  Mr.  John  Dillon  received  the  rents 
from  tenants  on  Lord  Dillon's  estate, 
omitted  to  mention  that  every  penny  so 
receiyed  had  since  gone  into  the  pocket 
of  Lord  Dillon.    The  Plan  of  Campaign 
was    not    adopted    with    the    view    of 
defrauding  the  landlords,  or  doing  any 
injury  whatever;  but  it  was  adopted  in 
order  to  saye  a  tenantry  oyer  whose 
heads  the  sword  of  eviction  was  pending. 
The  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
l^i4  ^^^^  attended  with  beneficial  result^ 


26i  Majestt/^s  iloai  {JAKtAKY  28,  188/ 1  dractom  Spee^k  loi 


to  landlord  and  tenant.    Tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeded  to  refer  to  evictions  which 
had  been  attempted  to  be  carried  out  in 
Oweedore,  County  Donegal.     The  gross 
rental  of  the  estates  some  years  ago  was 
£522,  and  yet  the  landlords,  who  had 
done  absolutely  nothing  to  enhance  the 
value  of  the  land,  increased  it  to  the 
present  amount,  £1,455  14tf.  8^£^.     The 
most  cruel  clearances  had  been  effected, 
as  had  also  been  the  case  in  many  other 
parts  of  Ireland.     Mrs.  Ernest  Hart  had 
given  a  pathetic  account  of  the  cruelties 
which  had  been  perpetrated  in  this  way 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  especially 
in  a  district  in  Donegal  which  curiously 
enough  bore  the  same  name,  Olenbeigh, 
as  the  place  which  had  recently  been  so 
prominently    before    the    public.      In 
reference  to  the  evictions  in  Oweedore, 
he  might  mention  that  for  every  £1  the 
tenant  owed,  he  had  to  pay  £1  10«.  for 
law  costs.     The  harsh  treatment  by  cer- 
tain Irish  landlords  of  their  poor  tenants 
was  not  denied  even  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  the  buildings  in  which  the 
peasantry  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  lived, 
ne  declared  could  not  be  described  as 
**  home.**      Wigwams  would  be  a  more 
appropriate    term,     and,    indeed,    he 
believed  the    wigwams  of  the  North 
American  Bed  Indians  were  abodes  of 
comfort  and  luxury  compared  with  these 
structures.     He  submitted  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  the  only  legitimate 
method  by  which  it  was    possible  to 
secure  fair  and  equitable  treatment  for 
the  tenants,    when  these  poor  people 
found  starvation  and  ruin  staring  them 
in  the  face ;  and  for  the  past  two  months 
he  had  never  lost  a  single  opportunity  of 
advising  the  people  to  adopt  it.     He 
believed,  from  evidence  which  he  had 
himself  heard  given  in  the  Land  Courts, 
that  those  tenants  who  did  not  pay  rent 
for  their  farms  paid  it  out  of  their  sav- 
ings, or  out  of  remittances  from  America, 
and  not  out  of  the  produce  of  the  land 
itself.     He  did  not  think  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  any  reason  to  be  pleased 
with  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.     In 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  some  reference 
was  made  to  the  desirability  of  making 
some  amendment   in  the  procedure  of 
the  criminal  laws,  but  it  occurred  to  him, 
after  the  proceedings  in  the  Woodford 
cases,  that  the  criminal  law  was  quite 
sufficient  for  its  purposes.     Legislation 
for  that  country  would  be  very  difficult 
indeed  until  the  full  claims  and  aspira- 


tions of  the  Irish  people  were  granted. 
Thelrieh  people  were  now  organized  and 
determined  not  to  suffer  in  the  future 
as  they  had  done  in  days  gone  by  ;  but 
were  determined  to  keep  up  the  agitation 
until  the  Government  conceded  to  them 
the  right  to  legislate  for  their  people  on 
their  own  soil. 

Mr.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  said,  as  the  Bepresentative 
of  a  Metropolitan  constituency,  he 
wished  to  enter  a  protest  against 
the  amount  of  time  that  had  been  given 
to  the  discussion  of  Ireland  and  Irish 
questions  during  the  past  year  and 
in  the  present  Session.  He  regretted 
that  more  time  was  not  given  to  tho 
questions  which  affected  the  Metropolis. 
He  also  observed  that  there  was  a  most 
remarkable  difference  in  the  tone  as- 
sumed by  hon.  Members  opposite  in  the 
House  from  that  which  they  adopted  in 
addressing  Irish  audiences.  Speaking 
for  himself,  he  had  great  sympathy  with 
the  troubles  and  the  anxieties  of  the 
Irish  tenants,  and  had  always  shown 
that  in  all  his  speeches  on  the  subject ; 
but  at  the  same  time,  he  hoped  that  in 
the  proposed  new  Bules  of  Procedure, 
which  they  confidently  expected  would 
shortly  be  brought  forward  for  discus- 
sion, some  alteration  in  the  method  of 
discussing  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
would  be  sanctioned.  He  would  like  to 
refer  to  the  satisfaction  he  felt — which 
he  was  sure  was  felt  by  a  great  many 
other  Metropolitan  Members — in  the 
fact  that  reference  had  been  made  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  the  Commission  which 
was  issued  in  1885  to  inquire  into  the 
lamentable  depression  under  which  trade 
and  agriculture  had  been  suffering  for 
many  years.  The  Keport  of  that  Com- 
mission, and  this  reference  to  it,  would 
be  especially  welcome  to  the  working 
classes  of  London,  as  showing  the  inte- 
rest Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  in  the  widespread  industrial  de- 
pression. He  rejoiced  to  see  that  in  the 
month  of  December  there  was  an  increase 
of  nearly  £1,500,000  in  the  value  of  the 
imports.  In  his  opinion  that  was  a  proof 
that  the  trade  of  the  country  was  reviv- 
ing. He  wished  to  draw  particular  at- 
tention to  Question  No.  14,  dealing  with 
the  causes  to  which  the  depression  of 
trade  was  attributed.  He  had  gone  very 
carefully  through  the  evidence  of  the 
Commission,  and  he  found  that  the  Bir- 
mingham Chamber  of    Commerce  re- 
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turned  it  as  their  opinion  that  foreign 
competition  in  neutral  markets  had  been 
to  a  great  extent  the  cause  of  the  finan- 
cial depression  in  that  district.  From 
Liverpool  it  was  stated — 

"  By  all  means  let  us  have  Free  Trade,  but 
bounties  should  be  met  by  countervailing  duties, 
and  hostile  tariffs  on  English  goods  should  not 
be  countenanced  in  treaty  arrangements." 

The  North  of  England  iron  trade  made 
the  same  complaint.  They  said  that 
foreign  bounties  and  tariffs  had  affected 
this  country  adversely — in  fact,  they  had 
annihilated  almost  all  trade  with  Ger- 
many, Hussia,  France,  Spain,  and 
America.  In  these  circumstances  he 
earnestly  hoped  that  during  the  present 
Session  it  would  be  placed  before  the 
House  how  absolutely  necessary  it  was 
that  the  manufacturers  of  this  country 
should  be  enabled  to  maintain  their 
position  as  against  foreign  nations.  In- 
deed, it  was  absolutely  a  necessity  that 
bounties  should  be  met  by  countervail- 
ing duties.  In  expressing  such  views 
he  believed  that  he  was  only  fulfilling 
his  duty.  He  had  devoted  several  years 
to  an  inquiry  regarding  this  matter,  and 
he  had  come  to  tne  conclusion  that  it  was 
impossible  to  compete  with  foreign  na- 
tions unless  some  alteration  of  our  fiscal 
laws  was  made.  He  was  also  glad  to 
see  the  reference  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
to  the  subject  of  railway  rates,  and  hoped 
that  means  might  be  found  to  alter  in 
some  way  the  unjust  system  of  railway 
rating.  He  hailed  with  joy  the  refer- 
ence made  that  measures  dealing  with 
the  regulation  of  railways,  and  for  pre- 
venting the  fraudulent  use  of  trade 
marks,  would  be  brought  under  their 
consideration.  He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  see  their  way  dunng 
the  present  Session  to  lend  their  help  in 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which  would 
impose  countervailing  duties  on  bounty- 
fed  goods  imported  from  abroad,  and  so 
give  the  traders  of  this  country  the 
means  of  holding  their  own  in  com- 
merco 

Mb.*  J.  NOLAJ^  (Louth,  N.),  in  reply- 
ing to  the  opening  observation  of  the 
last  speaker,  said,  the  method  to  adopt 
to  prevent  complaints  of  waste  of  time 
by  Irish  Members  in  discussing  the 
affairs  of  their  country  was  to  give  them 
a  Legislature  of  their  own.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  said  the  Irish  people 
were  not  fitted  for  any  measure  of  self- 
government,  and  that  exceptional  moa- 

J/r.  Gent-Davis 


sures  were  needed  to  maintain  law  and 
order.  He  protested  against  this  insult- 
ing view  which  was  taken  of  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  people.  Parliament 
first  gave  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
franchise,  allowed  them  to  send  Hepre- 
sentatives  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  when  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives  gave  effect  to  the  predomi- 
nant wishes  of  the  people  the  majority 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons said  that  they  would  pay  no  heed 
to  their  recommendations  with  regard 
to  Irish  affairs.  With  regard  to  the 
reference  in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  affairs 
in  the  South-East  of  Europe,  he  echoed 
the  hope  that  peace  would  be  preserved. 
If  it  were  true  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  with  him  below  the  Gangway  were 
disloyal  to  the  Empire,  and  that  they 
sought  its  disintegration,  they  could  not 
adopt  any  better  policy  than  to  try  to 
goad  Her  Majesty's  Government  into  a 
war  with  Russia ;  but,  taking  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  case  into  account,  as 
honest  men  they  could  better  employ 
their  power  in  warning  the  Government 
against  any  such  course.  If  the  peoples 
of  the  Balkan  Peninsula  wished  to  be 
allied  with  Bussia  this  country  might  as 
well  try  to  stem  the  tide  with  a  pitchfork 
as  to  stop  that  union;  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  wished  to  retain  their  inde- 
pendence they  would  find  ways  and 
means  of  doing  so  without  any  foolish 
intervention  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  If  was  cause  for  satis- 
faction that  we  were  to  withdraw  from 
Egypt;  but  it  was,  he  found,  a  vain 
hope  that  the  military  would  carry  away 
the  demoralizing  infiuences  they  had 
introduced  in  that  country.  In  his  opi* 
nion  the  great  Power  which  this  country 
had  to  fear  after  all  was  not  the  tra- 
ditional enemy  of  England,  but  Ger- 
many. A  great  Colonizing  nation  with 
an  overflowing  population,  and  having 
an  evident  desire  to  extend  its  influence 
among  foreign  nations,  Germany  was 
more  likely  to  come  into  collision  with 
England  than  any  of  the  other  European 
Powers.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
reform  of  local  government  it  certainly 
seemed  strange  that  the  Government 
should  say  that  England  and  Scotland, 
which  wanted  it  least,  should  have  it 
first,  while  Ireland,  which  wanted  it 
most,  should  have  it  last.  Ho  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  and  the 
Government  to  the  conduct  of  the  officials 
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in  Dublin  Castle  with  reference  to  the 
working  of  the  Labourers'  Act.     These 
oflicials  seemed  to  have  set  themselves 
deliberately  to  work  to  obstruct  its  booe- 
ficent  operation.   They  had  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  Hoyal  Commissions  appointed 
from  that  House  that  there  was  not  on  the 
face  of  God's  earth  a  people  who  were 
BO  miserably  housed  as  the  working  men 
in  Ireland;    and,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  an  attempt  had  been  made  by 
the    Local  Authorities    in    Ireland    to 
remedy  this  defect  to  some  extent,  the 
autliorities  at  Dublin  Castle  had  suc- 
ceeded to  a  very  great  extent  in  causing 
unnecessary  delay  in  the  carrying  out  of 
the  work  of  providing  proper  dwellings 
for  the  labourers.    He  gave  early  Notice 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  would 
inquire    more  closely  into  the   matter 
when  the  Estimates  came  on.     Then 
they  were  told  that  they  were  not  to 
liave  the  local  self-government  which 
England  and  Scotland  were  to  get,  be- 
cause the  law  was  not  observed  in  Ire- 
land.    But  if  it  was  the  case  that  the 
law  was  not  observed  in  Ireland,  he 
would  ask  who  were  the  criminals,  and 
who  violated  the  law  ?    Certainly  it  was 
not  the  poor  long- suffering  people.     In 
England  the  law  permitted  people  to 
meet  in  public  in  order  to  discuss  their 
affairs;   whereas  in  Ireland  any  petty 
police  officer,  even  without  instructions 
from  his  superior,  could  march  his  police- 
men, baton  in  hand,  and  without  any 
ceremony  break  up  a  meeting,  and  if 
cometimes  human  nature  was  trespassed 
upon  too  far  there  was  an  outcry  about 
the  lawlessness  of  the  Irish  people.    If 
in  England  two  or  three  of  the  elected 
Representatives    of    the    people    were 
assaulted  in  the  streets  and  nad  their 
heads  broken,  there  would  be  such  a 
storm  of   indignation    throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land  that  no 
Government  would  dare  to  condone  the 
action  of  those  who  had  been  guilty  of 
such  an  outrage.     There  had  been  no 
less  than  86  occasions  upon  which  offi- 
cials charged  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in    Ireland    had    come  to  that 
House  for  wholesale  suspensions  of  the 
law.    During  the  last  suspension  of  law 
1 ,000  innocent  persons  had  been  dragged 
from  their  homes  and  imprisoned  without 
trial  by  Judge  or  jury.     Bef erring  to 
what  was  called  the  Crossmaglon  con- 
spiracy, he  observed  that  the  real  con- 
spirators   were  the    representatives  of 


law  and  order.     He  hoped  tliat  early 
attention  would  bo  given  to  the  case  of 
the  unfortunate  men  who  were  impri- 
soned in  connection  with  that  alleged 
conspiracy.      He  was  not   inclined   to 
blame  the  Government  for  the  tender 
and  humane  policy  which  they  pursued 
in  Ireland  in  trying  to  induce  the  land- 
lords to  hold  their  hands  and  give  the 
poor  people  a  chance  of  living,  although 
they  had  been    remiss  in    asking  for 
powers  to  effect  that  result  in  another 
manner,  because  he  believed  that  the 
highest  law  of  all  was  the  safety  of  the 
people.      As  to  the  question  of   land 
purchase,  he  was  not  desirous  of  de- 
priving the   landlords  of  one  iota  of 
their  property  or  their  just  rights,  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  give  them  undue 
privileges,  or  to  pay  them  for  the  pur- 
chase of  their  land  a  price  above  its 
value.     He  had  been  quite  prepared  to 
accept  the  scheme  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister  for  the  purchase  of  the  land  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  because  he  regarded 
it  as  the  price  which  was  to  be  paid  by 
Irishmen   for  the    right  of   managing 
their  own  affairs,  and  every  farthing 
under    that    arrangement   would  have 
been    paid.       But    circumstances    had 
changed    since    then.      Beference  was 
made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  crime 
in  Ireland.     He  did  not  approve  of  one 
man  taking  the  life  of  another,  for  this 
could  not  be   returned  to   him,  but  a 
tenant  who  in  a  moment  of  exasperation 
took  the  life  of  another  was  less  cul- 
pable than  certain  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  in  cold  blood  instigated 
tho  Orangomen  of  Belfast  to  riot  such 
as  had  been  the  subject  of  recent  in- 
quiry, and  in  the  course  of  which  so 
many  lives  were  lost.     When  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  spoke  of  the  '* butcher's  bill" 
in  Ireland,  as  he  facetiously  termed  it, 
it  was  signiBcant  that  he  made  no  refer- 
ence to  Belfast.     He  did  not,  however, 
desire  to  make  any  attack  on  the  Orange- 
men, for,  however  misguided,  they  were 
his  countrymen,  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
hold  them  up  to  the  scorn  and  ridicule 
of  Englishmen.     In  conclusion,  he  had 
to  say  that  no  matter  what  might  be 
the  opinion  of  certain  eminent  autho- 
rities about  contentment  following  the 
settlement  of  tho  Land  Question,  the 
Irish   people  would  never  be  satisfied 
until  they  had  obtained  the  rights  de- 
noted by  the  words  '*  Home  Bule."  , 
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Mr.  FULTON  (West  Ham,  N.) 
Bald,  that  the  all-absorbing  subject  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  was  the  paragraph 
which  related  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. He  would  remind  the  House  that 
last  summer  the  constituencies  were 
called  upon  to  pronounce  judgment  on 
the  Irish  measures  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  Party  to 
which  he  belonged  believed  then,  and 
believed  still,  that  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  amounted  to  a 
practical  repeal  of  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  that  if  carried  out  it  would  have 
led  to  separation  or  civil  war.  The 
verdict  of  the  country  upon  the  scheme 
was  emphatic  and  decisive,  and,  he  be- 
lieved, tinal.  A  little  examination  must 
satisfy  the  inquirer  that  the  Unionist 
victory  at  the  last  Election  could  not  be 
measured  by  the  Unionist  majority  in 
that  House.  The  victory  was  quite  as 
apparent  in  the  diminished  majorities 
of  the  Separatist  Liberals  who  were 
fortunate  enough  to  be  returned  to  Par- 
liament. To  illustrate  his  meaning  he 
would  compare  the  results  in  some  of 
the  Metropolitan  boroughs  at  the  Elec- 
tions of  1885  and  1886.  At  the  General 
Election  in  November,  1885,  theHadical 
majority  in  the  borough  of  Poplar  was 
1.977  ;  in  July,  1886,  it  sank  to  76.  In 
South  Hackney  the  Badical  majority  in 
1885  was  942 ;  in  1886  it  sank  to  100. 
In  Battersea  in  1885  the  majority  was 
712;  in  1886  it  sank  to  186.  In  West  St. 
Pancras  the  majority  of  469  in  1885 
sank  to  60  in  1886.  He  drew  attention 
to  these  facts  because  hon.  Members 
opposite  were  never  tired  of  reminding 
the  House  that  the  last  Election  was  all 
a  mistake,  and  that  the  verdict  was  very 
likely  to  be  soon  reversed.  They  said 
that  the  result  of  the  last  Election  was 
due,  not  to  the  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill,  but  to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill. 
He  should  be  the  last  in  the  world  to 
deny  the  immense  influence  at  the  last 
Election  of  the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  It 
was  a  monstrous  political  abortion,  and 
it  enabled  the  Unionists  to  bring  home 
to  the  electors  the  political  incapacity  of 
a  Government  which  could  gravely  pre- 
sent such  a  measure  for  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Nation.  But  although 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  was  undoubtedly 
a  cause,  it  was  not  the  cause  of  the 
defeat  of  the  Separatist  army.  The 
real  cause  was  the  proposal  to  hand 


over  the  government  of  Ireland  to  the 
apostles  of  public  plunder  —  to  give 
up  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the  loyal 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  National  League.  He 
believed  that  the  rumours,  so  indus- 
triously circulated,  of  dissension  in  the 
Unionist  ranks,  were  destitute  of  the 
smallest  shadow  of  foundation,  and  that 
the  Unionist  Party  would  give  unwa- 
vering support  to  any  Government, 
however  constituted,  who  would  carry 
out  the  mandate  of  the  country.  Their 
victory  had  imposed  great  responsibility 
upon  the  Unionist  Government.  They 
were  pledged  to  restore  the  supremacy 
of  the  law,  to  stamp  out  the  conspiracy 
against  the  landlords,  to  put  down  Boy- 
cotting, and  to  proclaim  the  National 
League.  To  attain  ths  end  they  were 
told  that  coercion  would  be  necessary. 
In  discussing  this  question  it  was  de- 
sirable that  they  should  clear  their 
minds  from  cant.  If  by  coercion  was 
meant  the  passing  of  measures  giving 
power  to  the  Executive  Government  to 
imprison  large  numbers  of  Irishmen 
without  trial,  or  penal  legislation  of  a 
Draconian  character  applicable  to  Ire- 
land alone,  and  only  destined  to  remain 
in  force  for  a  limited  period  of  time — in 
other  words,  if  by  coercion  was  meant 
the  kind  of  coercion  which  until  recently 
found  so  much  favour  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  he  was 
as  much  opposed  to  it  as  any  Member 
of  that  House  could  be.  But  he  might, 
on  the  other  hand,  remind  the  House 
that  all  criminal  law  was  coercive,  and 
was  intended  to  protect  the  many 
against  the  few,  and  to  enable  others 
besides  strong  men  armed  to  keep  their 
goods  in  safety.  In  every  civilized  com- 
munity it  became  necessary  from  time 
to  time  to  strengthen  the  ordinary  Cri- 
minal Law  by  new  statutes  framed  to 
cope  with  new  forms  of  crime.  What 
was  needed  in  Ireland  was  such  an 
amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law  as 
would  enable  the  authorities  to  grapple 
quickly  and  successfully  with  intimi- 
dation, conspiracy,  and  Boycotting. 
The  present  system  pursued  in  Ireland 
was,  to  an  English  criminal  lawyer, 
absolutely  unintelligible.  There  was 
apparency  no  power  in  Ireland  to 
compel  the  attendance  of  an  accused 
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person  on  the  hearing  of  a  charge  of 
misdemeanour.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  the  House  would 
remember,  absented  himself  when  he 
was  a  defendant  on  a  trial  for  con- 
spiracy in  Dublin,  and  quite  recently 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  absented  himself  from  a  pre- 
liminary hearing  before  the  Gnief 
Magistrate  in  Dublin.  Such  conduct  ap- 
peared to  be  a  gross  contempt  of  Oourt, 
and  could  not  fail,  if  unchecked ,  to  weaken 
the  authority  of  the  law.  In  England 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  of  1848 
gave  a  magistrate  power  in  every  case  in 
which  a  summons  was  issued  upon  a 
Bwom  information  to  issue  a  warrant  to 
compel  the  defendant  to  appear.  In  a 
trial  for  misdemeanour,  before  a  Oourt 
of  Oyer  and  Terminer,  and  general  gaol 
delivery,  or  at  Bar,  the  Court  could  pro- 
ceed to  the  trial  without  the  presence  of 
the  accused,  but  in  practice  it  never  did 
so,  and  constantly  enforced  the  attend- 
ance of  misdemeanants  by  the  issuing  of 
Bench  warrants.  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  very  desirable  that  magistrates  in 
Ireland  should  be  empowered  to  deal 
summarily  with  cases  of  intimidation. 
He  would  give  them  the  power,  in  the 
event  of  any  breach  of  recognizances,  to 
commit  the  offender  to  prison  for  a  term 
of  two  or  three  months.  If  such  powers 
as  these  were  steadily  put  in  force  in 
Ireland  the  so-called  patriots  would  be 
subjected  to  a  very  severe  test.  The  de- 
testable form  of  intimidation  known  as 
•*  Boycotting  "  ought  to  be  put  down  by 
imposing  on  every  person  who  sold  ne- 
cessaries of  life  a  statutory  obligation  to 
sell  them  to  every  applicant.  In  case  of 
refusal  the  offender  should  be  condemned 
to  pay  20  times  the  value  of  the  goods 
demanded,  and  in  default  of  payment 
should  be  committed  to  prison.  He 
thought  that  such  a  law  would  produce 
a  very  satisfactory  result  in  Ireland. 
Kecent  events  in  that  country  had  shown 
that  in  many  cases  trial  by  jury  was  a 
farce.  He  thought  that  both  in  Ireland 
and  in  England  any  accused  person 
ought  to  have  a  nght  to  claim  a  trial  by 
special  jury.  Again,  there  ought  to  be 
a  power  in  Ireland,  as  there  had  been 
in  England  since  1856,  to  change  the 
venue.  It  was  desirable  that  in  all  cases 
either  the  persons  accused  or  the  Crown 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  change  the 
venue.  That,  he  believed,  had  been  the 
law  in  Scotland  from  time  immemorial. 


Again,  when  a  crime  was  committed  the 
magistrate  ought  to  be  empowered  to 
institute  a  preliminary  investigation, 
and  to  summon  before  him  all  persons 
who  were  likely  to  throw  light  upon  the 
undetected  crime.  This  amendment  of 
the  law  would,  he  hoped,  form  part  of 
the  measure  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  in  contemplation.  It  was 
likewise  desirable  that  the  prisoner  and 
his  wife  should  be  competent  but  not 
compellable  witnesses.  If  the  Govern- 
ment made  such  changes  applicable  not 
only  to  Ireland,  but  also  to  England,  he 
believed  they  would  receive  the  support 
of  every  honest  man.  He  could  not 
understand  why  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  permitted  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  to  take  root  and  spread  while 
they  were  waiting  for  a  decision  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  as  to  whether  it  was  an 
illegal  conspiracy.  If  that  information 
could  not  be  secured  in  Ireland,  here  in 
England  the  Government  might  have 
obtained  it  from  any  criminal  lawyer  in 
the  Temple  for  the  moderate  sum  of 
£1  Sb.  6d,  The  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  placed  it 
upon  record  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
delighted  his  heart,  and  had  described 
it  as  trade  unionism  applied  to  agricul- 
ture. He  might  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  that  trade  unionism  was 
a  perfectly  legal  institution,  and  that  it 
owed  its  vitality  to  two  Statutes,  the 
Employers'  and  Workmen's  Act  and 
the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of  Pro- 
perty Act,  both  of  which  were  passed  by 
a  Conservative  Government,  and  which 
had  been  described  by  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  working  classes  as  "the 
charter  of  their  social  and  industrial 
freedom."  Trade  unionism  was  designed, 
among  other  things,  to  enable  the  wage- 
earning  classes  by  combination  to  com- 
pete with  their  employers  in  fixing  the 
terms  of  future  contracts,  whereas  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arbitrarily  repudiating  contracts 
already  subsisting.  He  commended  this 
elementary  distinction  to  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
activity  of  the  Government  ought  not  to 
be  limited  by  a  Bill  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  There  would  never 
be  peace  in  Ireland  until  the  National 
League  was  proclaimed.  It  was  an  illegal 
and  a  treasonable  association — a  political 
tapeworm,  which  he  hoped  would  be 
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seized  bj  the  head  and  crushed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  had  said  that  the  classes 
were  against  him.  This  was  true.  The 
classes  were  against  him,  and  among 
them  were  the  working  classes.  If,  when 
the  present  Prime  Minister  was  forming 
his  Cabinet,  he  had  sent  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber f orthe  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  and  offered  him 
the  Chancellorship  of  the  Exchequer  on 
the  condition  that  he  would  turn  his  back 
on  every  political  profession  he  had  ever 
made  respecting  Ireland,  he  believed  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  resisted  the 
temptation ;  and  thus  he  would  have 
compared  very  favourably  with  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
who,  speaking  at  Glasgow  on  the  25th 
of  October,  1881,  said— 

"  It  is  true  there  is  a  strong  Party  of  irrecon- 
cilable politicians  who  do  not  represent  Ireland. 
.  .  .  Men  whose  object  I  am  sorry  to  say  I 
believe  is  not  so  much  to  benefit  Ireland  as  to 
injure  England.  Theirs  has  not  been  a  policy 
of  reconciUation  and  reform,  but  of  hatred  and 
disunion.  No  doubt  we  are  at  issue  with  them 
to  the  last  extremity,  to  the  extremity  which 
was  unhappily  reached  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  where  men  were  satisfied  to  pour  out 
their  blood  like  water  to  maintain  the  mteg^ty 
ol  their  country  and  their  Empire.  .  .  The 
land  agitation  in  their  hands  was  an  agitation 
whose  object  was  to  destroy  the  union  of  the 
Empire  and  to  overthrow  the  established  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  Kingdom.  Air.  Pamell 
admits  now  that  what  he  wants  is  not  fair  rent — 
he  wants  no  rent  at  all.  He  wants  to  get  rid 
of  the  landlords  in  order  that  he  may  get  rid  of 
the  English  Government ;  and  for  this  object 
every  kind  of  intimidation  has  been  employed 
to  deter  honest  men  from  doing  their  duty  and 
fulfilling  their  obligations.  The  Land  League 
has  employed  terms  whose  avowed  object  is 
to  set  aside  and  over-rule  the  law  of  the 
land.  It  is  utterly  impossible  that  any  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  civilized  society  can 
tolerate  such  a  condition  of  things.  The  Land 
League  has  thrown  over  the  &lse  colours  of 
fair  rent ;  it  has  hoisted  the  red  flag,  and  the 
buccaneering  craft  sails  under  its  true  colours." 

What  a  wealth  of  vocabulary,  and  what 
accuracy  of  description !  But  there  was 
another  great  man — the  hon.  Member 
ior  Oambome  (Mr.  Conybeare).  It 
might  be  said  of  him  as  was  once  said 
of  a  former  very  distinguished  Member 
of  Parliament  (Mr.  Horsman)  he  was  a 
-very  "  superior  person."  He  was  ready 
to  make  a  new  constitution  in  Church  and 
State.  He  was  a  striking  example  of  the 
truth  of  the  saying  of  the  right  ho  ti  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  that  the  furtherfrom 
the  Metropolis  the  greater  the  political 
•enlightenment.    The  working  classes  in 
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London  and  the  home  counties  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  and  hearing 
the  Irish  Hepresentatives.  They  knew 
them;  they  understood  them,  and  they 
had  formed  a  distinct  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  and 
the  unassuming  modesty  of  the  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner).  They  saw 
and  belioTed  that  the  ambition  of  those 
Members,  in  their  microscopical  exami- 
nation of  the  Estimates,  was  to  impede 
the  Business  of  Parliament. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  rose 
to  Order.  Was  it  right  to  allege  that 
he  impeded  the  Business  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  There  is  nothing  in 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  to  call 
for  my  intervention,  althou^  an  im- 
putation of  motive  is  un-Parliamen- 
tary. 

Mb.  FULTON  said,  he  was  sorry  he 
had  wounded  the  feelings  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Db.  TANNEE  :  Not  at  all. 

Mb.  FULTON  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  observation  in  the  most  un- 
qualified manner.  The  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  to  impede  or 
delay  the  Business  of  Parliament.  But 
he  had  not  said  otherwise.  He  had  said 
that  the  working  classes  of  London 
might  have  drawn  that  conclusion.  He 
could  tell  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land that  he  admired  their  courage, 
their  endurance,  and  their  discipline, 
but  ha  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
believe  that  they,  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches,  were  animated  with  equal 
courage,  endurance,  and  discipline. 
They  were,  moreover,  fortified  by  the 
assurance  that  they  had  received  from 
their  constituents  a  double  mandate  on 
the  one  hand  to  maintain  the  Legislative 
Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, and  on  the  other  to  preserve,  un- 
impaired, the  authority  and  the  dignity 
of  Parliament. 

Mb.  THEODORE  FRY  (Darlington) 
said,  he  could  not  understand  the  obser- 
vation of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  charging  him  with  interference  ia 
Irish  affairs,  which  he  appeared  to  think 
unjustifiable. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Bbacb) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  beg  the  hon.  Member's 
psrdon.     I  did  not  at  all  imply  that. 

Mb.  THEODORE  FRY  said,  then  he 
should  refer  to  the  reports  in  the  even- 
ing papers,  and  it  was  in  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman's  own  paper,  The  Globe,  How- 
ever, he  was  ^Ihd  it  was  withdrawn. 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  foe  IRE- 
LAND :  What  I  said  was,  that  I  was 
sure  the  hon.  Member  interfered  with 
the  most  benevolent  motives. 

Mb.  THEODORE  FRY  said,  he  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  cor- 
rected the  report.  He  could  not  under- 
stand in  what  way  he  had  interfered  in 
Irish  affairs.  The  question  he  had 
asked  that  evenin^c  was  the  first  time  he 
had  spoken  about  Ireland  in  that  House, 
and  the  only  other  interference  on  his 
part  was  a  visit  to  the  sad  scenes  now 
going  on  in  Gienbeigh.  It  seemed  to 
him  a  most  remarkable  thing  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  suggest  that 
some  Member  of  the  Opposition  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  settle  this  complicated 
question.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was  unable  to  do  so,  he  should 
resign  the  position  he  held  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  As  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  it  should  be  his  duty  to 
promote  the  wished-for  settlement,  and 
if  he  were  unable  to  do  so  he  shotild 
giro  place  to  some  other  Gentleman  who 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  the  difficul- 
ties arising  in  the  sister  country.  The 
only  course  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  these  poor 
people  of  Gienbeigh  should  be  relegated 
to  some  other  part  of  Ireland,  or  re- 
moved from  Ireland  altogether.  That 
was  not  a  legislative  measure  at  the 
present  moment,  though  he  was  willing 
to  admit  that  there  were  parts  of  Ireland 
where  the  removal  of  the  poorest  might 
be  of  advantage  to  them.  He  thought 
it  was  an  extraordinary  thing  to  hear 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  saying, 
in  reference  to  these  sad  scenes  in  Gien- 
beigh— *'It  is  not  my  business  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  on  the  subject."  He 
believed  he  had  never  heard  a  sentence 
so  fentirely  unworthy  of  the  position 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — so 
full  of  self- distrust.  He  thought  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  accepted 
the  cordial  invitation  sent  to  him  from 
Gienbeigh  to  visit  the  district,  he  would 
now  have  been  able  to  express  some 
opinion  on  what  he  saw  and  heard  there. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  say  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
sympathy  with  those  who,  being  able  to 
pay  a  fair  rent,  refused  to  do  so ;  and 
perhaps  it  was  still  less  unnecessary  for 
liim  to  say  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 


sympathy  for  those  who  committed  crime 
of  any  kind  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  informed  the  House  that  the 
landlord  of  the  poor  cottiers  of  Gien- 
beigh was  willing  to  accept  six  months' 
rent,  which  amounted  altogether  to 
£86'5.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  forgot 
to  tell  the  House  that  in  addition  to  that 
£866  there  were  very  heavy  law  costs 
which  had  followed  the  non-payment  of 
the  gale's  rent.  These  costs  in  many 
cases  amounted  to  the  full  rent,  and  in 
other  cases  to  more.  The  rent  of  one 
man  was  £1,  while  the  costs  amounted 
to  £2  19«.  6 J.,  or  three  times  more  than 
the  rent  which  it  appeared  to  the  eye  of 
the  people  of  England  this  man  was 
only  asked  to  pay.  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  was  that 
these  people  were  able  to  pay  a  consider- 
able portion  of  their  rent,  far  morethan  a 
half-year's,  and  he  said  the  action  of  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller  was  kind  and  generous. 
He  was  not  going  to  say  a  word  about 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  at  the  present 
moment,  either  for  or  against,  as  that 
was  not  the  business  before  him  ;  but  he 
considered  that  nothing  had  given  such 
a  strong  impetus  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign as  the  action  of  Sir  Eedvers  Bul- 
ler on  this  occasion,  and  the  interference 
of  the  present  Government  in  endeavour- 
ing to  obtain  from  the  landlords  such  a 
large  concession  of  rent.  It  justified 
more  fully  than  anything  else  the  action 
of  those  who  had  tried  to  get  a  large  re- 
duction, but  get  much  smaller  than  Sir 
Ked  vers  Buller.  It  could  not  be  so  heinous 
a  crime  as  it  was  sometimes  made  out  to 
be.  He  was  glad  to  find  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  that  night  taken  the  entire 
blame  of  the  action  of  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  complained  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  made  the  payment  of  rents 
impossible;  but  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  instructing  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  to  do  what  he  had  done,  would 
have  far  more  effect  in  strengthening 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  than  anything 
else.  They  had  already  been  told  that 
it  was  in  operation  only  upon  20  estates, 
and  that  was  a  very  small  number  in 
comparison  with  the  number  of  estates 
in  Ireland.  Something  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  as  to  what  Father  Quilter  had 
said  in  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
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teoants.  There  had  been  another  letter 
published  which  was  written  by  Father 
Quilter,  and  which  was  read  at  the 
moetiDfif  at  Killorglin  on  Saturday 
last.  In  that  letter  Father  Quilter  ex- 
pressed himself  strongly  to  this  effect — 
that  when  he  had  written  the  previous 
letter,  which  had  been  quoted  in  the 
House  that  night,  he  was  very  much 
misled  as  to  the  ability  of  many  of  these 
tenants  to  pay  rent.  He  had  a  conver- 
sation himself  with  Father  Quilter,  who 
had  told  him  the  same  thing,  and  had 
also  stated  that  many  of  these  tenants 
— 40  out  of  70 — who  had  not  paid  the 
half-year's  gale,  as  suggested  by  Sir 
Bedvers  BuUer,  were  entirely  unable  to 
pay  their  rents;  and,  therefore,  when 
the  prerious  letter  was  read  from  Father 
Quilter  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
well  that  the  letter,  in  which  he,  to 
some  extent,  altered  his  opinion,  should 
have  been  read  also.  They  could  not 
have  a  better  testimony  to  the  poverty 
of  the  people  of  Olenbei^h  than  the 
words  of  Sir  Eedvers  Buller  himself, 
which  might  well  have  been  read  by 
the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh.  He 
would  read  five  or  six  lines  from 
that  letter,  which  was  written  on  the 
29th  of  November.  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
wrote — 

''There  may  be,  and  perhaps  there  are,  a 
few  rog^ee  amongst  them — say  five  or  six — 
who  could  pay  more ;  bat  I  do  believe  the 
offer  represents,  in  respect  of  the  majority  of 
them,  a  somewhat  larger  sam  than  they  are 
actually  in  a  position  to  pay.  In  my  opinion  a 
great  number  of  the  tenants  are  nearer  to 
famine  than  to  the  payment  of  rent." 

Having  paid  a  visit  to  that  district,  and 
having  seen  what  was  going  on,  he  could, 
to  a  large  extent,  confirm  the  statement 
just  read.  He  had  seen  the  evictions  in 
these  houses,  and  every  morsel  of  furni- 
ture thrown  out  on  the  hill  side.  He  saw 
everything  these  poor  people  possessed 
in  the  way  of  food.  In  one  house,  in 
which  there  were  five  children,  besides 
the  father  and  mother,  there  were  not 
as  many  potatoes  as  would  make  a  meal 
for  a  family.  In  the  next  house,  which 
was  a  joint  tenancy,  there  were  the 
father  and  mother  and  nine  children ; 
and  they  had*  perhaps,  enough  potatoes 
to  last  a  week,  whilst  neither  of  these 
families  bad  anything  which  tboy  could 
possibly  sell  to  raise  the  rent.  He  was 
certain  that  any  Gentleman  in  that  House 
would  not  give  5*.  for  the  whole  furni- 
ture that  was  turned  out,  and  there  was 
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nothing  at  all  scarcely  in  the  shape  of 
food.    It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
there  had  been  a  tremendous  fall  in  the 
prices  of  stock  and  other  things  in  Ire- 
land, which  Gentlemen  there  were  ac- 
quainted with.     He  had  it  from  an  ex- 
tensive cattle  dealer  that  Kerry  cows, 
which  in    1882   would    fetch    £7  and 
£7    10«.   each,   would  not   realize  one 
third  of  that  amount ;  and  they  could, 
perhaps,  scarcely  understand  what  that 
meant  to  the  small  farmers,  whose  only 
power  of  paying  rent  was  the  number  of 
cattle  they  were  able  to  graze  and  then 
dispose  of.    He  had  never  seen  a  district 
like  Glenbeigh  so  utterly  and  entirely 
barren,  so  difficult  of  cultivation,  and 
which,  he  believed,  would  not  be  worth 
one  farthing  per  annum  for  100  acres  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  labour  spent  upon 
it  by  the  tenants.     There  were  thousands 
of  acres  of  rocky  hill- sides  covered  with 
boulders,  and  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible for  anybody  to  till    it  until  he 
had  moved  the  stones  into  heaps  and 
placed  them  in    the    middle    of   little 
plots,  upon  which  they  placed  their  cows 
or  planted  potatoes  or  oats.    The  cows 
went  great  distances  on  these  mountains. 
They  had  great  difficulty  in  picking  up 
herbage,  many  of  them  got  defted  or 
lost,   and  the    hardships    of   the  poor 
people  were  something  which  many  hon. 
Members  had  not  the  slightest  concep- 
tion of.    The  whole  argument  raised  on 
the  other  side  was  this  ^the  people  in 
Glenbeigh,  at  any  rate,  were  able  to  pay 
the  half-year's  fj^ale  and  costs,  and  were 
unwilling  to  do  so  because  of  the  op- 
pression put  upon  them  by  the  National 
League.    He  should  leave  it  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  to  speak 
upon  that  point ;  but  he  did  not  belieTe 
it  applied  to  that  district.    He  felt  cer- 
tain that  that  House  would,  before  long^, 
come  to  the  belief  that  many  of  the  poor 
people  in  that  district  were  unable   to 

Say  their  rents.  He  had  every  deeire  to 
o  justice  to  the  landlords,  and  he  sym- 
pathized with  many  of  them  in  their  trials 
and  difficulties ;  but  the  landlords  should 
remember  that  every  hedge,  every  wall, 
every  fence,  every  drain,  every  patch  of 
potato  ground,  the  cultivation  of  the 
bog-land,  and  everything  else  w%8 
brought  about  by  the  direct  labour  of 
the  tenants  or  their  predecessors  in  title. 
Many  of  these  improvements  had  been 
capitalized  by  the  landlords,  who  for 
many  years  had  received  large  rents 
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upon  them.  They  must  consent  to  lower 
the  rents,  in  these  times  of  depression, 
if  the  tenants  were  to  exist  and  keep 
body  and  soul  together.  It  was  impos- 
sible, upon  many  of  the  holdings,  that 
the  rents  charged  by  the  landlords  could 
be  paid  in  the  future ;  and,  therefore,  the 
humane  policy,  in  accordance  with  their 
boosted  Christian  teaching,  should  he 
in  respect  of  these  tenants,  to  allow 
thoni  to  exist  in  this  time  of  great 
dibtress.  He  hoped  they  would  hear 
some  definite  expression  of  opinion  be- 
fore very  long,  if  not  from  the  Chief 
Secretary,  from  some  other  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  as  to  what 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  as  to  the  evictions  which  had 
recently  taken  place  in  Ireland.  He 
had  not  the  least  idea  what  an  eviction 
was  until  he  had  seen  it.  He  believed 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  their  best 
feelings  stirred  if  they  could  see  evic- 
tions for  themselves.  They  would  see 
135  or  150  armed  Oonstahulary  wending 
their  way  up  the  hill-sides  and  surround- 
ing these  little  homesteads  as  if  they 
contained  some  of  the  greatest  male- 
factors on  the  face  of  the  earth,  and 
these  soldiers  were  paid  by  English 
money,  and  they  were  acting  for  English 
landlords  or  English  mortgagees^  and  it 
was  no  wonder  if  hatred  was  engendered. 
He  regretted,  as  much  as  anyone  pos- 
sibly could,  that  such  was  the  case ;  but 
if  they  treated  men  like  malefactors,  and 
sent  an  army  with  crowbars  to  destroy 
their  houses  over  their  heads,  was  it 
possible  to  avoid  ill-will  and  hatred  be- 
tween two  nations  which  ought  to  be 
connected  by  the  bonds  of  friendship? 
If  these  things  were  done  in  South  Africa 
or  Bulgaria  it  would  be  different.  If 
they  were  far  enough  off  they  would 
arouse  indignation,  and  attention  would 
be  paid  to  tbem  in  that  House.  Motions 
of  regret  would  bo  adopted,  and  Foreign 
Ministers  would  be  asked  to  interfere ; 
but,  because  these  things  were  so  near, 
because  they  did  not  sufficiently  realize 
tbem,  and  because  their  own  pockets 
were  touched,  they  forgot  the  sufferings 
and  sorrowings  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
felt  it  was  necessary,  having  seen  these 
things,  to  ask  the  House  to  give  patient 
attention  to  the  representations  which 
were  made  respecting  them,  and  see  if  it 
was  not  possible  for  some  better  era  to 
be  ushered  in,  so  that  the  ill-will  and 
])atred  ej^itting^  between  two  countries, 


which  ought  to  be  closely  connected, 
might  be  diminished  and  finally  die  out. 
He  hoped  they  would  have  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  as  to  the  advisability  or 
otherwise  of  these  things,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre« 
tarv  seemed  unable  to  (2:ive  them. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Bbach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Fry)  will 
feel,  upon  reflection,  that  he  has  been 
somewhat  unfair  to  me  in  his  remarks 
upon  the  observations  I  made  this  even- 
ing. I  do  not  wish  to  shrink  one  iota 
from  the  very  difficult  duty  that  is 
cast  upon  me,  in  my  capacity,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  Ireland,  in  dealing 
with  this  great,  important,  and  difficult 

?ue6tion  of  the  congested  districts  of 
reland.  It  is  a  question  which  has 
occupied  the  attention  of  previous  Go- 
vernments and  Parliaments  ;  and  it  is  a 
question  the  most  difficult  of  all,  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  which  await  solution  in 
Ireland.  It  has  occupied  my  attention 
already ;  it  is  occupying  it  daily  now ; 
it  is  occupying  also  the  attention  of  the 
Royal  Commission  recently  appointed; 
and  I  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  we 
will  do  our  best  to  propose  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  before  long,  some  mea- 
sures that  may  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  the  unfortunate  inhabitants  of  these 
congested  districts.  In  the  answer  I 
gave  this  evening  to  the  hon.  Member 
respecting  the  evictions  at  Glenbeigh.  I 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  raising  the 
whole  question  of  the  congested  districts 
of  Ireland.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  Member 
frankly  what  I  had  in  my  mind.  I  had 
in  my  mind  a  suggestion  that  had  been 
discussed  by  a  gentleman  who  is  well 
known  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway — an  English  clergyman,  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Fagan — who  had  visited  the- 
district,  and  who  had  discussed  with 
Father  Quilter,  the  parish  priest,  that 
very  scheme  of  the  migration  of  some  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Glenbeigh  which  I 
ventured,  in  my  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member,  to  allude  to.  And,  in  all  good 
faith  with  respect  to  these  unfortunate 
persons,  I  expressed  to  the  hon.  Member 
my  own  desire,  either  publicly  or  pri- 
vately, to  give  whatever  aid  I  could  to 
those  who  were  anxious  to  carry  out  any 
suggestion  of  the  kind.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  charged  me  with  ''caring  for 
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none  of  these  thiD gs."  It  is  because  I 
have  cared  very  much  for  these  things 
during  the  last  four  months;  it  is  be- 
cause I  have  been  anxious  to  go  even 
beyond  the  ordinary  duty  of  the  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  responsible  for 
Irish  affairs,  in  endeavouring  to  prevent 
some  of  the  sufferings  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  alluded  to— it  is  for  that  I  have 
been  misrepresented  and  accused,  even 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself,  of  abetting 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  should  very 
much  like  hon.  Members  to  look  at  this 
matter  for  a  few  moments  from  a  prac- 
tical point  of  view.  I  do  not  want  to 
enter  now  into  the  question  whether  the 
Glenbeigh  tenants  were  able  to  keep 
the  terms  they  had  entered  into,  or  to 
pay  a  half-year's  rent.  But,  admitting 
their  poverty,  admitting  that  they  were 
unable  to  pay  anything,  is  not  that  all 
the  greater  proof  of  their  wretchedness 
and  the  misery  of  their  position  ?  Does 
it  not  afford  greater  proof  of  the  neces- 
sity, if  you  are  going  to  benefit  them, 
of  interfering  to  move  them  from  their 
present  position  ?  Does  it  not  prove 
that  unless  you  are  to  accept  the  maxim 
that  poverty  gives  a  man  a  right  to  live 
in  a  house  that  does  not  belong  to  him — 

t  Cries  of  •*  No ! "  from  the  Irish  Menhers."] 
am  talking  of  what  the  law  is.  Hon. 
Members  who  accuse  me  of  illegality, 
and  who  seem  to  get  particularly  angry 
when  anybody  accuses  them  of  the 
same,  ought,  for  the  purposes  of  discus- 
sion at  least,  to  treat  the  law  as  they 
find  it.  The  dwellings  which  were  de- 
stroyed— I  do  not  like  their  destruction, 
of  course ;  but  it  was  not  my  business  to 
express  any  opinion  on  the  conduct  of 
any  person  not  subject  to  my  authority — 
were,  by  law,  the  property  of  the  owner 
of  the  estate,  and  they  were  destroyed 
for  the  simple  reason  that  the  persons 
occupying  them  had  been  before  evicted 
under  the  ordinary  process  of  law,  and 
had  chosen,  contrary  to  the  law,  to  re- 
take forcible  possession  of  them.  What 
could  the  owner  do  ?  If  he  had  simply 
evicted  the  people  they  would  have  gone 
back  again.  [An  hon.  Membek:  Quite 
right,  too!]  An  hon.  Member  says, 
*'  Quite  right,  too  ! "  In  his  opinion, 
then,  poverty  is  to  give  a  right  to  a  per- 
son to  live  in  a  bouse  that  does  not 
belong  to  him ;  but  are  you  to  apply  that 
maxim  not  only  to  the  West  of  Ireland, 
but  to  other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  to 
England  and  Hcotland  as  well?    And,  if 
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so,  what  remains  of  the  rights  of  any 
kind  of  property  in  the  United  King- 
dom ?  I  can  only  say  this — that  if  any 
hon.  Member  can  suggest  a  solution  of 
the  problem  which  shall  maintain  the 
rights  of  property — aye,  and,  while 
maintaining  the  rights  of  property,  shall 
deal  with  persons  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  the  Glenbeigh  tenants  with 
the  humanity  and  consideration  which 
I  am  as  anxious  to  show  as  any  hon. 
Member  can  be,  I  shall  be  thankful  to 
consider  any  suggestion  which  he  can 
offer;  but,  as  I  began  by  saying,  this 
matter  is  as  difficult  a  problem  as  any 
with  which  Parliament  can  be  called 
upon  to  deal,  and  it  is  not  to  be  solved  by 
any  such  observations  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Fry)  has  addressed  to  the 
House  to-night.  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  deal  generally  with  what  has 
been  said  in  this  discursive  debate,  es- 
pecially as  I  am  informed  that  points  of 
great  importance  connected  with  Ireland 
are  to  be  raised  in  the  form  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Address.  In  the  few  obser- 
vations, therefore,  with  which  I  shall 
trouble  the  House,  I  shall  endeavour  to 
remove  what,  in  my  opinion,  has  been 
the  most  extraordinary  misrepresenta- 
tion and  misunderstanding  of  my  own 
conduct  in  Ireland  which  has  affected 
me  since  I  have  been  in  public  life. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), speaking  last  night,  told  the 
House  that  when  he  was  asked  his 
opinion  as  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  he 
said  it  was  a  consequence  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in 
September  last;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  further  went  on  to  say  that 
I  had  been  exercising  pressure  in  one 
direction,  while  some  of  the  Nation- 
alist Members  had  been  exercising  it  in 
another  direction ;  evidently  accepting 
the  contention  which  has  been  made  to- 
night by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T. 
Harrington),  that  my  action,  as  the 
Minister  responsible  for  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, had  been  tantamount  to  the 
action  of  himself  (Mr.  T.  Harrington) 
and  his  colleagues  in  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Now,  let  me,  in  the  first  place, 
say  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  certainly  very  far 
removed  from  any  action  I  have  taken 
during  the  time  which  has  elapsed  sinco 
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its  rejection.  That  Bill,  on  its  introduc- 
tion, was  described — and,  I  think, 
rightly  described—asa  Bill  for  stopping 
for  a  time  the  collection  of  rents  all 
over  Ireland,  and  making  the  eventual 
oollection  of  more  than  half  the  rents  of 
the  country  a  matter  of  extreme  difficulty. 
It  would  be  applied  not  only  to  cases  of 
real  inability  to  pny  the  full  rent,  but 
it  would  be  applied,  practically,  to  any 
cnse  in  which  the  tenant  chose  to  take 
advantage  of  its  provisions.  I  think,  Sir, 
that  the  Bill  was  rightly  and  wisely  re- 
jected by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
if  it  was  proposed  again  to-morrow  I 
should  be  prepared  to  take  the  same 
course  with  regard  to  it  as  I  did  in  Sep- 
tember last.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  been 
told,  though  I  think  not  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that  I,  througli  my 
subordinates  in  Ireland,  exercised  a 
dispensing  power.  I  have  contradicted 
that — they  have  contradicted  that— over 
and  over  again.  The  charge  has  been  re- 
peated all  the  same,  and  yet  not  one 
ningle  atom  of  proof  has  been  advanced. 
In  no  case  that  can  be  shown  has  pro- 
tection ever  been  denied  by  the  Govern- 
ment, or  its  officials,  to  a  Sheriff  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty.  In  no  case  has 
it  been  suggested  to  the  police  that  they 
should  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  give  the 
most  prompt  aid  to  the  Sheriff  and  his 
officers  in  the  execution  of  their  duty. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON:  Ten 
days'  notice  was  required.  What  about 
that? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Quite  so.  The  1 0  days'  notice  has  been  re- 
quired for  a  great  many  years  past.  That 
10  days'  notice  was  part  of  a  consolidating 
Circular  which  was  issued  some  time  in 
the  autumn  of  last  year,  and  which  was 
issued  for  the  simple  purpose  of  defining 
more  clearly  the  respective  duties  of 
Sheriffs  and  police,  so  as  to  secure,  on 
the  one  hand,  that  the  Sheriff  should 
give  sufficient  notice  to  the  police,  in 
order  to  enable  an  adequate  force  to  be 
provided  to  protect  him,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  the  police  should 
more  efficiently  discliarga  their  duty 
of  protecting  and  aiding  the  Sheriff. 
And  yet.  Sir,  that  very  Circular  is  mis- 
represented, just  as  my  action  has  been 
misrepresented  to-night,  as  a  proof  that 
the  Government  intended  to  exercise  a 
dispensing  power.  Well,  Sir,  no  less  a 
person — I  wish  to  speak  of  him  with  all 
re*pect — thtw  Clii^f  Bayon   Palles  ap- 


pears to  have  fallen  into  some  mistake 
of  the  kind  in  his  charge  to  the  jury  at 
Sligo.  I  think  that  learned  Judge  dis- 
covered something  in  the  evidence  that 
was  put  before  him  in  respect  to  the 
evictions  at  Woodford  in  the  middle  of 
August,  a  very  few  days  after  the  pre- 
sent Government  assumed  Office,  which 
led  him  to  suppose  that,  acting  under 
instructions,  the  police  had  hesitated  to 
do  their  duty  promptly  in  that  matter. 
Well,  Sir,  I  can  only  say  this— that  I 
myself  never  heard  of  what  was  going 
on  at  Woodford  until  I  heard  of  the  re- 
markable delay  in  the  evfctions  that 
were  taking  place  there ;  and  my  first 
act  was  to  telegraph  to  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  of  the  district  to  take  com- 
mand, in  order  that  the  law  might  be 
promptly  asserted.  And  what  was  the 
reason  for  the  delay  ?  Why,  the  reason 
was  simply  this — that  the  houses  from 
which  the  tenants  at  Woodford  had  to  be 
evicted  were  made  little  fortifications,  to 
which  the  Sheriff  and  his  officers  could 
not  obtain  entrance  without  appliances 
which  they  had  not  at  their  command, 
and  which  took  some  time  to  procure. 
Directly  the  proper  appliances  were 
procured  the  Sheriff  and  his  officers 
were  efficiently  aided  by  the  police  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty ;  and  I  my- 
self was  challenged  in  this  House  by  one 
of  the  hon.  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  for  permitting  the  police  to 
go  beyond  their  ordinary  duty  in  the 
aid  which  they  gave  to  the  Sheriff  on 
that  occasion.  I  can  only  say,  speak- 
ing with  all  respect  of  the  learned 
Chief  Baron,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
all  these  circumstances  could  not  have 
been  within  his  knowledge  when  he 
made  those  suggestions  as  to  delay 
and  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  enforcing  the  law  in  Ire- 
land. A  good  deal  has  been  said  in  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Har- 
bour Division  of  Dublin  with  respect  to 
my  examination  at  the  police  court  in 
Dublin.  Sir,  I  should  have  been  very 
glad,  if  I  could  have  felt  it  consistent 
with  my  duty,  to  speak  my  mind  on 
that  occasion,  and  to  clear  away  the  ex- 
traordinary tissue  of  misrepresentatiou 
which  had  been  woven.  It  was  on  the 
ground  of  privilege,  and  privilege  alone, 
as  I  have  said  this  evening,  tnat  I  de- 
clined to  answer  questions  in  the  witness- 
box  of  a  police  court  as  to  my  action  as 
a  Member  of  the  Executive  Government. 
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none  of  theso  tluDgs."  It  is  because  I 
have  cared  very  much  for  these  things 
during  the  last  four  months;  it  is  be- 
cause I  have  been  anxious  to  go  even 
beyond  the  ordinary  duty  of  the  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  responsible  for 
Irish  affairs,  in  endeavouring  to  prevent 
some  of  the  sufferings  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  alluded  to— it  is  for  that  I  have 
been  misrepresented  and  accused,  even 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself,  of  abetting 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  should  very 
much  like  hon.  Members  to  look  at  this 
matter  for  a  few  moments  from  a  prac- 
tical point  of  view.  I  do  not  want  to 
enter  now  into  the  question  whether  the 
Glenbeigh  tenants  were  able  to  keep 
the  terms  they  had  entered  into,  or  to 
pay  a  half-year's  rent.  But,  admitting 
their  poverty,  admitting  that  they  were 
unable  to  pay  anything,  is  not  that  all 
the  greater  proof  of  their  wretchedness 
and  the  misery  of  their  position  ?  Does 
it  not  afford  greater  proof  of  the  neces- 
sity, if  you  are  going  to  benefit  them, 
of  interfering  to  move  them  from  their 
present  position  ?  Does  it  not  prove 
that  unless  you  are  to  accept  the  maxim 
that  poverty  gives  a  man  a  right  to  live 
in  a  house  that  does  not  belong  to  him — 

t  Cries  of  **  No ! "  from  the  Irish  Me/nhersJ] 
am  talking  of  what  the  law  is.  Hon. 
Members  who  accuse  me  of  illegality, 
and  who  seem  to  get  particularly  angry 
when  anybody  accuses  them  of  the 
same,  ought,  for  the  purposes  of  discus- 
sion at  least,  to  treat  the  law  as  they 
find  it.  The  dwellings  which  were  de- 
stroj'ed — I  do  not  like  their  destruction, 
of  course ;  but  it  was  not  my  business  to 
express  any  opinion  on  the  conduct  of 
any  person  not  subject  to  my  authority — 
were,  by  law,  the  property  of  the  owner 
of  the  estate,  and  they  were  destroyed 
for  the  simple  reason  that  the  persons 
occupying  them  had  been  before  evicted 
under  the  ordinary  process  of  law,  and 
had  chosen,  contrary  to  the  law,  to  re- 
take forcible  possession  of  them.  What 
could  the  owner  do  ?  If  he  had  simply 
evicted  the  people  they  would  have  gone 
back  again.  [An  hon.  Membek:  Quite 
right,  too!]  An  hon.  Member  says, 
*'  Quite  right,  too  ! ''  In  his  opinion, 
then,  poverty  is  to  give  a  right  to  a  per- 
son to  live  in  a  bouse  that  does  not 
belong  to  him ;  but  are  you  to  apply  that 
maxim  not  only  to  the  West  of  Ireland, 
but  to  other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  to 
England  and  Scotland  as  well?    And,  if 
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so,  what  remains  of  the  rights  of  any 
kind  of  property  in  the  United  King- 
dom ?  I  can  only  say  this — that  if  any 
hon.  Member  can  suggest  a  solution  of 
the  problem  which  shall  maintain  the 
rights  of  property — aye,  and,  while 
maintaining  the  rights  of  property,  shall 
deal  with  persons  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  the  Glenbeigh  tenants  with 
the  humanity  and  consideration  which 
I  am  as  anxious  to  show  as  any  hon. 
Member  can  be,  I  shall  be  thankful  to 
consider  any  suggestion  which  he  can 
offer;  but,  as  I  began  by  saying,  this 
matter  is  as  difficult  a  problem  as  any 
with  which  Parliament  can  be  called 
upon  to  deal,  and  it  is  not  to  be  solved  by 
any  such  observations  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Fry)  has  addressed  to  the 
House  to-night.  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  deal  generally  with  what  has 
been  said  in  this  discursive  debate,  es- 
pecially as  I  am  informed  that  points  of 
great  importance  connected  with  Ireland 
are  to  be  raised  in  the  form  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Address.  In  the  few  obser- 
vations, therefore,  with  which  I  shall 
trouble  the  House,  I  shall  endeavour  to 
remove  what,  in  my  opinion,  has  been 
the  most  extraordinary  misrepresenta- 
tion and  misunderstanding  of  my  own 
conduct  in  Ireland  whicli  has  affected 
me  since  I  have  been  in  public  life. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), speaking  last  night,  told  the 
House  that  when  he  was  asked  his 
opinion  as  to  the  Plan  of  Oampaign,  he 
said  it  was  a  consequence  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in 
September  last;  and  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  further  went  on  to  say  that 
I  had  been  exercising  pressure  in  one 
direction,  while  some  of  the  Nation- 
alist Members  had  been  exercising  it  in 
another  direction ;  evidently  accepting 
the  contention  which  has  been  made  to- 
night by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T. 
Harrington),  that  my  action,  as  the 
Minister  responsible  for  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, had  been  tantamount  to  the 
action  of  himself  (Mr.  T.  Harrington) 
and  his  colleagues  in  the  Plan  of  Oam- 
paign. Now,  let  me,  in  the  Brst  place, 
say  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  certainly  very  far 
removed  from  any  action  I  have  taken 
during  the  time  which  has  elapsed  since 
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its  rejection.  That  Bill,  on  its  introduc- 
tion, was  described — and,  I  think, 
rightly  described—asa  Bill  for  stopping 
for  a  time  the  collection  of  rents  all 
over  Ireland,  and  making  the  eventual 
collection  of  more  than  half  the  rents  of 
the  country  a  matterof  extreme  difficulty. 
It  would  be  applied  not  only  to  cases  of 
real  inability  to  pny  the  full  rent,  but 
it  would  be  applied,  practically,  to  any 
case  in  which  the  tenant  chose  to  take 
advantage  of  its  provisions.  I  think.  Sir, 
that  the  Bill  was  rigfitly  and  wisely  re- 
jected by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
if  it  was  proposed  again  to-morrow  I 
should  be  prepared  to  take  the  same 
course  with  regard  to  it  as  I  did  in  Sep- 
tember last.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  been 
told,  though  i  think  not  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that  I,  through  my 
subordinates  in  Ireland,  exercised  a 
dispensing  power.  I  have  contradicted 
that — they  have  contradicted  that— over 
and  over  again.  The  charge  has  been  re- 
peated all  the  same,  and  yet  not  one 
single  atom  of  proof  has  been  advanced. 
In  no  case  that  can  be  shown  has  pro- 
tection ever  been  denied  by  the  Govern- 
ment, or  its  officials,  to  a  Sheriff  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty.  In  no  case  has 
it  been  suggested  to  the  police  that  they 
should  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  give  the 
most  prompt  aid  to  the  Sheriff  and  his 
officers  in  the  execution  of  their  duty. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON:  Ten 
days'  notice  was  required.  What  about 
that? 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Quite  so.  The  1 0  days'  notice  has  been  re- 
quired for  a  great  many  years  past.  That 
1 0  days'  notice  was  part  of  a  consolidating 
Circular  which  was  issued  some  time  in 
the  autumn  of  last  year,  and  which  was 
issued  for  the  simple  purpose  of  defining 
more  clearly  the  respective  duties  of 
Sheriffs  and  police,  so  as  to  secure,  on 
the  one  hand,  that  the  Sheriff  should 
give  sufficient  notice  to  the  police,  in 
order  to  enable  an  adequate  force  to  be 
provided  to  protect  him,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  the  police  should 
more  efficiently  discharge  their  duty 
of  protecting  and  aiding  the  Sheriff. 
And  yet.  Sir,  that  very  Circular  is  mis- 
represented, just  as  my  action  has  been 
misrepresented  to-nig)it,  as  a  proof  that 
the  Government  intended  to  exercise  a 
dispensing  power.  Well,  Sir,  no  less  a 
person — ^I  wish  to  speak  of  him  with  all 
respect — than  Clii^f  Bayon   Palles  ap- 


pears to  have  fallen  into  some  mistake 
of  the  kind  in  his  charge  to  the  jury  at 
Sligo.  I  think  that  learned  Judge  dis- 
covered 8omethin$2:  in  the  evidence  that 
was  put  before  him  in  respect  to  the 
evictions  at  Woodford  in  the  middle  of 
August,  a  very  few  days  after  the  pre- 
sent Government  assumed  Office,  which 
led  him  to  suppose  that,  acting  under 
instructions,  the  police  had  hesitated  to 
do  their  duty  promptly  in  that  matter. 
Well,  Sir,  I  can  only  say  this— that  I 
myself  never  heard  of  what  was  going 
on  at  Woodford  until  I  heard  of  the  re- 
markable delay  in  the  evfctions  that 
were  taking  place  there ;  and  my  first 
act  was  to  telegraph  to  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  of  the  district  to  take  com- 
mand, in  order  that  the  law  might  be 
promptly  asserted.  And  wliat  was  the 
reason  for  the  delay  ?  Why,  the  reason 
was  simply  this — ^that  the  houses  from 
which  the  tenants  at  Woodford  had  to  be 
evicted  were  made  little  fortifications,  to 
which  the  Sheriff  and  his  officers  could 
not  obtain  entrance  without  appliances 
which  they  had  not  at  their  command, 
and  which  took  some  time  to  procure. 
Directly  the  proper  appliances  were 
procured  the  Sheriff  and  his  officers 
were  efficiently  aided  by  the  police  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty ;  and  I  my- 
self was  challenged  in  this  House  by  one 
of  the  hon.  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  for  permitting  the  police  to 
go  beyond  their  ordinary  duty  in  the 
aid  which  they  gave  to  the  Sheriff  on 
that  occasion.  I  can  only  say,  speak- 
ing with  all  respect  of  the  learned 
Chief  Baron,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
all  these  circumstances  could  not  have 
been  within  his  knowledge  when  he 
made  those  suggestions  as  to  delay 
and  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  enforcing  the  law  in  Ire- 
land. A  good  deal  has  been  said  in  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Har- 
bour Division  of  Dublin  with  respect  to 
my  examination  at  the  police  court  in 
Dublin.  Sir,  I  should  have  been  very 
glad,  if  I  could  have  felt  it  consistent 
with  my  duty,  to  speak  my  mind  on 
that  occasion,  and  to  clear  away  the  ex- 
traordinary tissue  of  misrepresentation 
which  had  been  woven.  It  was  on  the 
ground  of  privilege,  and  privilege  alone, 
as  I  have  said  this  evening,  tnat  I  de- 
clined to  answer  questions  in  the  witness- 
box  of  a  police  court  as  to  my  action  as 
a  Member  of  the  Executive  Government. 

[^Secon4  Night.'^ 
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I  preferred,  Sir,  to  sufiPer  under  mis- 
representatioQ,  cruel  as  it  was,  than  to 
do  anythiog  towards  establishing  a  pre- 
cedent which  would  be  fatal  to  good 
frovernment  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdonx.  But,  Sir,  now  I  will  say 
something — it  is  my  right  and  my  duty 
to  speak  to  this  House,  to  which  I  am 
responsible.  I  have  said  there  is  no 
truth  in  these  stories  about  the  dis- 
pensing power,  and  the  hesitation  on  the 
part  0?  the  Government  to  enforce  the 
law.  And  now  about  the  pressure  upon 
landlords.  I  used  that  word,  and  I 
admit  it  was  a  word  which  was  suscep- 
tible of  more  than  one  interpretation.  I 
certainly  directed  General  BuUer  and 
other  Divisional  Magistrates,  when  any 
circumstances  came  under  their  notice  in 
which  evictions  were  likely  to  take,*p1ace, 
to  inform  the  owners  or  the  agents  of 
the  property,  particularly  if  those  owners 
or  agents  were  non-resident,  of  those 
circumstances,  and  to  use  the  influence 
of  reason  and  argument  to  promote  a 
settlement  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Now,  Sir,  was  that  wrong  ?  I  admit  it 
was  ^oing  beyond  the  or£nary  duties  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  but  of 
this  I  am  quite  sure — that  no  one  can  ad- 
duce an  instance  in  which  I,  or  any  other 
official  of  the  Government,  coerced  a 
landlord  into  any  course  of  action  by 
telling  him  he  would  not  be  protected, 
or  that  his  caretakers  would  not  be 
protected.  I  can  only  say  that,  in 
spite  of  all  the  allegations  that  have 
been  made,  no  one  case  has  been  brought 
forward  in  which  any  proof  of  the  kind 
has  been  shown.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  asked 
me  to-niffht  whether  these  gentlemen 
had  applied  pressure  to  any  of  the  land- 
lords on  whose  property  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  put  in  force  ?  So 
far  as  I  know,  Sir,  these  gentlemen  have 
not  been  in  communication  with  any  one 
of  those  landlords  on  the  subject  of  their 
relations  with  their  tenants. 

Mb.  COX  (Clare,  E.):  I  can  show 
you  General  Buller's  letter  sent  to  an 
estate  on  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  put  in  force. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  said  so  far  as  I  know.  But  if  there  has 
been  any  such  communication  I  am  con- 
vinced, as  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  that  communication  was  not 
in  the  nature  of  a  threat.  Well,  Sir, 
what  I  have  deaoribed  is  simply  what  I 

Sir  Michael  Hich- Beach 


hold  to  be  fair  and  legitimate  influence, 
and  nothing  more,  in  the  direction  of 
avoiding  those  very  hardships  and  suf- 
ferings which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dar- 
lington has  described  to  the  House, 
and  which  created  so  much  feeling, 
no  doubt,  in  some  quarters.  This  was 
misrepresented,  as  I  have  stated  —  it 
was  sedulously  misrepresented — by  hun. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  and  their 
Press  in  Ireland.  In  that  way  the  im- 
pression may  have  been  created  that  the 
Government  shrank  from  enforcing  the 
law  in  Ireland,  and  this  may  have 
done  harm ;  but  I  am  not  to  blame  for 
that  misrepresentation.  I  did  what  I 
have  stated  to  the  House,  and  no  more, 
and  I  am  content  to  submit  myself  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  if  my  action 
in  the  matter  is  challenged.  Well,  Sir, 
according  to  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
Mr.  Gladstone),  my  pressure  of  sugges- 
tion, argument,  and  reason,  to  induce 
creditors  to  be  merciful  to  their  debtors, 
was  tantamount  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, which  was  initiated  on  the  pro- 
perties on  which  it  has  taken  root  by  hon. 
Members  who  sit  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,  summoning  those  debtors  to- 
gether, advising  those  who  could  pay 
to  unite  with  those  who  perhaps  could 
not  pay,  in  a  common  resistance  to  the 
payment  of  their  just  debts,  and  them- 
selves receiving  money  which  belonged 
to  otherfir.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  want  to 
enter  into  any  examination  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  It  is  now  the  subject 
of  a  trial  which  is  actuallypending,  and 
it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  fortified  by  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ire- 
land, a  criminal  conspiracv.  I  say 
nothing  more  about  it  now  than  this — 
that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  applied  only  in  cases  of 
inability  to  pay  rent.  No,  Sir ;  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  meant  a  good  deal 
more  than  that.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign meant  a  combination  on  the 
{>art  of  tenants  to  force  their  land- 
ords  either  into  taking  what  those  ten- 
ants chose  to  offer  them,  to  be  reduced 
again  to  a  lower  point  next  year,  or  else 
to  leave  the  tenants  in  the  occupation  of 
the  land  rent  free,  and  then  to  raise  a 
cry  throughout  tho  country  about  the 
hardships  and  sufferings  of  evictions, 
such  as  has  been  got  up  concerning  the 
evictions  at  Glenl^i^h.    That  has  been 
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the  way  in  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  heen  worked,  and  it  has  been 
avowed  bj  speeches  made  by  hon. 
Members  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  to  be  aimed  at  the  destruction 
of  landlordism,  and  the  eventual  extir- 
pation of  what  they  are  pleased 
to  call  English  rule  in  Ireland. 
Then,  Sir,  that  is  the  plan  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman]uie  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  compares  to  my  pressure 
upon  the  landlords,  Jas  if  they  were 
equally  laudable,  or  as  if  not  one  word 
of  blame  can  be  attached  to  either.  I 
do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  I  will  not  enter  upon  the 
tempting  field  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Fulton),  who 
spoke  so  ably  just  now  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  laid  before  you.  I  will  not 
enter  into  any  details  as  to  the  legisla- 
tive measures  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Criminal  Law  which  it  may  be  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  propose 
to  Parliament ;  but,  Sir,  what  I  would  say 
is  this — that  Iwe^  have  done  what  we 
could  with  the  tools  ready  to  our  hand, 
but  that  the  difficulties  and  delays  in- 
separable from  the  working  of  the  ordi- 
nary ^Criminal  Law,  as  it  now  exists, 
render  it,  in  our  judgment,  inefficient  to 
cope  with  such  proceedings  as  are  de- 
scribed under  the  name  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  We,  Sir,  are  pledged  to 
maintain  the  Union,  but  it  is  no  use 
maintaining  the  Union — it  is  worse  than 
useless  to  maintain  the  Union ;  better,  as 
it  was  eloquently  Stated  in  '*  another 
place "  last  night,  better  have  separa- 
tion—  unless,  with  the  Union,  you  main- 
tain the  reign  of  law  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton  J  : 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
Tr.  Bradlaugh,) 


Motion  agreed  io. 

Debate  father  adfoumed  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTIOirS. 

SUPBEME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

UOnOV  VOB  LBATB.      FIBST  BBADIKO. 

Thb  OHIEP  SECRETAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir   Michael  EEicks-Beaoh)  : 

YOL.  CCOX.         [tbibd  sebies.] 


As  tiie  Bill  I  now  ask  leave  to  bring 
in  is  a  very  short  Bill,  and  also 
an  urgent  Bill,  I  wish  to  explain  the 
reasons  both  for  its  shortness  and  its 
urgency,  in  the  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  permit  |it  to  become  law 
at  an  early  date.  The  Bill  is  intro- 
duced in  oonsequenoe  of  the  existing 
vacancy  in  the  Chief  Justiceship  of 
the  Common  Fleas  in  Ireland.  In 
the  English  Judicature  Aot  power 
was  takcD,  by  Order  in  Council,  to 
abolish  the  offices  of  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Pleas  and  Chief  Baron  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  to  fuse  the  three 
Divisions  of  the  High  Court  into  one. 
In  the  Irish  Judicature  Act  no  such 
power  exists  ;  but  it  is  generally  ad- 
mitted, I  believe,  that  what  was  done  in 
England  ought  also  to  be  done  in  Ire- 
land. It  would  be  a  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  economy,  but  it  would  also  be  a 
more  valuable  step  in  the  direction  of 
efficiency ;  because  by  fusing  tiie  Divi- 
sions in  Ireland  the  Judges  in  which 
are  few,  there  being  only  three  in  the 
Common  Fleas  and  three  in  the  Exche- 
quer, you  would  enable  Courts  to  sit  for 
business,  when  sometimes  now,  owing 
to  the  Divisions,  the  Court  cannot  be 
formed,  and  consequently  you  would 
make  a  change  of  great  advanta^  to 
suitors.  The  Bill  is  confined  soldy  to 
these  objects.  Unless  it  becomes  law 
soon,  it  will  be  impossible  to  maintain 
the  present  position;  because  if  there 
be  no  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 
Fleas,  the  remaining  Judges  of  the 
Common  Fleas  will  practically  be  often, 
from  ill-health  or  from  other  causes, 
unable  to  form  a  Court,  and  there  will 
be  no  one  to  do  certain  duties  which, 
under  statute,  appertain  to  the  Chief 
Justice  of  Common  Fleas.  Therefore, 
the  position,  if  this  Bill  does  not  pass, 
and  if  the  office  of  Chief  Justice  is  left 
unfilled,  will  very  soon  become  impos- 
sible. I  hope  that  the  House  will  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  rapidly  for  the  reasons 
I  have  named ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  if  it  should  be  delayed  by  oppo- 
sition, or  by  an  endeavour  to  attach  to 
it  other  reforms,  however  important,  in 
the  Irish  Judicature,  we  shall  be  com- 
pelled, in  order  to  secure  the  proper 
SBrformance  of  justice  in  the  three  High 
ourts  in  Ireland,  to  fill  up  an  office 
which  by  this  Bill  we  desire  to  reduce, 
as  a  like  office  in  England  has  already 
been  reduced. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  'The  Supreme  Oourt  of 
Judicature  Act  (Ireland),  1877/  ''—{Sir 
Michael  Eieks-Beaeh.) 

Mb.  BIQGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  From  an 
economical  point  of  view,  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  we  could  do  away  entirely 
with  one  of  the  Irish  Judges ;  but,  as  I 
understand  •  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  it  is  to  apx>oint  an  ordinary 
Judge  in  the  place  of  the  Chief  Justice 
of  Common  Fleas.  The  Irish  Judges 
are  underworked,  and,  therefore,  I  think 
the  proper  thing  to  do  is  to  abolish  this 
Judgeship  altogether,  and  then  to  carry 
out  the  reforms  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggests. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
MiOHABL  Hioks-Beach  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  1.] 

ARBITRATION  OF  POOR  LAW  QUESTIONS 

(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mason,  BiU  to  enable 
Parochial  Boards  in  Scotland  to  determine 
cases  of  disputed  settlements  by  arbitration, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mason,  Mr. 
E.  R.  RasMiU,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron,  Mr. 
Watt,  Mr.  Williamson,  and  Mr.  Laoaita. 

Bill  pretmted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  2.] 

LAND  LAW   (iRBLAND)  ACT  (1B81)  AMEND^ 

MBNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  I^ne,  Bill  to  amend  **  The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  ordered  to  be 
brouffhtin  by  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Connolly,  and  Mr.  Shell. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8 . ] 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Oolonel  Dawnay,  Bill  to  enact 
a  **  dose  time  '*  for  hares,  ordered  to  be  Inrought 
in  by  Colonel  Dawnay,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Lord 
Eloho,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Sir  Albert  BoUit,  Mr. 
Beach,  and  Mr.  Staveley  Hill. 

Bill  preunted,  and  read  the  first  time.   [Bill  4.] 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  (siTES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Bill  for  giving 
further  facilities  for  the  acquisition  of  Sites  for 
places  of  Worship,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Borlase, 
Mr.  Bart,  Mr.  M*Arthur,  and  Mr.  Henry 
Wilton. 

Sill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  t^me.  (Bill  5.] 
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FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES    ACT  (1875)  AlCEND^ 

MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norton,  Bill  to  amend 
**  The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Norton,  Viscount  Folke- 
stone, Mr.  Tomlinson,  and  Mr.  Hoyle. 

BiU  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

AGRICULTURAL  TENANTS  (IRELAND) 

RELIEF  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Bill  for  the  reUef 
of  Agprtcultural  Tenants  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Kellv,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray,  Mr.  Biggar,  and  Bir. 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 

LnnTED  OWNERS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Haldane,  Bill  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  Limited  Owners  of  land  in  Soot- 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ualdane, 
Mr.  Asquitb,  Mr.  Arthur  EUiot,  and  Mr. 
Ferguson. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8.] 

RETURNING  OFFICERS'  EXPENSES  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Expenses  of  Retv^ning 
Officers  in  Sootland;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  Inrought  in  by 
Mr.  PVorand,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  J.  Bolton, 
Mr.  Wallace,  Mr.  Watt,  and  Mr.  M'Ewan. 

'^Sipreemted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.] 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1881)  AMEND- 
MENT (no.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cox,  Bill  to  extend  to  cer- 
tain leaseholders  and  other  persons  the  provi- 
sions of  '*  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  rights  of 
Turbary  in  Ireland;  and  for  other  purposea 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  O'Doherty,  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds, Mr.  William  Redmond,  and  Mr.  Henry 
Campbell. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  10.] 


ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  in  regard  to  Ecclesiastical  As- 
sessments in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Mark  Stewart  and  Mr.  J.  A.  Ounpbell. 
Bi)l presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiB  11.] 

COUNTY  GOTERNMBNT  (iRBLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  O^rien,  Bill  for 
the  better  government  of  Counties  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  Mr.  Arttinr  O'Con- 
nor, Mr.  Sexton,  and  Mr.  Healy. 

Bin  presented,  and  roe4\ih9finiUme.  [BiQia.] 
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peb80kal  property  (exemption  from 

bale)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Bobertson,  Bil^ 
to  exempt  (to  a  limited  amount)  Personal  Pro- 
perty 01  householders  from  seizure  and  sale 
under  legal  process,  ordered  to  he  brought  in 

§r  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Mr.   Pioton,  Mr. 
outer,  and  Mr.  Howorth. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ParneU,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  election  and  constitution  of 
Boards  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  ParneU,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Dwyer 
Gray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 

THEATRES  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Theatres  and  Music 
Halls  in  the  Metropolitan  area,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon  -  Hartland,  Mr. 
Woodall,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  j9r^«^^^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  15.] 

HERB  AND  OINOER  BEER  MAKERS* 
LICENCE  BILL. 
Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

JRetolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  granting  of  Licences  to  Makers 
of  certain  non*intoxicating  fermentedbeverages, 
therein  more  particularly  defined. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright,  Colonel 
Eyre,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Colonel 
Anttruther,  and  Mr.  Byron  Reed. 

BUX  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 

POLICE  FORCE  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burdett-Coutts,  Bill  to 
remove  the  disabilities  of  the  Police  to  vote  at 
Parliamentary  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Burdett-Coutts,  Sir  Henry  Selwm- 
Ibbetson,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Radcl^e  Cooke, 
Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Lord 
daud  Hamilton,  and  Colonel  Laurie. 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17.] 

BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

^solved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Buriid 
Oroa&ds. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
O^eridge,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  H&gworth, 
Mr.  Ridiard,  and  Mr.  Woodall. 

^Ujuvf^fitefyMd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 


LAND  TENURE  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mackintosh,  Mr.  Barclay,  Sir  George  Balfour, 
and  Dr.  Farquharson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  19.] 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT  (1875) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Sir  Savile 
Crossley,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr. 
Mnson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

TRUCK  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Truck. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr. 
Mason,  and  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  21.] 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC    LOCAL    VETO 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  ffiven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in 
burghs,  wards  of  burghs,  parishes,  and  districts 
in  Scotland  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors  or  otherwise  to  have  effectual 
control  over  the  Drink  Traffic  within  such 
areas. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lyell,  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Cameron  Cor- 
bett,  Mr.  Stewart,  Mr.  Lacaita,  Dr.  Clark,  and 
Mr.  Ferguson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

MINING  ROYALTIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Con^beare,  Bill  to  regulate 
the  imposition  of  Mining  Royalties  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Abra- 
ham,  Mr.  Borlase,  and  Mr.  Blake. 

BiU. presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carew,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Municipal  Franchise  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  E.  D. 
Gra^,  and  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde. 

BiH presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

LAND  LAW  (wales)  BILL; 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Bryn  Roberts,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  occupation 
and  ownership  of  land  in  Wales  and  Monvontli- 
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flhire ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto, 
ordirtd  .to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Bryn 
Boberts,  Mr.  John  Roberts,  Mr.  Warminfifton, 
Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis. 
Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

LVABEHOLDS  (FACILITIES  OF  PURCnASE  OF 
VMR  simple)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  enable 
lieaaeholders  of  Housef  to  purchase  the  Fee 
Simple  of  their  Holdings,  ordired  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands,  Mr.  Warmington,  Mr.  Reid,  Mr. 
Puleston,  and  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis. 

Bill  pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

ORIHUTAL  LAW  (iBELAKD)  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to'amend  the 
Criminal  Law  of  Ireland,  crdertd  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington, 
Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Reynolds,  and 
Mr.  Donal  ^ulliyan. 

"BillpretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27.] 

LAB0UBEB8    (iBBLAND)    ACTS    AMENDMENT 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Matthew  Kennv.  Mr. 
Pamell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Tuite,  and  Mr.  Lalor. 
"BUX  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  28.] 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOB  LONDON  (PENSIONS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Bill  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  London  to  grant 
Superannuation  Pensions,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Sir^Guyer  Hunter, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Mr.  M* Arthur, 
Mr.  Francis  Powell,  and  Mr.  Gent-Davis. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

HOUSES  IN  TOWNS  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of 
Housea  in  Towns  (Ireland),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Crilly, 
Mr.  Peter  M*Donald,  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde,  and  Mr.  Leahy. 

hm presented,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [Bill  30.] 

ACCUMULATIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  Accumulations, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy, 
Mr.  Bryce,  and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  31.] 

PABLIAMENTABY  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  consolidate, 
simplify,  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Par* 
liamentary  Elections;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  HoweU,  Mr.  Pickers^  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Buxton,  Mr.  Thomas,  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

^mifresenUd,  andrei^l  the  first  ^e.  [Bill  32.] 


sale  of  intoxicating  liqu0b8 
(ulstbb)  bill. 

Considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  brin^in 
a  Bill  to  enable  Voters  in  towns  and  distnots 
in  the  Province  of  Ulster  to  prevent  the  oommoQ 
sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  or  otherwise  to 
have  effectual  control  over  the  Drink  Traffic 
within  such  areas. 

Reeolution  reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Eussell,  and  Mr.  De  Cobain. 

Billpr#Mfi/^,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [Bill  33.] 

JUSTICES  OF  PEACE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  the  Law  in  regard  to  the 
appointment,  qualScation,  and  removal  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr.  Coleridge.  Mr.  HoweU, 
Mr.  Kendel,  and  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson. 

BiVi presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  34.] 

POLICE  constables'  PENSIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bill  to  make  provision  respecting  the  Pensions, 
Allowances,  and  Gratuities  of  Police  Constables 
in  Great  Britain,  and  their  widows  and  chil- 
dren, and  to  make  other  provisions  respecting 
the  Police  of  Great  Bntain.  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Henr^  Selwin-Ibbetson^ 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Mr.  Burdett-Coutts, 
Sir  George  Russell,  Mx.  Gerald  Balfour,  and 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent. 

BWipresented,  and  x«ad  the  first  time.  [BUI  85.] 

national  school  teachers  (ibb- 
land)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tuite,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  National  School  Teachers  in 
Ireland,  ord^ered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Tuite, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy,  Mr. 
John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Conway,  and  Mr.  Nolan. 

BtXL presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 

PABOCHIAL  BOARDS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron.  Bill  to  reform 
the  constitution  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land, and  the  mode  of  electing  such  Boards, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Barclay,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Graham,  and 
Mr.  Esslemont. 

Bill/^#f#ti^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 

ElfPLOTEBS'  UABILTTT  ACT  (1880)t 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  M*Donald,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Employers*  Liability  Act  of  ISSO. 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William 
McDonald,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Seitoo. 
Mr.  Chance,  and  Mr.  Clancy. 

BiU|ir»f«fil<^,a]idi^tliefinttime.  (BiUSS.] 
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COAL  HIKES  RSOX7LATI0N  ACT  (1872) 
AlCENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hayden,  Bill  to  amend 
<*The  Coal  Mines  Hegnlation  Act,  1872," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Mr.  Conway,  and  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien. 

Billi^refMi^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 

REPBC8SNTATI0N  OF  THE  PEOPLE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Hea,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating^  to  the  Beprosentation  of  the 
People,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Hea, 
Blr.  Timothy  Harrington,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Healy,  and  Mr.  M'Cartan. 

huipretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

SALE   OF  INTOXIOATIira  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays  in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Blr.  James  Stevenson,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson, 
Mr.  Walter  James,  and  Mr.  Cosens* Hardy. 

Bill  j^r^rii^y  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41 .] 

SMALL  DEBTS  (sOOTLAKD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  extend 
and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  recovery  of 
Small  Debts  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Thorbum, 
and  Mr.  Watt. 

B^preecntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 

reoibtratiok  of  totbbs'  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Registration  of 
Electors  at  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elec- 
tions, modifpring  with  a  view  to  the  simj^fica- 
tion  of  their  registration  the  qualification  of 
each  Electors,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Stansfeld,  Mr.  Childers,  and  Sir  Charles 
Russell. 

BiU presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 

LONDON    COAL  AND   WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
Considsrod  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  furUier  continue  and  appropriate 
the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  James  M'Grarel-Hogg,  Sir 
Bob^  Fowler,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Colonel  Duncan, 
and  Mr.  R.  G.  Webster. 

BiSl presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  44.] 

workmen's  CERTIFICATES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gent-Davis,  Bill  to  enable 
Workmen  to  obtain  Certificates  of  service  and 
character,  and  to  prevent  the  use  of  fraudulent 
Certificates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Gent- Davis,  Mr.  Byron  Reed,  and  Mr.  Mac- 
artney. 

Biil presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4o.] 


BEER  ADULTERATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Quilter,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Qnilter,  Mr.  Heneage,  Vis- 
count Wolmer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson, 
and  Mr.  Gurdon. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 

UNIVERSITY    EDUCATION    (iRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Murphy,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  University  Education  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Murphy, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Dr.  Fox.  Mr.  Henry  Gill,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Clancy,  and  Dr.  Kenny. 

Baipresenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 

BUTTER  SUBSTITUTES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mayne,  Bill  to  regiilate 
the  importation,  manufacture,  and  sale  of 
Butter  Substitutes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Mayne,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Flynn, 
Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Biggar,  and  Mr.  Kenny. 
Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (BYSNINO 

schools)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Bill  to  malce 
further  provision  for  instruction  in  Evening 
Schools,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James 
Stuart,  Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis,  and  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  49 .] 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  (iRELANl))   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hooper,  Bill  to  promote 

Technical  Education  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Hooper,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  D. 

Sullivan,  Mr.  Murphy,  and  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray. 

Bill  presented,  and  rc»ui  the  first  time.  [BUI  60.] 

ACCESS    TO    MOUNTAINS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  secure  to 
the  public  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains  and 
Moorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton, 
Sir  Henr}'  Roscoe,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and 
Mr.  A.  L.  Brown. 
BiU. presetUed,  and  read  the  first  time.   [Bill  51.] 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1886)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Crofters  (Scotland)  Act  (1886),  and  to  extend  it 
to  the  whole  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Esslemont, 
Dr.  M*Donuld,  and  Mr.  Mackintosh. 
Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  52.] 

CHURCH  SITES  (COMPULSORY  POWERS 
repeal)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Bill  to 
repeal  the  provisions  of  the  (Jhurch  Building 
Acts  relating  to  the  compulsory  purchase  of 
sites  for  Churches  and  Burial  Grounds,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Mr. 
John  Talbot,  Mr.  Addison,  and  Mr.  Tomlinson. 
Billpresetited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  53.  J 
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FISHERIES  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Harrington,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Fisheries  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Harrington.  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Mr.  J.  A.  Blake,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
Hooper,  and  Mr.  O'Hea. 

BUlpreaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  54.] 

H0I7SIKG  OF  WOBKINO  GLASSES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pyne,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  better  Housing  of  the  Working  Glasses, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pyne,  B(r.  John 
Hedmond,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  P. 
J.  Power,  and  Mr.  Qninn. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  05.] 

TBOHKIOAL  EDT70ATIOK  (dAY  BOHOOLS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Rosooe,  Bill  to  make 
further  provision  for  technical  instruction, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Roscoe, 
Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr.  Dixon,  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock, and  Sir  Richard  Temple. 

Bill  preeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  56.] 

PIEB8  AND  HABB0UB8  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Biggar,  Bill  to  amend  and 
extend  the  Laws  relating  to  Piers  and  Harbours 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Biggar.  Mr.  Deasy,  Oolonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Ma- 
hony,  Mr.  Jordan,  and  Mr.  Corbett. 

BiU  preeenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  57.] 

QUABBIBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Blake,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  Uie  fencing  of  Quarries,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Thomas  Blake,  Mr.  Cony- 
beare,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Cobb,  and  Mr.  Abraham 
(Glamorgan). 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 

SCHOOL  BOABD  BLBOnOKS  (SOOTLAKD) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  School  Board  Elections  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
M*Lagan,  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  and  Mr.  Lacaita. 

Bill  preeenUdj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  59.] 

ALLOTMBITTS   OF  LAND  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  ColUngs,  BiU  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  Allotments  of  Land, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse  Oollings. 
Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr.  Newnes,  Mr.  QyxiX  Flower, 
Mr.  Winterbotham,  and  Mr.  Pitt- Lewis. 

BiU  preamiedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  60.] 

VBSTBYMEN's  QUALIFICATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  BiU  for 
the  abolition  of  the  Ratal  QuaUfications  for 
Members  of  Vestries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
itowell,  Mr.  PickersgiU,  and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 

BUlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  61 .] 


PAUPER  LUNATIC   ASYLUMS  (iBELAND) 

(supebannuation)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Superannuation  of  OBcen 
and  Servants  in  Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Chance 
and  Mr.  WiUiam  Corbet. 
BiU  preeetttedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  62.] 

SETTLED  LAND  ACTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Elton,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Settied  Land  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Elton,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Puleston, 

nd  Mr.  TomHnson. 

BiU  preeenSedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  63.] 

TOBACCO  CULTIVATION  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fl^n,  BiU  to  permit  the 

Cultivation  of  Tobacco  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Peter  M 'Donald, 

Mr.  Pyne,  and  Mr.  Mayne. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  64.  ] 

LAND  LAW  (IBELAND)  ACT  (1881)  AMEND- 
MENT (no.  8)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU,  BOl  to 
amend  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  in 
regard  to  Leaseholders,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU,  Lord  Ernest  HamU- 
ton,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Johnston,  and  Mr.  Sinclair. 
Bill  prMMitM^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  65.] 

FAIRS  AND  MABKET8  (IBXLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Tanner,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  ToUs  at  Fairs  and  Markets  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Tanner, 
Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Lane,  and  Mr. 
Healy. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  66 . ] 

LEASEHOLD    ENFBANCHISEMENT  (bT    PUB- 
I  CHASE  OB  BENT-CHABOE)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  O>lonel  Hughes,  BiU  to  enable 
certain  Leaseholders  to  acquire  the  Freehold  of 
their  property,  bypaying  compensation  or  (at 
the  option  of  the  Freeholder)  a  perpetual  rent, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Hughes, 
Mr.  Fulton,  Mr.  Evelyn,  Mr.  HoUoway,  and 
Major  Banes. 
Bm presented, undTeaiditLe&niUmo.  [BiU  67.] 

poet  and  habboub  auth0bitie8  (ibb- 

land)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  MDonald,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Port  and  Harbour 
Authorities  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  Mr.  Timothy  Harring- 
ton, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray,  Su.  Thomas 
Mayne,  and  Mr.  Hooper. 
Bill  presented,  and  rc^  the  first  time.  [BiU  68.] 

BANKBUPTCT  COUBT  (bELFAST)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ewart,  BiU  to  establish  a 
Local  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Bel&st,  ordrrtd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ewart,  Sir  James 
Corry,  Mr.  William  Johnston,  and  Mr.  Mao« 
artney. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  69.] 
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ILUIKET  TOLLS  (iBELAND)    BILL. 

On  Hottoa  of  Captain  M'Oalmont,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  payment  and  recovery  of  Tolls  in 
Fairs  and  Markets  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Captain  M*Calmont,  Mr.  Smith 
Barry,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 
Bill  presentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

TOTBR8  QTTALIFIOATIOlSr    AND    PAEUAMBN- 
TAR7  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cremer,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  with  respect  to  the  Qualification  and  Re- 
gistration of  Voters  and  the  conduct  of  Parlia- 
mentary Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Crawford,  Mr. 
Abraham,  Mr.  Pickard,  and  Mr.  James  Row- 
lands. 
Bill  pretentidf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

offiob  t7ndeb  the  crown  (vacating  op 

seats)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Vacation  of 
Beats  by  Members  of  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament  accepting  office  under  the  Crown, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  W.  F.  Law- 
rence. Mr.  A.  D.  Elliot,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and  Mr.  £. 
Bobntson. 
Bill  preeeniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 

iniNiciPAL  cobpobations  acts  (Ireland) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  8ir  James  Corry,  Bill  to  amend 

the    Municipal    Corporations    (Ireland)   Act, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  James  Corry, 

Mr.  Ewart,  and  Mr.  Johnston. 

Bill  preeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  73.] 

BELFAST  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Nolan,  Bill  for  the  better 
Government  of  Belfast,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Nolan,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  M*Cartan,  and  Mr. 
OKelly. 
Bill  pre^enledf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  74 .] 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS    (CLOSING    OF 

PUBLIC  houses)   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shirley,  Bill  for  the  Closing 
of  Public  Houses  on  the  Polling  Day  in  Parlia- 
mentary Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Shirley,  Mr.  Game,  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU, 
and  Mr.  Caleb  Wright. 
Bill  pretefUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  75 .] 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING  ACT  (1854)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  l^Ir.  King,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 

Merchant  Shipping  Act,   1854,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Baggallay,  Mr. 

Fitzgerald,  and  Mr.  Lacaita. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  76.] 

MUNICTPAL    ELECTIONS    (SCOTLAND)    (COR- 
RUPT PRACTICES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lacaita,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Iaw  relating  to  Corrupt  Practices  at  Municipal 


Elections  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Lacaita,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  and 
Mr.  Shiress  WUl. 
BiU  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  77.] 

STEAM  ENGINES  AND  BOILERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WUliam  Crawford,  BiU  to 
provide  for  the  examination  of  persons  having 
charge  of  Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  on  land, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Craw- 
ford, Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  WiUiam  Abraham  (Gla- 
morgan), Mr.  Pickard,  Mr.  Fenwick,  and  Mr. 
A.  U.  Dyke  Acland. 
Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  78.] 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sutherland,  BiU  to  amend 
the  provisions  of  the  Education  (Scotland)  Acts 
relating  to  the  payment  of  school  fees  for  chil- 
dren of  poor  parents,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Sutherland,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Dr.  Far- 
quharson,  and  Mr.  Thorbum. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  79.] 

OPEN  SPACES  (DUBLIN)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WiUiam  Redmond,  BiU  to 
provide  for  Open  Spaces  and  PubUo  Recreation 
Grounds  in  Dublin,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Wmiam  Redmond,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuUivan, 
Mr.  Murphy,Mr.  D  wyer  Gray,  and  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  80.] 

POLICE  FORCE  ENFRANCHISEMENT  (nO.   2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  BiU  to  extend 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  the  PoUce 
Forces  of  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Mr.  Puleston, 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr.  Bigwood,  and  Vis- 
count Curzon. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [BiU  81 .] 

METROPOLIS  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Isaacs,  BiU  for  the  better 
Local  Government  of  the  Metropolis  and  other 
matters  connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Isaacs,  Mr.  ELimber,  Maior- 
General  Goldswortlw,  Blr.  Baumann,  Sir  Albert 
Kaye  RolUt,  Mr.  Morgan  Howard,  Mr.  Hunt, 
Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  and  Colonel  Duncan. 
BiU, presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  82.] 

LEASEHOLDS    (PURCHASE    OF    FREEHOLDS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  M'Eenna,  BiU  to 
facilitate,  on  equitable  conditions,  the  conver- 
sion of  long  Leasehold  Tenures  of  houses  in 
towns  into  Freehold,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  ConnoUy. 
BiU presetited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  83.] 

RELIGIOUS  PROSECUTIONS  ABOLITION  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  brin^ 
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in  a  Bin  lor  the  aboUfcioa  of  Proaeciilioiif 
agamit  lajmen  for  the  exprcMion  of  opuuon 
on  metten  of  rdlgion. 

Besdntion   reported  :^Bm   •rtUrtd  to   he 
hroQght   in   hr  Kr.   Courtney    Keimj,   Mr. 
IIHngworth,  lu*.  Coleridge,  and  Kr.  Croaalej. 
Bin  j^rvamio/,  and  reed  the  fint  time.  [Bfll84.] 

HIGH  8HSBIFF  DISQUALIFIGATIOV  (iBS- 
I(An>)  BICL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alderman  Jdm  O'Connor, 
Bin  to  lemore  the  diaqoalification  of  hfdders  of 
retafl  nirit  Keeneee  in  Ireland  from  fining  the 
office  of  Hi^  Sheriff,  prdertd  to  he  hronght  in 
hy  Mr.  Alderman  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Peter  MOXmald,  Mr.  Cox,  and  Mr.  John 
O'Connor. 
Bin  jM'Mm/Af,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [BfllSS.] 

ntODTDLT  80GIBTIES  (TBAK8MI88I0V  OF 

honey)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  YiBcoiint  Corson,  Bffl  for  the 
free  tranemianon  throogh  the  Post  Office  of 
henefits  from  Friendly  Bocietiee  to  their  mem- 
hers,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Yiecoont  Cor- 
son, Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Captain  Fenowes, 
Sir  John  Kennaway.  Mr.  Tomlinaon,  Mr.  God- 
■on«  and  Sir  Albert  BolUt. 
BiU/ifMmM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BOl  M.] 

AOBICULTUILAL  HOLDDTOB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Agrienltnral  Holdings  in 
England,  ordered  to  lie  brooght  in  by  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Arthur  Williiuiia,  Mr.  Cobb, 
and  Mr.  Francis  SteTonson. 
Bnij^rcMft/rtf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  87.] 

BAVXBUFTCT  (OOXTHTT  OOXT&TS)  (IBELAHD} 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  HulhoUand,  BiU  to  grant 
more  extensire  powers  to  County  Court  Judges 
in  Ireland  in  cases  of  Bankruptqr,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  MulhoUand,  Colonel  King- 
Herman,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  Macartney,  and 
Mr.  O'NeiU. 
raijM'vtm/Af,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  88.] 

BLBOTBIO    LIQHTIirO    ACT  (1882)   AHSim- 

Hsirr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Watt,  Bffl  to  amend  **The 

Electric  Lighting  Act.   1882,"  ordered  to  be 

brooffht  in  by  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Gnham,  Mr. 

Oouney,  Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  Crossley. 

BiU  i^tfMfMMf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BU189.] 

JCTSTIOB  OF  THB  P£AOB  QUALtFIOATION 
(ABOUnOV)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  T^Uiams,  BiU  to 
render  unnecessary  any  Qualification  by  Estate 
for  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Counties,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr. 
Winterbotham,  and  Mr.  Burt. 
BiU  pyvMnf<Y/,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  90.] 

COBH  8ALB8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rankin,  BiU  to  provide 
for  greater  uniformity  in  the  weights  and  mea- 


sures used  in  the  Sale  of  Com,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hankin,  Sir  Joeeph  R.  Bailey, 
Mr.  U.  T.  DaTonport,  and  Mr.  WiUiaaison. 
Bffl  ^pr«i«}»<Mf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  91.] 

ASaiflTATrT  OOXJHTT  8UBYZT0BS  (IBSLAHD) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bffl  to  enable 
Grand  Juries  in  Ireland  to  increase  the  re- 
muneration of  Aasistant  County  Surreyora,  and 
for  ether  purpoees  relating  thereto,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Macartney,  Cc^ooel  King- 
Harman,  and  Colonel  Waring. 
Bffl /»r»miM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  92.] 

AORICULTUllAL    LABOUBKRS'  WAGES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Adand,  WH  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of 
Wages  to  Agricultural  Labourers  ana  others, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Adand, 
Mr.  Theodore  Fiy,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Goss- 
ham,  and  Mr.  Stewart. 
Bffl /^rcwiaetf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  93.] 

BAITKBUPTCT  (IBELAITD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  0*Connor,  Bffl  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bankruptcy  and 
Bankruptcy  arrangements  in  Irdand,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Peter  M'Donald,  Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  Sexton,  and 
Mr.  M'Cartan. 
Bffl  jMvsmto^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  94.] 

BEER  ADT7LTEBATIOH  (MO.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Bffl  for 
better  seeping  the  Purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Baron 
Dimsdale,  Sir  Sayile  Crossley,  Mr.  Charles  HaU« 
Mr.  Fellowes,  and  Baron  F.  de  Rothsduld. 
Bffl  iTT^ffii^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  95.] 

8TBAM  B0ILEB8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ^^^lUam  Abraham,  Bffl  to 
proride  for  the  better  control  and  management 
of  Steam  Boilers,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by 
Mr.  WUliam  Abraham,  Mr.  Nolan,  and  Mr. 
Flynn. 
Bffl  i7r<!«fN^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  96.] 

SALE  OP  nfTozicATnra  liquobs  ov 

8X7KDAT  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  Peaas,  Bffl  for 
closing  pubUo  houses  on  Sunday,  making  ex- 
ception for  the  Sale  of  Beer  ouring  certain 
hours,  and  lor  the  Metropolitan  District,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Sir  Charles 
Palmer,  and  Mr.  Isaac  Wilson. 
Bffl  i»r«Mfi^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bffl  97.] 

PABLIAMEHTABY  BLEOHOKS  (COBBUPT 
PRAOnOES)  A0T8  AXEXDMSHT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  De  Lisle,  Bffl  to  amend 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices) 
Acts,  ordered  to  be  brouffht  in  by  Mr.  De  Lisle, 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr.  Webster,  and  Mr. 
Macartney. 
Bffl  i»rMritl#rf,  and  read  the  fiist  time.  [Bffl98.] 
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EABLY  0U>8IKO  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
ride  for  the  Earlier  Cloeiog  of  Shops,  and  to 
make  further  provision  with  respect  to  trading 
on  Sunday,  ordertd  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  John  Barry,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  A. 
Cohen,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  and  Mr.  Whitley. 
Bill  pr^unUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

OBOFTEBS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1886)  AMENDMBNT  (nO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  extend 
the  proTisions  of  "The  Crofters'  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act,  1886,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Wal- 
lace, and  Mr.  FtoTand. 

Bill^prtfMfi^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  100.] 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES  ACT  (1874)    AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Neill,  Bill  to  amend  '*  The 
Building  Societies  Act,  1874,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill,  Colonel  Waring, 
and  Colonel  Saunderson. 

"BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  101 .] 

SUFFBAOANS'   NOMINATION  BILL. 
OoHiidered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Remlved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  of  26  Hen.  8,  o.  14, 
intituled  '*  An  Act  for  nomination  of  Sufl&agans 
and  their  Consecration." 

Resolution  reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr.  John 
Talbot,  Mr.  Powell,  Baron  Dimsdale,  Admiral 
Field,  Mr.  Dizon-Hartland,  and  Mr.  Penrose 
Fitigerald. 

BiU presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  102.] 

PBIVATB  LUNATIC  A8YLT7MS  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Corbet,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  in  Ireland,  and  to  make  other 
and  more  suitable  provision  for  paying  patients, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Willitun  Corbet, 
Mr.  Dillwrn,  Mr.  P.  J.  rower,  Dr.  Cameron, 
and  Mr.  Molloy. 

BiUj^vMn^/andread  the  first  time.  [BiU  103.] 


OATHS  BILL. 
Omeidered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Seooiped,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  Oaths. 

Resolution  reportrd:  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugb,  Sir  John  Simon, 
Mr.  Courtney  Kenny,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Coleridge, 
lir.  Hlingworth,  Mr.  Richard,  and  Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings. 

BUli^rMm/M^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  104.] 


sale  of  intoxicating  liquobs  on  st7ndat 
(ibeland)  act  (1878)  amend- 
ment BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lea,  BiU  to  amend  and 
render  perpetual  '*The  Sale  of  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Lreland)  Act,  1878,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea,  Sir  James  Corry,  Mr 
John  Blake,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
and  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU. 
BiHipreeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  105.] 

SCHOOL  FEES   (NON-PATTFRBS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  LleweUyn,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  School  Fees 
of  Non-Pauper  ChUdren,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  LleweUyn,  Su:  Richard  Paget,  Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Quilter. 
Biilpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  106.] 

PBIYATE  BILL  LEGISLATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Craig  Sellar,  BiU  to  amend 
the  system  of  Private  BiU  Legislation  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Craig  SeUar,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr. 
Howorth,  Mr.  John  Morley,  and  Mr.  Arthur 
EUiot. 
Bihpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  107.] 

METROPOLITAN  BOABD  OF  WOBKB    (fIBE 

BBIGADE  expenses)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Webster,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  expenses  of  the  Metro- 
politan Fire  Brig^e,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Webster,  Sir  James  M'Oarel-Hogg, 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr.  Cochrane- BaiUie,  and 
Mr.  Isaacson. 
Bmpretented,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [BUI  108.] 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  be  re- 
appointed to  inquire  into  the  terms  of  occupa- 
tion and  the  compensation  for  improvements 
gissessed  by  the  occupiers  of  Town  Mouses  and 
oldings  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  to  lease- 
holders facilities  for  the  purchase  of  the  fee 
simple  of  their  property- ;  and  also  into  the 
question  of  imposing  a  direct  assessment  on  the 
owners  of  ground  rents,  and  on  the  owners  of 
increased  values  imparted  to  land  by  building 
operations  or  other  improvements.  —  {Colonel 
Nolan.) 

TBUCK  BILL. 
Cofteidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Seeohed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring  in 
a  BiU  to  amend  and  extend  the  Law  relating  to 
Truck. 

Resolution    reported :  —  BiU   ordered  to    be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Warming- 
ton,  Mr.  John  EUis,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  1&. 
Howard  Vincent,  and  Mr.  Fsslemont. 
Sillpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  109.] 

TBEBS  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  BiU  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  Trees  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
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brought  in  by  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Gilhooly,  Mr. 
Maruro,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Bhcehan,  and 
Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna. 
WiMpreMentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  110.] 

SALB  OP  INTOXIOATIKO  LIQU0K8  ON 
SJLTnSDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  RosseH,  Bill  to 
close  Public  Houses  in  Ireland  at  an  earlier 
hour  on  Saturdays,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Johnston,  and  Mr. 
Lea. 
'BxMpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  111.] 

SHALL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  Small  Holdings  of 
Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  C(»bb,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Newnes,  Mr.  Flower, 
Mr.  Winterbotharo,  and  Mr.  Pitt-Lewis. 
WXpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  1 12.] 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1881)  AMEND- 
MENT (no.   4)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lea,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  with  regard  to 

Turbary,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  and  Mr.  Sinclair. 

WJlpretented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  113.] 

PI8HING8,    &C.   VALUATION   (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Valuation  and  Assess- 
ment of  fidungs,  woods,  copse,  and  underwood  in 
S<K>tland,  ord^ed  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cald- 
well, Dr.  Cameron,  and  Dr.  Clark. 
Billi^r^Mfi^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  114.] 

FREE  LIBRARIES  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  BiU  to  amend 

and  consolidate  the  Free  Libraries  Acts,  ordered 

to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  Dr.  Cameron, 

and  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett. 

BiU  preeettUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  115.] 

STIPENDIARY  MAGISTRATES  (PENSIONS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  BiU  to 
enable  Municipal  O>n)orations  to  grant  Pen- 
sions to  Stipendiary  Ma^tratee,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr. 
Hastings,  and  Mr.  Godson. 
Bill  presented ,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  116.] 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  0>mmittee  be  appointed 
*'  to  inquire  how  far  the  several  hereditary 
pensions,  allowances,  and  payments  ought  to 
06  continued,  having  due  regard  to  any  just 
claims  of  the  respective  recipients,  and  to 
rconomy  in  the  public  expenditure  ;  and,  fur- 
ther, to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
commutation  of  hereditary  pensions,  allowances, 
and  payments  which  have  been  commuted 
since  the  Ist  day  of  January  1881.    That  the 


Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records.*' 

Ordered^  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — {Mr, 
Bradlattgh.) 

metropolitan  board  of  works 
(theatres,  &c.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  M'Gku«l-Hogg,  Bill 
to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  for  inspecting  Theatra  and 
Music  Halls,  and  granting  Certificates,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  James  M*GNa«l-Hogg, 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  and  Mr.  R.  G.  Webster. 
Bin  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  117.] 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT  ACTS    AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  M'Gkrel-Hogg,  BiU 
to  confer  further  powers  with  respect  to  the 
subsoil  of  streets  and  to  the  laying  of  mains  or 

Eipes  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
V  Sir  James  M*Garel-flogg,  Colonel  Hughes, 
Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick. 
BiSipresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 18.] 

FELONIOUS  USB  OF  FIRBARM8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  lor 
the  better  prevention  of  the  felonious  use  of 
Firearms  and  other  Weapons,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Howara  Vincent,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt,  Mr.  Law- 
son,  and  Mr.  Hulse. 
Bmpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  1 19.] 

SHIPWRECK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  for 

the  better  prevention  of  loss  of  life  in  cases  of 

Shipwreck,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mi. 

Howard  Vincent  and  Sir  Edwara  Birkbeck. 

BJHIlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  120.] 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  BiU  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Public  Trttstee» 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Howard  Vin* 
cent,  Sir  Albert  KoUit,  Sir.  Edward  RnsseU, 
and  Mr.  Anderson. 
BiXipreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  121.] 

FREE  LIBRARIES  ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Free  Libraries  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bv  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Arthur 
Cohen,  Mr.  Ck>Uins,  Sir  J(^  Kennaway,  and 
Sir  Lyon  Flayfair. 
Bimipreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  122.] 

PRIMOGENITURE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Courtnev  Kenny,  BiU  to 
alter  the  Law  relating  to  the  descent  of  land  by 
the  custom  of  Primogeniture,  ordered  to  ba 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtnev  Kenny,  Kr. 
Courtney,  and  Mr.  MUnes-OaskeU. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  123.] 

BANKRUPTCY  COURTS  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  BUI  to  estabUdi 
certain  Courts  of  Banlsruptcy  in  Ireland,  orderrd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  fa>^»^^ 
Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  M*Cartan,  and  Mr.  Reynolds. 

billpresented,  and  read  tue  first  time.  [BiU  124.] 


DX7TT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Hea,  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  Solicitors*  Annual  Certificate  Duty,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  0*Hea,  IkLr.  Dwyer 
Gray,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  and  Mr. 
Deasy. 
'Bi^pretenUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  125.] 

HAILVAT  «SGT7LATI0N  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  Bill  to  make 
further  provision  for  the  safe  Working!:  of  Rail- 
ways, ordSfrmf  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Channing, 
Mr.  Arthur  Adand,  Mr.  Broadhurat,  Mr. 
Fenwick,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Charles  Parker, 
Mr.  Jacoby,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 
W^pre^enUdy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Monday  next. — {Mr,  AkerB- Douglas,) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


245    PriviUgs^^'  Ths  Queen    {jANtJAEY  31,  1887 J         v.  tord  Chraves.^^         ii^ 

that  the  felony  indictments  should  be 

80LICIT0BS   ANNUAL  CERTIFICATE  ^j^^eu,   a  Conversation  arose  as  to  the 

jurisdiction  of  the  Court  over  him  in  the 
remaining  cases,  and  something  was 
said  about  a  Peer  being  tried  by  his 
Peers,  in  the  course  of  which  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  stated  in  effect  that  there 
was  no  doubt  in  his  mind  that,  provided 
Lord  Graves  was  willing  to  waive  his 
Privilege  as  a  Peer,  he  could  be  tried  by 
a  common  or  special  jury,  and  he  cited 
the  case  of  Lora  Ferrers  in  support  of  his 
view,  and  as  an  illusttation  of  the  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter.  As  to  the  illustra- 
tion of  the  difficulty  in  the  case,  so  far 
from  Lord  Ferrers  being  tried  by  a 
common  jury,  he  (Lord  Bibble^dale) 
believed  that  a  Commoner  was  raised  to 
the  Peerage  to  preside  at  the  trial  of 
Lord  Ferrers  by  his  Peers.  That,  of 
course,  therefore,  was  a  slip  of  memory 
on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice. 
On  hearing  that.  Lord  Graves  at  once 
said  he  was  prepared  to  waive  his  Privi- 
lege as  a  Peer,  and  he  accordingly  did 
so,  and  a  verdict  of  **  not  guilty  "  was 
taken.  He  (Lord  Bibblesdale)  brought 
the  question  forward  as  a  question  of 
Privilege,  because  the  matter  placed 
their  Lordships  in  this  dilemma — that 
if  a  Peer  could  not  waive  his  Privilege, 
then  the  action  of  the  Queen  against 
Lord  Graves  was  from  beginning  to  end 
a  solemn  informality.  If  he  could  waive 
his  Privilege,  it  was  certainly  only  since 
that  trial ;  it  never  had  been  so  ruled  be- 
fore the  Lord  Chief  Justice's  dictum.  He 
would  leave  it  to  their  Lordships  to  con- 
sider whether  a  precedent,  evidently 
based  on  an  error  of  memory,  was  a 
desirable  precedent,  or  one  of  an  authori- 
tative kind.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
a  Peer  could  waive  that  Privilege  ?  It 
was  not  a  personal  Privilege,  but  it  was 
a  Privilege  that  belonged  to  the  ancient 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 
his  contention  was  that  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  a  Peer  to  waive  it,  in  the  same 
way  as  he  might  do  in  the  matter  of 
precedence,  say,  in  going  down  to  dinner, 
or  similar  matters  of  that  kind.  All 
authority  was  against  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice's  view  of  the  case.  Before  the 
trial  of  Lord  Dacre  ho  believed  the  14 
Puisne  Judges  of  England  met  in  solemn 
conclave,  so  as  to  be  able  to  put  on  re- 
cord their  unanimous  decision  whether 
a  Peer  could  waive  his  Privilege,  and 
their  opinion  was  that  a  Peer  indicted 
for  felony  must  be  tried  by  a  jury  of  bi^ 
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MINUTES.]— PuBuo  Bills— .FiVt/  Reading^ 
LuDBcy  Acts  Amendment*  (7);  Lunacy* 
(8)  ;  Cathedral  Churches  •  (9) ;  Electric 
lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment*  (10). 

Second  Beading  —  Christohurch  (Southampton) 
Charter  (Correction  of  Error)  *  (4) ;  Women's 
Suffrage  *  (5),  negatived, 

PRIVILEGE—"  THE  QUEEN  v.  LORD 

GRAVES." 

OBSEBVATIONS.      QT7ESTI0N. 

Lord  BIBBLESDALE  rose  to  call 
attention  to  Ibe  case  of  '*The  <2ueen  v. 
Lord  Graves,"  a  trial  recently  held  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  before  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice.  Lord  Graves  was  put  upon 
bis  trial,  on  the  19th  of  January,  with 
another  person,  upon  two  indictments  for 
felony,  and  one  for  misdemeanour  against 
the  defendant  Lord  Graves  himself.  As 
their  Lordships  were  aware,  a  Peer 
charged  with  felony  must  he  tried  by  his 
Peers.  The  misdemeanour  in  this  case 
ended  in  an  acquittal,  and  the  learned 
counsel  representing  Lord  Graves  ob- 
jected to  his  being  tried  for  felony 
except  by  his  Peers,  and  left  the  Court ; 
but,  in  his  absence,  there  being  a  desire 
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Peers,  and  bj  no  other  jury.  Hedid  not 
care  about  the  Priyilege  as  an  indiridoal 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  a  melancholj  Fririlege 
at  best;  bat  it  was  a  matter  of  some 
importance  affecting  their  Lordships' 
Hoose  as  a  constituted  bodj.  He  be- 
liered,  speaking  of  course  under  cor- 
rection, that  Lord  OraTCs's  waiver  of 
Pririlege  was  informal  and  impossible 
under  the  appointed  constitution  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  under  the  circum- 
stances, and  with  a  Tiew  of  getting  the 
matter  set  at  rest  and  that  informality 
placed  on  record,  he  now  asked  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
Whether  a  Peer  indicted  for  felony  is 
competent  to  waive  the  Privilege  of  being 
tried  by  his  Peers  ?  It  did  not  beloog 
to  an  individual  simply  as  such,  and  he 
thought  the  subject  should  be  set  at  rest 
by  tne  highest  authority. 

Lord  COLERIDOE  (Lord  Chikf 
JtrsncE  of  EkolajtdV  in  reply,  said,  that, 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  TLord  Halsbury), 
he  was  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  to  thoir 
Lordships  before  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  answered  the  Question.  It  was 
right  that  their  Lordships  should  know 
exactly  how  the  facts  stood  ;  and  how  it 
was  that  the  opinion,  from  which  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  shrink,  came  to  be  given 
by  him.  Lord  Graves  and  a  gentleman 
named  Keymer  were  indicted  at  the  Cen- 
tral Criminal  Court,  and  true  bills  were 
found  against  them  in  three  cases ;  in  one 
case  for  conspiring  together  in  order  to 
obtain  money  by  false  representations, 
and  in  two  other  cases  for  the  forgery,  in 
fact,  of  a  large  number  of  shares  in  the 
companycall^LewthwaiteandOo.  Those 
indictments,  having  been  duly  found  at 
the  Old  Bailey,  were  moved  by  certiorari 
into  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  to  bo 
tried  there  by  a  jury,  because  it  was 
supposed  that  questions  of  law  might 
arise.  The  indictments  came  on  before 
him  without  any  notice,  and  without  his 
havinff  any  idea  that  any  question,  either 
Constitutional  or  otherwise,  could  be 
raised  on  the  trial  of  them.  Before  the 
indictments  came  on,  the  learned  counsel 
who  represented  the  prosecution,  as  well 
as  those  who  represented  the  defendants, 
informed  him  that,  if  he  saw  no  objec- 
tion, it  was  desired  that  the  prosecution 
should  come  to  an  end  for  want  of  evi- 
dence; and  the  prosecuting  counsel,  a 
very  eminent  and  honourable  man,  ia* 
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structed  by  a  solicitor  of  the  higlLest 
possible  dbaracter.  was  aatisBed  by  the 
evidence  shown  him  in  the  briefs  of  Sir 
Henry  James  and  hit  learned  friend  that 
it  was  useless  to  contiaae  the  ^oaecu- 
tion,  and  that  it  would  be  a  mere  waste 
of  time  to  go  on  with  the  trial,  which 
could  have  only  one  result,  and  that  a 
result  favourable  to  the  defendants.  The 
matter  was  fully  discussed  before  him, 
and  it  was  necessary  that  his  aancdon 
should  be  given  to  the  withdrawal  of 
the  prosecution;  because  the  one  case 
being  misdemeanour  and  the  two  others 
being  felonies,  anything  like  withdrawal 
from  a  prosecution  of  that  sort,  espe- 
cially in  the  case  of  a  man  of  high  sooal 
rank,  if  it  were  not  sanctioned  by  the 
Judge,  after  inquiry  by  him,  would  be 
open  to  just  and  grave  censure.     It 
might  be  said  that  a  very  different  mea- 
sure of  justice  was  meted  out  to  defend- 
ants, according  to  whether  or  not  they 
were  of  high  rank    in    society.     He, 
therefore,  satisBed  himsdf  that  he  was 
fully  entitled  to  trust  the  statements 
made  by  the  learned  counsel  on  both 
sides,  and  he  gave  his  entire  sanction  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  prosecution.    He 
was  not,  at  the  time,  aware  of  the  form 
of  the  indictments,  but  only  of  the  sub- 
stance of  the  charges.    The  charge  of 
misdemeanour  was  brought  on,  and  re- 
sulted in  the  counsel  stating  in  public 
what  they  had  stated  to  him  in  private, 
and  a  verdict  of  acquittal  being  taken. 
Then  arose  the  question  of  the  two  felo- 
nies, and  Mr.  Keymer,  who  was  indicted 
jointly  with  Lord  Graves,  was  anxious 
to  g^t  rid  of  the  whole  matter.     Some- 
thing was  said  about  the  difficulty  con- 
nected with  Lord  Graves's  Privilege  as 
a  Peer ;  and  he  (Lord  Coleridge)  said  he 
saw  no  objection,  if  Lord  Graves  waived 
his  Privilege,  to  the  case  being  tried  by 
a  special  jury.  Lord  Graves  was  present 
in  person,  and,  addressing  him  (Lord 
Coleridge),   stated  that  he  desired  to 
waive  any  Privilege  he  might  possess, 
and  that  the  trial  might  proofed.  It  was 
therefore  agreed  that  the  jury  should  be 
sworn,  and  they  pronounced  a  verdict  of 
''not  guilty."   He  was  also  informed  that 
it  was  immaterial  whether  Lord  Graves 
really  could  or  could  not  waive  his  Privi- 
lege; because,  a  communication  of  all  the 
circumstances  having  been  made  to  the 
Attorney  General,  the  Attorney  General 
undertook  to  do  what  he  had  a  perfect 
right  to  do— namely,  enter  a  noUi  fr^H" 
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^Mt,  and  put  an  end  to  all  questions  in  the 
matter.  His  (Lord  Coleridge's)  ruling, 
therefore,  was,  in  faot,  immaterial.  He 
did  not  shrink  from  any  censure,  if  it 
was  due ;  hot  his  ruling  was  absolutely 
immaterial,  because  the  action  of  the 
Attorney  General  put  an  end  to  the  case, 
whether  he  liked  it  or  not,  and  whether 
the  defendants  liked  it  or  not.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  had  said  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Privilege  of  Peerage 
might  be  waived  by  the  person  possess- 
ing it ;  that  if  he  chose  to  throw  himself 
OQ  the  country,  and  to  be  tried  by  the 
ordinary  tribunal,  he  could  do  so ;  that 
it  was  a  Privilege  which  belonged  to 
Lord  Ghraves,  who  could  waive  it  if  he 
liked,  and  if  he  desired  the  trial  to  pro- 
ceed. It  was  proper  to  mention  that 
the  Peerage  of  Lord  Ghraves  was  not 
stated  in  the  indictment,  for  he  was 
indicted  as  *'  commonly  called  Lord 
Graves,"  and  had  pleaded  to  an  indict- 
ment so  describing  him  ;  and  he  (Lord 
Ooleridge)  did  not  well  see,  as  Lord 
Grayes's  Peerage  was  not  stated  as  a 
fact,  and  as  Lord  Graves  had  pleaded 
to  an  indictment  so  describing  him,  how 
he  (Lord  Ooleridge)  could  possibly  avoid 
trying  him.  Those  were  the  facts,  and, 
uoder  those  circumstances,  he  had  given 
the  opinion  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bibblesdale)  now  challenged.  He  had 
justified  it  by  a  case  as  to  which  he 
admitted  at  once  that  he  had  made  a 
mistake — the  case  of  Lord  Ferrers.  As 
to  Lord  Ferrers  he  had  been  in  error. 
Foiter^i  Crnon  Law  and  the  histories  of 
the  time  ought  to  have  been  remembered 
by  him.  He  frankly  admitted  that  the 
case  which  occurred  to  him  at  the  time, 
and  on  which  he  rested  for  justifying 
him  in  what  he  was  doing,  did  not 
justify  him  at  all.  He  had  made  a  mis- 
take, and  there  was  an  end  of  it  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned.  The  question  now 
arose,  seeing  that  the  case  of  Lord 
Ferrers  did  not  support  it,  whether  the 
opinion  he  gave  on  that  occasion  was,  or 
was  not,  right  in  itself?  Upon  that 
point  the  statement  of  authorities  was 
very  curious.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
matter  was  dear ;  but  he  did  say  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  more  in  favour 
of  bis  Tiew  than  he  had  certainly  been 
aware  of.  He  thought  their  Lord- 
ships would  admit  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  the  position 
that  a  Peer,  when  he  liked,  might 
waive  his  P^riHrile^.     Now^  the  matter 


stood  in  this  way.  Li  the  first  place, 
this  was  a  Privilege  which  most  un- 
doubtedly did  not  exist,  except  in 
cases  of  treason  or  felony,  and  in  cases 
of  misprision  of  either.  Not  only  was 
that  laid  down  in  books  of  authority,  but 
a  very  moderate  acquaintance  with  cele- 
brated cases  in  modem  times  would 
show  that  the  thing  had  been  done ;  and 
Peers  had  been  repeatedly  tried  by 
juries  in  cases  which  were  not  treason 
or  felony,  nor  misprision  of  either.  He 
might  mention  a  good  many  cases ;  but 
he  would  content  himself  by  citing  the 
case  of  Lord  Thanet,  a  yery  famous  case 
tried  before  Lord  Kenvon  in  1798,  in 
which  Lord  Thanet  was  defended  by 
Lord  Erskine.  In  more  recent  times 
there  was  the  case  of  Lord  Dunboyne, 
who  was  tried  before  Lord  Campbell 
for  misdemeanour  in  1850.  There 
were  other  cases,  showing  that  there 
was  no  question  that  the  Privilege — if  it 
be  a  Privilege— applied  to  cases  only 
of  felony  or  treason,  or  misprision  of 
either.  It  was  so  laid  down  in  the  books 
of  authority ;  in  any  other  class  of  offence 
a  Peer  must  be  tried  by  the  jury,  in  the 
Court  in  which  the  indictment  was 
found.  So  said  Blaokstone,  Lord  Coke, 
and  others.  In  Hawkins's  Fleas  of  the 
Crown,  a  book  of  great  authority,  it  was 
said — 

'<  I  take  it  to  bo  agreed  that  he  has  a  right  to 
be  tried  by  his  Peers  upon  an  indictment  of 
treason  or  felony,  whether  made  suoh  by  the 
common  law  or  by  statute,  and  also  upon  an  in- 
dictment for  misprision  of  treason  or  felony; 
but  it  seems  that  regularly  he  is  to  bo  tried  by 
the  country  for  aU  other  crimes  out  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

The  question  is  also  stated  in  this  way 
further  on  in  the  same  book — 

"  It  hath  been  adjudged  that  if  a  Peer,  on  an 
arraignment  before  the  Lords,  refuse  to  put 
himself  upon  his  Peers,  he  shall  be  dealt  with  as 
one  who  stands  mute ;  for  it  is  as  much  the  law 
of  the  land  that  a  Peer  be  tried  bv  his  Peers  as 
a  Ck>mmoner  by  Commoners.  Yet  there  is 
said  to  be  a  record  in  4  Edward  III.  that  Lord 
Berkeley  put  himself  on  his  country,  and  was 
tried  by  a  jur^.  Yet  if  one  who  has  a  title 
to  Peerage  be  indicted  or  arraigned  as  a  Com- 
moner and  plead  not  guilty,  and  put  himself 
upon  his  country,  it  hath  been  adjudged  that  he 
cannot  afterwards  suggest  that  he  is  a  Peer  and 
pray  a  trial  by  his  Peers." 

It  seemed  to  him  to  be  clear,  therefore, 
that  it  was  only  in  the  cases  he  had 
referred  to  that  the  argument  applied ; 
and  it  seemed  to  be  allowed  that  if  a 
Peer  was  indict^  i^nd  put  himseU  on 
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the  oonntry,  and  afterwards  claimed  to  be 
tried  as  a  Peer,  that  then  the  case  would 
be  disallowed  and  it  would  be  tried  by 
the  country.  It  was  also  curious  to  see 
on  what  ground  the  Friviled^e  of  Peerage 
and  the  impossibility  of  waiving  it  stood. 
As  far  as  dicta  were  concerned,  it  stood, 
no  doubt,  on  the  highest  authority.  It 
would  be  found  laid  down  by  Lord  Coke, 
and  in  a  case  reported  by  Lord  Ohief 
Justice  Keeling.  It  was  also  curious  to 
observe  on  what  Lord  Ooke  founded  his 
dictum.  He  placed  it  on  the  words  of 
Magna  Charta,  that  no  freeman  should 
be  imprisoned,  and  then  went  on — 

"  This  is  to  be  understood  of  the  King's  sate, 
for  the  words  be  nee  super  eum  ibimtUf  n$e  super 
euM  mittemua  niai  per  legale  judicium  parium 
Buorum  pel  per  legem  terrte.^* 

Lord  Ooke,  therefore,  put  it  on  the 
venerable  Magna  Charta,  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  King  having  undertaken 
not  to  prosecute,  not  to  issue  process, 
except  ^^r  legale  judicium  parium  iuor urn ^ 
it  was  a  Privilege  inherent  in  a  Peer  and 
could  not  be  waived.  But,  speaking 
with  the  fifreatest  deference  of  Lord 
Coke's  authority,  he  (Lord  Coleridge) 
did  not  say  that  he  was  wrong ;  but  he 
did  not  explain  how  it  was  that  the 
doctrine  had  no  application  to  misde- 
meanour. The  King  was  just  as  much 
a  necessary  party  to  a  suit  of  misde- 
meanour as  he  was  to  a  suit  for  treason 
or  felony;  and  if  it  be  true  that  the 
words  of  Magna  Charta  were  the  reason 
why  a  Peer  must  be  tried  by  the  Peers, 
because  it  was  at  the  suit  of  the  King, 
he  asked  how  it  was  to  be  accounted 
for  that  during  the  earliest  times,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  the  trials  of  Peers 
for  misdemeanour  had  always  been  by 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country, 
and  not  by  the  House  of  Lords  ?  There 
was  also  the  case  of  Lord  Dacre,  which 
was  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and 
which  was  to  be  found  in  the  reports  of 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Keeling.  But  it 
was  a  curious  thing  to  see  how  that 
matter  really  stood.  It  was  not  a  report 
of  Lord  Chief  Justice  Keeling's  at  all, 
who  was  Chief  Justice  in  the  time  of 
Charles  II.  It  was  the  report  of  a 
Judge,  no  doubt  an  excellent  man,  in 
the  time  of  Henry  YIII.,  and  one  of  the 
Judges  who  sat  on  the  trial  of  Sir 
Thomas  More  and  Cardinal  Fisher. 
Lord  Dacre  was  tried,  apparently  in  the 
time  of  Henry  YIII.,  for  being  too 
friendly  with  the  Scotch,  who  were  at 
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that  time  the  King's  enemies.    It  was 
true  that  the  Judges  were  summoned 
for   the    trial   of   Lord    Daore ;    and, 
among  other  things,   the    Judges  ap- 
pear to  have  said  that  a  Peer  could  not 
waive    his  Privilege.      That  was  also 
true;  but  when  they  came  to  look  at 
the  authority  which  was  cited,  it  was 
found  that  there  was  no  judicial  deter- 
mination, and  the  decision  had  not  the 
authority  of  Lord  Chief  Justice  Keeling. 
The  case  of  Lord  Dorset,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  the  authority  of  a  decided 
case,  because,  in  that  case,  Lord  Dorset 
had  been  indicted  as  a  Commoner.    He 
claimed  that  he  was  a  Peer  ;  but  it  was 
determined  that,  having  once  been  in* 
dieted  as  a  Commoner,  he  could  not  urge 
his  Privilege  as  a  Peer  and  most  be 
tried  by  the  country.    There  was  also 
an  interesting  circumstance  in  this  case. 
Lord  Graves  was  not  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House.    He  was  a  Peer  of 
Ireland;   and,  undoubtedly,  upon  nn* 
questioned  authority,  if  the  case  had 
happened    before    the    Union,    Lord 
Graves,  *  for    any    offence    committed 
in   England,    must   have    been    tried 
by  the   country.    The   rule   was    the 
same  as  to  Scottish  Peers  before  the 
Union  with  Scotland,  at  the  time  of 
Queen  Anne.    A  Peer  of  Scotland,  if 
accused  of  any  offence  in  this  country, 
could  not  claim  the  Privilege  of  a  Peer, 
but  would  have  to  be  tried  oy  the  ooun- 
try,  as  was  distinctly  held  in  Lord  San* 
quhar's,  a  case  reported  by  Lord  Coke. 
By  the  last  paragraph  of  the  4th  Arti* 
cle  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland 
there  were  expressions  which  seemed  to 
say  that  all  Privileges  of  trial  of  Peeis 
of  Ireland  would  henceforth  be  the  same 
as  in  the  case  of  Peers  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  but  it  appeared  to  be  a  enriona 
thing  to  hold  that,  whereas,  before  1800, 
if  a  Peer  of  Ireland  had  been  goiltv  of 
offence  in  this   country,    he  certainlj 
would  be  tried  by  a  jury,  yet  that  since 
the  Union  such  a  person,  although  not 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
having  a  right  to  sit  in  Parliament  oo^ 
under  certain  droumstances  orbyrepre- 
sentation,  should  have  a  right  to  be 
tried  by  their  Lordships'  House.  Theee 
were  the  authorities — and  he  had  takea 
some  trouble  about  the  matter — whick 
he  had  thought  it  right  to  bring  before 
their  LordsMps.      It  struck  him  thai 
there  was  much  to  be  said  for  tiie  view 
that  this  Privilege  of  the  Peerage 
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a  Privilege  which  a  noble  Lord  might 
waive  if  he  thought  fit.  So  far  as  his 
present  opinion  went,  he  should  think  a 
l^eer  might  do  so ;  for  the  reasons  given 
for  the  view  that  a  Peer  could  not  ap- 
peared to  him  as,  if  sound,  it  would 
carry  the  case  of  misdemeanours,  to 
which,  nevertheless,  the  Privilege  in 
question  had  never,  from  the  earliest 
times  of  our  history,  ever  been  ap- 
plied. Whether  the  Privilege  was  cue 
which,  in  the  present  day,  it  was  ad- 
visable to  maintain  was  a  question  on 
which  he  did  not  presume  to  oflPer  an 
opinion  to  their  Lordships.  It  was 
enough  for  him  to  say  that  he  was  by  no 
means  satisfied  that  be  was  wrong  in  the 
opinion  which  he  gave,  although  he  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  strong  dicfa 
against  it,  and  that  it  was  given  with- 
out veiy  much  consideration,  because  of 
the  reason  which  he  had  assigned  to 
their  Lordships— namely,  that  it  was 
wholly  immaterial  in  the  particular  case 
before  hinx;  and  having  said  this  much, 
and  having  thanked  their  Lordships  for 
the  attention  which  they  had  given  to 
him,  he  now  left  the  matter  in  their 
Lordahips'  hands. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Haisbuby)  said,  that,  owing  to  the 
accident  of  the  position  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  hold,  he  was  called  upon 
to  pronounce  what  came  to  be  a  dog- 
matic opinion,  which  he  reg^retted  was 
not  in  harmony  with  what  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  had  just  laid  down.  He 
thought  it  could  hardly  be  doubted 
that,  in  every  text-book,  it  was  ac- 
cepted as  a  fact  that  a  Peer  must  be 
tried  by  his  Peers  for  a  felony,  and  by 
no  one  else.  That  had  been  the  current 
of  authorities  broadly  stated.  He  was 
aware  of  the  phrase  used  in  the  new 
text-book  of  authority  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  referred  to; 
but  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
memory  was  playing  him  false  in  regard 
to  the  quotation  in  question  from 
Hawkins.  The  language  there  was 
guarded ;  it  did  not  say  '*  a  person  who 
is  a  Peer,"  but  *'  a  person  who  has  a 
tide  to  the  Peerage ; "  and  it  might 
well  be  thought  that  the  learned  writer 
had  '^etj  accurately  in  his  view  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  margin.  Such  was 
the  point  in  the  case  quoted  as  the  Mar- 
quess of  Dorset's  case.  So  far  as  one 
pould  judge  from  the  report  pf  that 


case,  what  happened  was  that,  after 
the  trial,  the  accused  claimed,  not  that 
he  was  a  Peer  and  had  established  his 
right  to  a  Peerage,  but  that  he  was  the 
person  in  whom  the  title  to  the  Peerago 
was,  and  that,  therefore,  he  was  en- 
titled to  be  tried  by  his  Peers.  So 
much  for  the  authority  of  that  case. 
He  could  not  in  any  way  concur  with 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  as  to  the 
authority  of  Lord  Daore's  case.  He 
was  indicted  on  a  charge  of  high  trea- 
son ;  the  question  was  raised  whether  a 
Peer  could  waive  his  Privilege,  and  the 
Judges  solemnly  decided  that  he  could 
not.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
argued  that  this  rule  never  applied  to 
misdemeanours;  but  he  had  not,  he 
(Lord  Halsbury)  submitted,  given  suffi- 
cient value  to  the  arguments  of  the 
learned  Judges  with  reference  to  the 
chapter  from  Magna  Charta  which  he 
had  construed.  It  was  quite  true  that 
the  Privilege  was  applicable  only  to 
treason  and  to  treason-felony ;  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  learned  Judges  had  placed 
on  that  chapter  a  just  and  proper  con- 
struction. Speaking  always  with  the 
deference  4ue  to  the  knowledge  and 
experience  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England,  he  was  compelled,  in  answer 
to  him,  to  say  that,  according  to  the 
best  judgment  he  had  been  able  to 
form,  a  Peer  was  not  competent  to 
waive  his  right  to  be  tried  by  his  Peers, 
because  it  was  not  in  the  proper  sense  a 
Privilege  at  all,  and  the  difficulty  had 
arisen  from  the  misuse  of  the  word.  It 
was  called  a  Privilege,  but  that  was  a 
misnomer.  If  the  reasoning  of  the 
Judges  was  right,  the  ground  on  which 
it  rested  was  that  the  Statute — and  that 
was  what  the  Judges  said  in  Lord 
Dacre's  case — prohibited  the  Crown 
from  proceeding  against  the  Peer  except 
by  judgment  of  his  Peers;  and  if  it  was 
a  statutable  prohibition,  he  need  not  tell 
their  Lordships  that  that  was  a  matter 
which  they  could  not  waive,  because  it 
was  simply  a  question  of  law. 

LoBD  FITZGEBALD  said,  he  should 
hesitate  very  much  before  he  adopted 
the  view  of  the  case  that  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
the  Chief  Justice.  For  himself,  he 
thought  that  this  question  of  trial  by 
Peers  was  not  one  of  Privilege,  but 
rather  of  jurisdictioi^.    Magna  Charta 
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was  a  declaration  of  the  previous  law  of 
England,  and  it  contained  negative  words 
to  the  effect  that  a  Peer  was  only  to  be 
tried  by  his  Peers — ^namely — 

<'NuUus  liber  homo  capiatur,  &c.  .  .  .  nisi 
por  legale  judicium  paiium  Buorum  vel  per 
legem  torrsd." 

It  was  also  laid  down  that — 

*'  An  Earl  or  Baron  shall  not  be  amerced  but 
hy  their  Peers  and  according  to  the  manner  of 
their  o£fence/' 

In  1322  Thomas  of  Lancaster  was  exe- 
cuted after  the  Battle  of  Pomfret;  but  the 
judgment  of  forfeiture  was  reversed  in 
1327  on  a  Writ  of  Error,  the  principal 
ground  being  that  the  said  Thomas  was 
a  Peer  and  Magnate,  and  had  been  ad- 
judged to  death  otherwise  than  by  the 
legal  judgment  of  his  Peers,  the  passage 
from  Masrna  Charta  being  recitea.  The 
case  of  Lord  Dacre  was  also  a  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  the  view  that  the 
right  of  a  Peer  to  be  tried  by  his  Peers 
was  one  which  could  not  be  waived. 
Looking,  then,  at  the  authorities  on  the 
subject,  and  at  Oonstitutional  history, 
he  thought  that  it  was  shown  to  be  not 
a  Privilege  of  the  individual,  but  a  right 
of  the  House  of  Peers,  which  could  never 
be  taken  from  it  except  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. 

The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Coleridge)  appeared  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  the  right  of  a  Peer 
to  be  tried  by  his  Peers  arose  from  his 
being  a  Lord  of  Parliament.  In  this 
instance  he  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  yen- 
tured  to  think  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
was  mistaken;  it  was  a  privilege  of 
the  Peerage,  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  legislative  rights.  Bishops,  though 
Lords  of  Parliament,  were  not  triable 
of  nobility,  because  they  were  not  Peers. 
The  Peers  of  Ireland  and  Scotland — 
whether  in  Parliament  or  not^had  the 
right,  because  they  were.  Before  the 
Union  the  Peers  of  Ireland — which  was 
then  a  distinct  Kingdom — were  triable 
before  their  own  House  of  Lords ;  and 
all  their  rights  and  privileges  as  Peers, 
except  that  of  personally  sitting  in  Par- 
liament, were  expressly  reserved  to  them 
by  Statute.  The  Act  of  Union  made  the 
two  countries  one  Kingdom  with  one 
House  of  Lords. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  question  was  one  of 
some  difficulty,  and  that  a  learned  Judge 


was  placed  at  some  disadvantage  in 
being  called  upon  to  decide  a  matter  of 
this  kind  off-hand,  without  the  oppor- 
tunity of  searching  for  precedents,  and 
thus  verifying  his  impressions.  While 
there  undoubtedly  was  some  authority 
in  favour  of  the  decision  arrived  at  in 
the  matter  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land, he  (Lord  Herschell)  was  of  opinion 
that  that  authority  was  far  outweighed 
by  the  authorities  to  the  contrary.  The 
case  of  the  Marquess  of  Dorset  was  itself 
open  to  considerable  criticism.  He 
thought  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  shown  that,  on  the  occasion 
in  question,  he  took  the  course  which 
Judges  frequently  and  necessarily  took 
— of  deciding  according  to  the  impres- 
sion on  his  mind  at  the  moment.  He 
concurred  with  the  view  that  had  been 
expressed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  For  his  own 
part,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  the 
better  view  seemed  to  be  that  a  Peer 
could  not  waive  bis  Privilege  of  trial  by 
his  Peers. 

WOMEN'S  SUFFRAGE  BILL.— (No.  5.) 
{Th$  Lord  Denman.) 

SEOOIO)  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LordDENMAN,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  said :  My  Lords,  if 
my  wife  were  to  become  a  widow  it  would 
be  very  unfair  if  she,  as  a  ratepayer,  were 
unable  to  choose  her  Bepreeentative. 
On  September  2  I  moved  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  in  case  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  should  have  been  ad- 
journed instead  of  prorogued,  in  which 
case  it  might  have  been  in  a  more  for- 
ward state  at  this  time.  I  hoped  that 
only  the  report  given  by  Th$  Morning 
Po9t  and  the  answer  of  the  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor  would  have  appeared  in  Ran$wrt% 
Parliamentary  Dehatee ;  but,  to  my  sur- 
prise, I  found  an  almost  verbatim  report 
of  my  speech.  I  venture  to  refer  yotir 
Lordships  to  it.  The  excellent  Balers 
in  the  East  and  in  the  West  to  whom  I 
alluded  were  a  Princess  of  the  Holkar 
Family,  named  in  Sir  J.  Malcolm's  Indim^ 
and  in  the  review  of  that  work  in  Tk$ 
Edinburgh  Eevieic,  Her  only  daughter 
was  burnt  at  the  funeral  of  her  husband. 
The  Potentate  in  the  West  was  the 
Empress  -  Queen    Maria    Theresa,   of 
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whom  the  Hungarians  exclaimed.  ''  Hfo- 
rtamur  pro  Maria  Theresa  Rege  Nostra.*^ 
Her  Majesty's  beloved  daughter — Marie 
Antoinette — was  beheaded  in  France. 
For  ladies  of  courage,  I  named  (in  the 

Sresence  of  one,  now  of  two,  of  her 
escendants)  the  Countess  of  Derby, 
who  defended  Lathom  House.  Her 
lord  was  beheaded.  On  the  occasion 
of  ladiee  being  admitted  to  this  House, 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  answer 
to  Lord  Bedesdale,  said  it  reminded  him 
of  a  gentleman  who  said  the  sight  of 
ladiee  at  a  dinner  table  took  away  his 
appetite.  The  Earl  of  Hedesdale,  in 
1869,  said,  on  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Amendment  Bill,  that  women  were  not 
capable  of  the  higher  duties  which  some 
wished  to  trust  them  with;  but  I  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House 
A  preface  by  a  lady  to  her  translation 
(dated  1848)  of  a  speech  by  M.  Begnon, 
in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  in  Paris,  in 
1821,  on  thePorsecution  and  Proscription 
of  the  Jews — it  proves  the  capacity  of  at 
least  one  \roman.  With  regard  to  the 
choice  of  Members  of  Parliament,  I  will 
only  say  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  a 
candidate  for  Exeter  in  opposition  to  her 
son,  I  should  consider  it  extremely  un- 
just if  the  honoured  Countess  of  Iddes- 
loigh  were  (if  a  householder)  prevented 
from  voting. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— ( 751^  Lord  Denman,) 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  I  do  not  desire  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  the  subject  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  brought  forward,  not 
for  the  first  time.  It  is,  I  admit,  a  sub- 
ject of  very  great  interest,  and  one  on 
which  I  should  think  there  is  very  con- 
siderable feeling  among  great  numbers 
of  the  public  out-of-doors;  but  the  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  draw  his  attention  is 
that,  as  far  as  I  know,  it  is  not  usual  for 
either  House  of  Parliament  to  undertake 
legislation  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the 
oonstitution  of  the  other  House.  To 
initiate  such  legislation,  though  not  be- 
yond our  powers,  would  be,  to  a  certain 
extent,  a  oreach  of  Parliamentary  eti- 
quette. The  Qt)yernment,  therefore, 
propose  to  reserve  their  opinion  upon 
the  subject-matter  of  the  Bill,  until  the 
question  shall  have  been  dealt  with  in 
UkB  other  House.  On  that  ground  alone, 
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and  without  entering  into  the  general 
question,  I  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
C'now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months.")— (7%^ 
Marquess  of  Salishury,) 

On  Question,  That  (**  now ")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ? 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day  six  months, 

ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  he  printed.    (No.  6.) 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT   BILL    [H.L.] 

(NO.  7) 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  relatinff  to  lonatlcs : 
And 

LUNACY  BILL   [h.L.]    (NO.  8) 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  enactments  respect- 
ing lanatics : 

Were  pretented  by  The  Lobd  Chancellor; 
read  1* 

CATHEDRAL   CHUECHE8   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  making  Statutes  respect- 
ing deans  and  chapters  and  cathedral  churches 
in  England;  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Bishop  of 
Carlxslb  ;  read  1*.    (No.  9.) 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    ACT    (1882)    AMEND- 
MENT BILL  [h.L.1 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Electric  Lighting  Act, 
1882— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Tuurlow; 
read  1*.    (No.  10.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Slst  January,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committees  —  Puhlic 
ii'etitions,  appointed  and  nominated  ;  Printing, 
appointed  and  notninated;  Kitchen  and  Re- 
freshment Rooms  (House  of  Commons),  ap^ 
pointed  and  nominated. 

Public  BiLiA^lCesoiution  in  Ckmrnttee—Ordered 
— First  Reading  —  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
(1862)  Amendment  *  [142J. 
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Ordered — Firtt  Jieadifuf — Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise (Extension  to  Women)  *  [128] ;  Borough 
Funds*  [129]  :  Coal  Mines,  kc.  Regulation* 
[130];  Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure* 
£131];  First  Offenders*  [132];  Agricultural 
Tenants  Relief*  [133  J:  Deacons  (Church  of 
England)*  [134];  Tlvde  Park  Comer  rNew 
Streets)*  [135]:  Public  Parks  and  Works 
(Metropolis)  *  [136] :  Lodgers*  Gk>ods  Protec- 
tion Act  (1871)  Amendment*  [137];  Ballot 
Act  (1872)  Amendment*  [138];  Sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors  on  Sunday  (Cornwall)  * 
[139];  Miners'  Wages  Payment*  [140]; 
Water  Companies  (Regulation  of  Powers)* 
ri41] ;  Rod  Fishinc:  (Scotland)  *  [143] ;  Sites 
for  Churches,  &c.  Ireland  *  [144]  ;  Sanitation 
of  Houses  (Metropolis)  *  [145]. 

Second  Reading — Supremo  Court  of  Judicature 
(Ireland)*  f  1 1. 

Pkovisional  Okdbk  Bill  —  Ordered  —  First 
Heading  —  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)*  [127]. 

MOTION. 


NEW  WRIT  FOR  THE  BOROQOH  OF 
ST.  GEORGE'S,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

«  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  New  Writ 
for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Saint 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  room  of  Al- 
gernon Malcolm  Arthur  Percy,  esquire,  com- 
monly called  Lord  Algernon  Malcolm  Arthur 
Percy,  who  since  his  Election  for  the  said 
Borough  hath  accepted  the  Office  of  Steward 
or  Bailiff  of  Her  Majesty's  Manor  of  North- 
stead,  in  the  County  of  xork.*'^ ITr.  Jkera^ 
DougloM,) 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Oockermouth) :  I  rise,  Sir,  as  an 
elector  for  the  Division  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square.  It  appears  to  me  that 
this  is  a  very  hasty  proceeding.  The 
constituency  has  had  no  information 
until  this  morning  that  there  was  likely 
to  be  a  vacancy.  Do  you  not  think, 
Sir,  that  it  would  be  more  seemly  to 
delav  the  issue  of  this  Writ,  at  any  rate 
until  to-morrow  ?  I  think  Notice  ought 
to  have  been  given  formally  before  the 
Writ  was  moved  ;  and  if  the  Motion  is 
pressed  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  moving 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

After  a  pause-— 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  I  move 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mu.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  that  Motion  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne):  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion, 
Sir. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 
— {Sir    Wilfrid  Zaicion,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  98 ;  Noes 
173:  Majority  80.— (Div.  list,  No   1.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  oat  a 
New  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  j^lemher  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough 
of  Saint  George's,  Hanover  Square,  in  the 
room  of  Algernon  Malcolm  Arthur  Percy,  es- 
quire, commonly  called  Lord  Algernon  Mal- 
colm Arthur  Percy,  who  since  his  Election  for 
the  said  Borough  hath  accepted  the  Office  of 
Steward  or  Bailiff  of  Her  Maiestv's  Manor  of 
Nortlistead,  in  the  County  of  York. 

QUESTIONS. 


SCOTLAND— THE  TRUCK  ACTS -MINES 
AND  WORKS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGB  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fnr  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  can 
no>F  give  the  House  any  information  as 
to  the  inquirio:)  promised  last  Session 
intx)  the  alleged  prevalence  of  Track  in 
Scotland ;  whether  any  hreaches  of  the 
Truck  Acts  have  been  discovered,  and 
to  what  extent ;  whether  any  and  what 
steps  have  in  any  case  been  taken  to 
enforce  the  law ;  and.  if  no  prosecutions 
have  taken  place,  whether  he  will  state 
the  reasons  for  not  prosecuting;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  various  state* 
ments  made  to  him  alleging  breaches  of 
the  Truck  Acts  in  S^tland,  and  the 
correspondence  thereon  with  the  Inspec* 
tors  of  Mines,  Inspectors  of  Factories, 
and  other  officials  f 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  of  the  Ohief  Inspector 
of  Factories  in  Scotland  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  printer,  and  as  soon  as  it 
was  ready  he  would  be  happy  to  show 
it  to  the  hon.  Member.  He  believed  it 
would  contain  answers  to  several  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Questions ;  but  he  could 
not  anticipate  the  Report.  He  must 
decline  to  lay  on  the  Table  anydoca* 
ments  which  were  of  a  confidential 
character,  or  that  related  to  matters  that 
might  lead  to  a  prosecution. 

BURMAH  —  MILITARY  EXFEDITIOK 
TO  THE  RUBY  MINES  —  MESSRS. 
STREETER. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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IndiSi  Whether  any  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  Messrs.  Streeter,  jewellerR, 
London,  were  present  with  the  mili- 
tary expedition  to  the  Bubj  Mines  in 
Barm  ah ;  and,  if  yes,  in  what  capacity 
they  were  present,  and  by  whose  per- 
mission or  authority ;  and,  whether  any 
a^preement  has  been  made  between  the 
Oovernment  and  any  person  relative  to 
the  working  of  such  mines  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
Mr.  Streeter,  junior,  accompanied  the 
expedition  to  the  Ruby  Mines  in  Bur- 
mah,  in  his  private  capacity,  with  the 
permission  oi  the  British  authorities. 
No  agreement  has  been  made  between 
the  Qovemment  and  any  person  relative 
to  working  the  mines. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE -CASE  OF  THOMAS 
THOMPSON,  CONVICTED  OF  MURDER. 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has 
directed,  or  proposes  to  direct,  an  in- 
quiry to  take  place  into  the  mental  con- 
dition of  Thomas  Thompson,  now  lying 
under  sentence  of  death  in  Durham 
Gkol,  for  the  murder  of  his  child  at 
Gateshead  on  the  16th  instant? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  directed  all  such  inquiries 
to    be    made    as  were    necessary  and 

5 roper  to  enable  him  to  advise  Her 
[ajesty  as  to  the  exercise  of  her  prero- 
gative of  mercy ;  but  he  could  not  enter 
into  any  detailed  statement  as  to  a 
criminal  case  still  under  consideration. 

HAMPTON    COURT    PALACE-SAFETY 
OF  THE  ART   TREASURES,  &o. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, TTxbridge)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether,  in  view 
of  two  fires  having  taken  place  at 
Hampton  Court  Palace  during  the  last 
four  years,  he  is  prepared  to  take  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  steps  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  Art  Treasures  in  that  Palace 
from  further  risk  of  destruction  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Flvkket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
question  of  the  safety  of  the  works  of 
art  at  Hampton  Court  was  carefully 
considered  by  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee after  the  fire  which  occurred  in 
the  Palace  in  18B2,  and  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Committee  measures 


were  taken  for  affording  tliem  protec- 
tion ;  for  instance,  structural  alterations 
were  made  in  the  galleries,  by  which 
they  were  subdivided  into  compart- 
ments, separated  by  fireproof  partitions ; 
and  elaborate  arrangements  were  de- 
vised for  facilitating  the  removal  of  the 
pictures  and  tapestries  in  case  of  fire. 
Since  the  fire  of  last  November  the  sub- 
ject has  again  been  very  fully  gone  into 
by  the  Departmental  Committee ;  and 
they  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  precautions  taken  after  the  fire  in 
18i2,  with  some  modifications  of  detail, 
are  sufficient  for  the  safetjof  these  works 
of  art. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  if 
the  First  Commissioner  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  risk  to  the  pictures  in 
the  event  of  another  fire  breaking  out  ? 
There  had  been  two  fires  in  four  years. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  pictures  were  as  safe  in  Hamp- 
ton Court  as  they  could  be  in  almost  any 
building  they  could  be  removed  to ;  and 
certainly  the  country  air,  he  was  assured 
on  the  best  authority,  agreed  with  them 
better  than  London  air  would  do. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-THE  REVISED 
STATUTES— ISSUE  OF  A  NEW  AND 
CHEAP    EDITION. 

Me.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  has,  during 
the  Recess,  considered  the  question 
addressed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  last  Session,  as  to  the  advis- 
ability of  issuing  in  a  cheaper  form  a  new 
and  revised  edition  of  the  Statutes,  with 
Index  and  Tables  up  to  date;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
undertake  that  such  new  edition  shall  be 
issued  with  the  view  of  bringing  the 
Statute  Law  of  England  within  the  means 
and  reach  of  a  larger  class  of  readers  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  question  of  a  new  and 
revised  edition  of  the  Statutes  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Statute  Law 
Committee,  and  with  it  the  question  of  a 
cheaper  form  of  edition.  The  Committee 
have  not,  as  yet,  made  their  formal 
recommendation,  as  there  are  many 
details  connected  with  a  new  edition 
which  require  settlement ;  but  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state  that  I  sympathize  with 
the  object  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
in  view,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  attained. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE-CODIFICATION 
OF    THE    CRIMINAL    LAW. 

Mr.  HO  WELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  has  considered 
the  question  addressed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  Session,  as  to  the 
advisability  of  introducing  a  Bill  during 
the  present  Session  to  Consolidate  and 
Codify  the  Criminal  Law ;  and,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  with  that 
object  this  Session  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  a  Bill  during  this  Session  to 
consolidate  and  codify  the  Criminal 
Law ;  but  certain  proposals  with  re- 
gard to  the  amendment  of  the  Cri- 
minal Law  will  be  brought  before  Par- 
liament. 

COMMISSIONERS    OF    EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— SCHOOL  LANDS  AT  CAVAN. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland.  Whether  the  Com- 
missioners of  Education,  of  which  body 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Iiord 
Chancellor,  and  Senior  Member  of  Dub- 
lin University,  are  ex-offlcio  members, 
were  applied  to  early  in  November,  and 
again  in  December,  1886,  by  the  tenants 
on  the  school  lands  adjoining  Cavan,  for 
an  abatement  in  the  year's  rent ;  whether 
they  were  guided  by  the  advice  of  their 
land  agent,  J.  J.  Benison,  Bally connell, 
in  offering  on  10  per  cent;  whether  the 
same  land  agent  last  year,  when  agricul- 
tural pi*oduce  brought  much  higher 
prices,  advised  a  reduction  of  15  per 
oent ;  whether,  whilst  negotiations  were 
proceeding  between  the  tenants  and 
Commissioners,  within  the  knowledge  of 
Mr.  Benison,  he  issued  civil  bills  and 
ejectments  against  a  number  of  the 
tenants;  whether,  notwithstanding  the 
production  in  Court  of  Letters  from  seven 
of  the  Commissioners  denying  all  know- 
ledge of  the  matter,  he  pressed  for  and 
obtained  decrees ;  whether  a  number  of 
the  tenantry  have  lodged  with  the 
secretary  declarations  of  their  inability 
to  pay ;  and,  whether,  under  these  con- 
ditions, he,  acting  as  one  of  the  Board, 
will  permit  the  enforcement  of  these 
decrees? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETABY  (Sir 
MiOHASL  Hioks-Beach)  ^Bristol,  W.): 
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I  find  from  a  Report,  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Education,  that  the  Board  was  applied 
to  in  November  and  December  last  by 
the  Cavan  tenants  for  an  abatement  in 
the  year's  rent.  The  matter  received 
the  most  careful  consideration  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  tliey  resolved  to 
grant  an  abatement  of  10  per  cont.  The 
Board  declined  to  disclose  the  confiden- 
tial communications  made  between  them- 
selves and  tlieir  agent.  No  negotiation! 
were  proceeding  between  the  tenants 
and  the  Commissioners  at  the  time  that 
the  civil  bills  for  rent  and  one  ejectment 
process  were  issued  by  the  agent,  Mr. 
Benison.  The  resolution  of  the  Boi^ 
to  grant  10  per  cent  abatement  had  been 
arrived  at  in  November,  and  confirmed 
in  December,  and  this  offer  of  10  per 
cent  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Benison  to 
the  tenants.  The  tenants  had  been 
informed  by  the  Secretary  that  all  com- 
munications with  the  Board  should  be 
made  through  Mr.  Benison,  and  in  reply 
their  representative  stated  that  he  was 
of  opinion  they  would  not  do  so.  Mr. 
Benison  appointed  the  9th  of  December 
for  pavment  of  rent,  when  the  tenants 
refused  to  meet  him.  He  again 
appointed  the  22nd  of  December,  when 
but  one  tenant  paid.  It  was  thereupon 
that  the  agent  issued  civil  bills  for  rent 
and  one  ejectment  process.  Upon  the 
22ndofDec'emberthe  tenants  wrote  to  the 
Board,  and  a  few  days  later  to  various 
members  of  the  Board  individually,  to 
the  effect  that  they  did  not  consider  the 
10  per  cent  abatement  sufficient,  and 
requesting  that  the  matter  should  be 
again  considered.  At  the  next  meeting 
(January  13)  the  Commissioners  decided 
not  to  alter  their  previous  decisions. 
The  Board  have  no  information  as  to  any 
letters  from  individual  members  produced 
in  Court.  Ten  of  the  tenants  have 
within  the  past  week  forwarded  through 
the  post  to  the  Secretary  declarations  of 
their  inability  to  pay  their  rents.  The 
constitution  of  the  Board  being  well 
known,  it  can  hardly  be  necessary  that 
I  should  trouble  the  House  by  repeating 
the  names  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
quorum  is  fixed  by  the  Statute  at  three, 
and  the  average  attendance  was,  I  am 
informed,  rather  above  that  number  in 
the  period  mentioned.  The  Commissioners 
do  not  feel  called  upon  to  publish  the 
names  of  the  members  of  their  body 
present  at  an^  particular  meet*n^.    \X  m 
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a  fact  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
wa9  made  an  ex-officio  member  of  this 
Board  by  a  Statute  parsed  in  1813.  But 
as  no  Chief  Secretary  has  attended  the 
meetings  for  many  years,  and  I  am  quite 
unable  to  do  so,  I  can  take  no  responsi- 
bility for  the  acts  of  the  Board. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— SUB- 

COMMII3SIONER8-SITTINGS  AT 

KILKENNY. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  the  sitting 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  under  *'  The 
Land  Law  (Lreland)  Act,  1881,"  at  KU- 
kenny  has  Seen  postponed  from  a  date 
before  to  a  date  after  the  25th  March 
next ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  such 
postponement,  tenants  who  have  applied 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed  will  become 
liable  to  the  payment  of  a  half-year's 
rent,  from  the  25th  March  next,  at  a 
rate  which  the  said  Sub-CHommissioners' 
decisions  may  show  to  be  unjust  and  ex- 
cessive; and,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  have  the  sittings  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  held  before  the  above 
date? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Higks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Jjand  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
the  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commission  at 
Kilkenny  is  fixed  for  a  date  prior  to  the 
25th  of  March — namely,  the  15th  of 
March — and  that  there  is  no  intention 
of  postponing  it. 

METROPOLIS— RENE  WAL  OF  THE  COAL 
AND  WINE  DUES. 

Mr.  BUXTON  (Essex,  Waltham- 
stow)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  Government  adhere 
to  the  decision  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  in  regard  to 
the  renewal  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues ; 
or,  whether  they  intend  to  support  the 
renewal  of  these  dues;  if  so,  whether 
they  will  strictly  limit  the  period  of  re- 
newal, and  will  secure  that  the  proceeds 
of  the  dues  shall  be  applied  to  the  erec- 
tion of  free  communications  across  the 
Thames  east  of  Tower  Bridge,  and  of 
open  spaces  in  London  generally  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In  an- 
swer to  the  ,hon.  Member,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  adhere  to 
the  declarations  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of    the    Exchequer    (Lord    Bandolph 


Churchill)  on  the  subject  of  the  Coal 
and  Wine  Dues ;  but  I  must  remind  the 
bon.  Gentleman  that  my  noble  Friend 
expressly  invited  the  innabitants  of  the 
districts  affected  by  the  proposals  in 
question  to  make  their  wishes  known  to 
Parliament  through  their  Hepresenta- 
tive  Bodies  and  their  Members  in  this 
House ;  and  he  assured  them  that  due 
consideration  would  be  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  those  opinions 
when  they  were  expressed. 

LIGHTHOUSE    ILLUMIN ANTS— EX- 
PERIMENTS AT  THE  SOUTH 
FORELAND. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  When  the  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Trinity  House, 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr.  J.  E.  Wigham, 
Mr.  Howard  Grubb,  F.E.S.,  Professor 
Barrett,  and  shipowners  of  various 
ports,  on  the  subject  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Trinity  House  on  the  experiments 
made  by  that  Corporation  with  light- 
house illuminants  at  South  Foreland, 
which  at  the  close  of  last  Session  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable, will  be  ready  for  presentation 
to  Parliament? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Baron  Henby 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
The  Correspondence  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  laid  by  me  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  on  Thursday  last. 

ORANGE  SOCIETIES-OFFICERS  OF 
THE  ARMY  AND  MILITIA. 
Me.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 'Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  officers  of  the 
Army  and  Militia  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land are  members  of  Orange  Lodges  in 
the  districts  where  they  are  stationed ; 
whether  an  Address  was  carried  in  this 
House  in  1836,  praying  His  Majesty  to 
take  such  measures  as  should  be  etfec- 
tual  for  the  suppression  of  Orange  So- 
cieties ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  this 
Eesolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
orders  were  issued  from  the  War  Office 
prohibiting  all  persons  in  the  Naval  or 
Military  Service  from  having  any  con- 
nection with  Orangeism;  whether  Queen's 
Eegulations  were  also  issued  by  Her 
Majesty  to  the  same  efiPect;  and,  whe- 
ther such  Regulations  are  still  in  force  ] 
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and,  if  not,  whether,  in  view  of  recent 
events  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  par- 
ticularly of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  ne- 
cessary to  rely  largely  on  the  Military 
for  the  suppression  of  riots,  in  which 
Orangemen  take  a  large  part,  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  re-issue  or  enforce  these  Regula- 
tions ? 

The  SEOBETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  (who  replied)  said  :  In  an- 
swer to  the  first  Question,  I  would  say 
that  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  politi- 
cal views  of  officers  in  the  Army  in  their 
private  capacities,  and  therefore  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  whether  they  be- 
long to  Orange  Lodges  or  not.  As  to 
the  second  and  third  Questions,  such  an 
Address  was  carried  in  Parliament  on 
the  11th  of  August,  1835,  and  an  Order 
was  issued  by  the  Adjutant  General  on 
the  3l8t  of  August,  1835,  peremptorily 
forbidding  the  attendance  of  either  officer 
or  soldier  at  Orange  Lodges,  by  whom- 
soever or  wheresoever  held.  Fourthly, 
the  King's  Regulations  of  June  1,  1837, 
embodied  the  Order  of  1835.  and  it  was 
included  in  any  edition  of  the  Queen's 
Regulations  up  to  the  year  1868.  Since 
then  it  has  not  been  considered  neces- 
sary to  refer  specifically  in  the  Queen's 
Regulations  to  Orange  Lodges ;  but  the 
end  is  held  to  be  sufficiently  met  by  the 
Regulation  still  in  force,  which  prohibits 
officers  and  soldiers  from  instituting  or 
taking  any  part  in  any  meeting,  demon- 
stration, or  procession  for  parfy  or  poli- 
tical purposes,  in  barracks,  quarters,  or 
camp,  or  in  their  vicinity  and  anywhere, 
if  in  uniform.  I  would,  at  the  same 
time,  refer  to  the  answer  made  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  on 
February  21,  1884,  in  which  he  refused 
to  regard  a  military  man  as  being  de- 

E rived  of  his  civil  rights,  which  he  would 
e,  if  debarred  entirely  from  attending 
political  meetings.  With  that  opinion  1 
agree. 

EMPLOYERS*  LIABILITY  ACTS-LEQIS- 

LATION. 

Me.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  legislation  this 
Session  on  the  question  of  employers' 
liability  for  injuries  to  their  work- 
people ? 

^r,  y.  r.  O'Brien 


The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr. W.H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  Yes ;  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
legislation  this  Session  dealing  with  the 
question  of  employers'  liabili^  for  in- 
juries to  their  workpeople. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If,  having  reg^ard  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  work  in  connection  with 
the  Labourers'  Ireland  Acts,  and  the  de- 
sirability of  having  services  of  the 
various  forms  under  those  Acts  properly 
efiPected,  he  will  g^ve  a  direction  to  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  to  have  those  services 
effected  by  the  members  of  the  police 
force,  in  the  same  way  as  voting  papers 
in  connection  with  the  election  of  l^oor 
Law  Guardians  are  served  by  them  upon 
the  persons  entitled  to  vote  at  those 
elections  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Government  are  not  aware  of  any 
reason  why  the  Sanitary  Authority 
should  not  continue  to  perform  this  duty, 
and  they  are  not  prepared  at  present  to 
throw  it  on  the  Constabulary. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSIONERS— SALE 
OF  LAND,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secreta^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported, that  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sioners have  sanctioned  the  sale  by 
Messrs.  Musgrave,  of  Belfast,  of  the 
lands  of  Fannett,  county  Donegal,  to 
the  tenants  at  i20  years'  purchase; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  lands  are  of 
very  inferior  quality;  whether  many 
of  the  tenants  are  on  the  verge  of 
pauperism;  and,  whether  the  Gbvem- 
ment  are  going  to  continue  to  lend  the 
money  of  the  British  taxpayer  on  such 
security  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Land  Commissioners  inform  me 
that  they  have  not  even  provisionally 
sanctioned  any  such  sales  as  are  here 
mentioned.  Eight  applications  have 
been  received  from  tenants  of  the  Messrs. 
Musgrave ;  but  they  have  not  yet  been 
considered.  No  doubt  the  Commis- 
sioners will  satisfy  themselvee  as  to  the 
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hon.  Member.  The  first  is  the  case  of 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Inverness-shire 
at  Portree,  in  ivhioh  the  arrangement 
is  complete,  I  believe,  although,  m  con- 
sequence of  not  having  received  an 
answer  to  my  telegram,  I  cannot  say 
definitely.  The  other  case  is  that  of 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Stomoway, 
where  there  has  been  a  change  re- 
cently ;  but  that  case  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Treasury.  I  am 
making  inquiries  to  ascertain  if  any 
negotiations  have  been  entered  into 
with  other  Fiscals.  I  have  given  con- 
sideration to  the  question,  and  I  am  now 
in  communication  with  the  Treasury  in 
regard  to  it,  but  am  not  able,  at  present, 
to  answer  any  general  Question. 


fiecuriiy   before    tliey    arrive   at    any 
decision. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS  AND 
RIDING  MASTERS. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  under  the  Eoyal  War- 
rant which  was  to  take  effect  from  Ist 
October  1886,  any  Quartermasters  or 
Bidingmasters  have  received  the  local 
rank  of  Major  as  being  in  performance 
of  special  duties  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  The  honorary  rank  of  Major 
has  not  yet  been  conferred  on  Quarter- 
masters or  Bidingmasters  under  the 
Boyal  Warrant  of  November  3,  1886. 
The  selection  of  officers  for  this  advance- 
ment is  still  under  consideration. 

INLAND     REVENUE— THE    CARRIAGE 
TAX  AND  GUN  TAX. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
he  has  considered  a  recent  communica- 
tion addressed  to  him  on  the  subject  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Carriage  Tax  and  the 
Gun  Tax;  and,  whether  any  decision 
thereon  has  been  arrived  at  by  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smtth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
aore  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  give 
any  information  as  *to  the  provisions  of 
the  Budget  before  it  is  stated  to  the 
House  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. 

SCOTLAND  -THE  WESTERN  ISLANDS- 
PROCURATORS  FISCAL. 

Mr.  BABOLAT  (Forfarshire)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  has  suc- 
ceeded in  the  negotiations  entered  into 
by  his  Predecessor  in  Oflico  with  certain 
Froonrators  Fiscal  in  the  Western  Islands 
of  Scotland,  with  the  object  of  pre- 
venting them  from  engaging  in  private 
busiiiess  while  they  act  at  the  same  time 
as  pablio  prosecutors;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any  stops  to 
carry  out  such  a  reform  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonalo)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  am  not  aware  of 
more  than  two  cases  where  negotiations 
have  been  entered  into  with  Procurators 
Fiscal  for  the  object  mentioned  by  the 


POST  OFFICE— CON VEYANCE  OF  MAILS 
TO  THE  GAMBIA. 

Mr.  M'ABTHUB  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  subsidy  for  the  conveyance 
of  Mails  to  the  British  Settlements  on 
the  Gambia  has  been  withdrawn  from 
the  British  and  African  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company ;  whether  an  arrangement 
for  the  bransfcrence  of  the  Mails  has 
been  made  with  a  French  Company  vtd 
Bordeaux  and  Dakan;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  re-establishing 
direct  Mail  communication  between  this 
Country  and  the  Gambia  ? 

Thb  SECBETABYof  STATE  (Sir 
Heney  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The 
subsidy  of  £1,200  a-jear  has  been  with- 
drawn. It  was  paid  by  Gambia,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  sea  postage  of  id,  per 
letter,  and  a  remission  of  port  dues. 
No  other  West  African  Government 
pays  a  subsidy;  and,  owing  to  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Colony,  my 
right  hon.  Predecessor  (Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope) found  it  necessary,  among  other 
economies,  to  place  the  Gambia  Mail 
arrangements  on  the  same  footing  as 
those  of  the  other  West  African  Colo- 
nies. No  contract  has  been  made  with 
a  French  or  any  other  Company.  I  may 
add  that  I  have  received  an  offer  from 
the  British  and  African  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company  to  carry  the  mails  tempo- 
rarily at  a  reduced  subsidy,  which  will 
receive  my  careful  consideration ;  but, 
as  at  present  advised,  I  doubt  whether 
the  Colony  can  afford  to  pay  any  sub- 
sidy. Papers  will  be  presented  on  the 
subject. 
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LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool,  West  Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
ri{|;ht  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  he  will 
give  an  undertaking  that  no  final  settle- 
ment of  this  matter  will  be  arrived  at 
nntil  the  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  it  ? 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLAND  :  No,  Sir  ; 
I  do  not  think  that  I  can  give  that 
undertaking. 

SCOTLilND— THE    SKYR     CROFTERS— 
SHERIFF  IVORY. 

Dr.  glare  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretaiy  for  Scotland,  If  it  is  true, 
as  stated  by  Th$  Scottith  Highlander,  that 
Sheriff  Ivory  had  been  reprimanded  for 
the  action  he  took  in  regard  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  police  during  the  late  expedi- 
tion to  Skye ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  a  Copy 
of  the  official  Correspondence  on  this 
matter  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  secretary  foe  SCOTLAND 
Mr.  A.  J.  Blltoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  : 
t  is  not  usual,  and  would  not  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service,  to  lay 
the  Correspondence  referred  to  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  It  is  not  accurate 
to  say  that  Sheriff  Ivory  has  been 
reprimanded. 

AFFAIRS  OF  SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE 
—AUSTRIA  AND  RUSSIA. 

Mb.  LABGUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  article  in  The 
Fortnightly  Review,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  a  Despatch  was  sent  to  Vienna  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  offering  the 
support  of  England  to  Austria,  in  the 
event  of  a  war  oetween  that  Power  and 
Russia ;  and  to  a  statement  in  The  Pall 
Mall  OoMtte  that  such  Despatch  was 
sent  to  Vienna,  but  its  presentation 
stopped  by  telegraph;  and,  whether 
either  of  these  statements  is  correct; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Despatch  in 
question  will  be  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
statement  that  such  a  Despatch  was 
sent;  and  it  necessarily  follows  that 
there  is  no  truth  in  the  statement  that 
its  presentation  was  stopped  by  tele- 
graph. I  may  add  that  I  have  read  the 
article  in  The  Fortnightly  Beoiew  for 
January,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers ;  but  I  do  not  find  the  statement 


professed  to  be  quoted  from  it  by  The 
rail  Malt  Gazette. 

RAILWAYS— RETURN    OF  RATES   FOR 

CARRIAGE    OF   ENGLISH   AND 

FOREIGN   PRODUCE. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  The  cause  why 
the  Railway  Companies  hare  not  yet 
handed  in  the  Returns  of  the  Rates  for 
the  Carriage  of  £nglish  and  Foreign 
Produce,  ordered  by  the  House  as  long 
ago  as  the  9th  April  last  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hbnbt 
De  Worhs)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
The  Return  in  question  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  printers^  and  will  be  circulated 
immediately. 

THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS 
—RETURN  OF  DUES,  &c. 

Mb.  CONYBBARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
cause  to  be  prepared  a  Return  similar  to 
that  recently  granted,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Chester-le- 
Street  Diyision  of  Durham  (Mr.  Joicey), 
showing  in  respect  of  each  of  the  re- 
maining counties  in  England  and  Wales, 
the  amount  of  all  dues,  royalties,  rents, 
wayleaves,  and  water  or  other  charges 
paid  and  payable  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  in  each  of  the  years 
1881-86  by  all  mines,  collieries,  quarries, 
daysetts,  and  other  mineral  or  metalli- 
ferous workings? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stqabt-Wobtlby)  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
hon.  Member  can  have  a  Return  in  the 
same  form  as  Uiat  granted  last  year  with 
regard  to  the  county  of  Durham. 

ARMY— THE     ROYAL    HORSE    ARTIL- 
LERY. 

CoLONBL  HAMILTON  (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  pay  of  the 
non-commissioned  officers  and  mea  of 
the  batteries  of  Royal  Horse  Artillery^ 
ordered  to  be  converted  into  batteries  of 
Field  Artillery,  is  to  be  reduced  from 
the  date  of  conversion ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  compensation  will  be  givea 
to  them  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr, 
£.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire^  Horn* 
castle) :   The  pay  of  the  aon-oominia* 
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position  to  give  the  House  any  infoima- 
tion  with  regard  to  the  reported  escape 
of  Emin  Bey  ? 

The  UNDEB  8ECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbegussow)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  No,  Sir  ;  no  intelli- 
gence of  that  kind  had  been  received  up 
to  the  time  I  left  the  Foreign  Office. 

EVIOTIONS   (IRELAND)— THE   GLEN- 
BETGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W,)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Crown  to  per- 
severe with  the  prosecution  of  the  ten- 
ants evicted  from  their  homes ;  and,  if 
so,  why  the  trials  were  not  gone  on 
with? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  not  received  Notice 
of  the  Question  ;  and,  so  far  as  he  could 
gather,  it  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'HEA  said,  he  would  repeat  the 
Question.     ["Order!"]    He  called  at 

the   Irish     Office    the    other    day 

["  Order !  *']  Well,  he  would  repeat  the 
Question  the  next  day. 

ORDERS  OF  TUB  DAY. 


■ioned  officers  and  men  referred  to  will 
be  reduced  to  that  of  the  Field  Artillery 
from  the  Ist  of  April.  Compensation 
will  not  be  given  to  them ;  but  as  oppor- 
tunities offer  those  who  may  be  recom- 
mended for  it  will  be  re-posted  to  the 
Horse  Artillery.  I  may  add  that  men 
for  the  Royal  Artillery  are  enlisted  for 
the  corps  generally,  and  not  for  service 
in  any  particular  branch  of  it. 

AGRARIAN  OUTRAGES  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When 
the  Return  of  Agrarian  Outrages  (Ire- 
land), for  the  quarter  ended  «3 Ist  Decem- 
ber, 1886,  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Return  has  already  been  sent  on 
from  the  Irish  Office  for  presentation, 
and  no  doubt  it  will  be  forthwith  laid  on 
the  Table. 

BELFAST  RIOTS— THE  REPORT  OF 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
considering  that  the  Belfast  riots  inquiry 
closed  more  than  three  months  ago,  the 
Qovemment  had  yet  ^received  from  the 
dissenting  Commissioner,  Mr.  M*Hardy, 
hia  Report;  and,  what  steps  the  Qo- 
vemment intended  to  take  to  press 
forward  arrangements  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  peace  in  Belfast,  in  view  of 
the  recurrence  of  serious  disturbances 
within  the  last  few  days  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W,)) 
in  reply,  said,  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  that  the  other 
four  Commissioners  only  presented  their 
Report  a  week  ago.  He  did  not  doubt 
that  Mr.  M^Hardy  would  present  his 
Report  very  shortly.  It  was  obviously 
desirable  that  the  matter  should  be  oon- 
aidered  at  once  ;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  attempt  hurried  legis- 
lation on  account  of  the  unfortunate 
outbreak  of  Saturday. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— RELIEF  OF 
EMIN  BEY. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  was  in  a 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST   GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOTTRNED  DEBATE.       [THIRD   NIGHT.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
t)ebate  on  Question  [27th  January.]— 
«'  That,  &c."    [See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  desirous  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  systematic 
breaches  of  the  Truck  Act  alleged  to 
haye  taken  place  in  Scotland.  He  had 
brought  the  matter  on  previous  occasions 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Henry  Matthews),  and  he  knew  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  made 
inquiries,  and  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had 
had  confidential  communications  from 
him  on  the  subject ;  but  he  desired  to 
know  why,  in  many  of  the  cases,  a  prose- 
cution had  not  taken  place  ?  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  reason  was  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Home  Office,  these  matters 
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too  small  to  be  worth  a  proseea- 
tioa ;  bat  he  sabmitted  that  soeh  ooa- 
ftideratioiis  onght  not  to  weigh  at  all. 
When  the  OoTemment  had  prosecnted 
poor  crofters  for  breaches  of  the  hiw, 
thej  ought  not  to  spare  the  rich  mana- 
lactorers.  In  Ayrshire  and  Lanarkshire 
breaches  of  the  Truck  Act  eztensiTelj 
proTailed,  and  he  had  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Home  Secretary  two  cases, 
in  which  it  was  utterly  impoedble,  if 
pnper  inquiries  were  made,  to  fail  in 
bringing  home  the  guilt  to  the  person 
in  each  instance.  He  admitted  that  the 
owners  were  Tory  rich  men  ;  that  they 
were  men  of  influence,  men  of  great 
respectability ;  but,  haTing  agreed  with 
the  desire  of  the  Oovemment  to  hare  the 
law  enforced  elsewhere,  he  suggested 
that  it  would  be  as  well  to  enforce  it 
fairly.  Unless  the  law  was  enforced 
fairly  and  impartially  as  well  against 
men  of  influence,  respectability,  and 
riches  as  against  the  poor,  it  might  lead 
to  misapprehension  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  justice  was  administered,  and 
the  grayest  results  mifl^ht  follow.  Onning 
to  the  Address  which  the  House  was 
asked  to  Tote,  he  remarked  that  there 
was  in  the  Tory  first  paragraph  a  state* 
ment  that  thoe  was  no  apprehension 
that  any  disturbance  to  the  European 
peace  would  result  from  the  unadjusted 
disputes  which  had  arisen  in  South- 
Eastem  Europe  ;  but  not  quite  20 
minutes  before  that  Speech  was  com- 
municated to  the  House  they  had  heard 
read  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  a  letter  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  which  he  stated  that 
the  outlook  on  the  Oontinent  was  yery 
black,  and  that  it  was  not  too  much  to 
say  that  the  chances  were  in  layonr  of 
war  at  an  eariy  date.  Now,  he  should 
feel  a  difficulty  in  yoting  for  an  Address 
until  he  knew  what  the  meaning  of  that 
language  was.  If  it  meant  tiiat  there 
was  no  danger  of  war  except  in  relatioa 
to  Bulgaria,  then  he  thought  it  would 
haye  been  franker  for  the  Qoyemment 
to  haye  let  that  be  really  stated.  If  it 
did  not  mean  that — if  the  larger  phrase 
included  the  lesser,  then  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  any  other  fttyourable 
inctdent  than  that  of  the  resignation  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Psddington  had  happened  since  the 
letter  of  the  22nd  December  was  written, 
to  lead  to  hopes  of  peace  ?  Before 
yoting  the    Address,    he  thought   the 

Mr.  BrUitm§\ 


House  was  entitled  to  some  yery  dear 
and  distinct  information  on  tiiis  point, 
especially  as  they  had  been  told  by  the 
late  Chanc^or  of  the  Exchequer  tha$ 
he  fotmd  objection  to  the  forein  policy 
of  the  Cabinet— that  he  regiuSed  it  as 
unwise,  and  as  likely  to  ;brin^  us  into 
difficulties  with  Austria,  Bussu,  Qer* 
many,  and  France. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  Bead  my  words. 

Mb.  BRADLAnGH  said,  he  would  do 
so.  If  he  had  not  correctly  translated 
Uie  words  c^  the  noble  Lord  it  was  his 
obtuseness.     The  noble  Lcnd's  words 


"A  wise  foreiKn  policy  win  eztriosttfEagfaad 
from  Oootiaeotal  itnigi^.  and  keep  her  out- 
side Gennsiif  RoeBaiiy  F^eod^  or  Asiti 
patet.  I  have  for  eooBO  time  obeerred 
tendency  ia  the  GorenuMot  ettitttde  to  . 
>  difcient  Kne  of  action^  which  Ihaye  not 
ahle  to  modify  or  dieck.'* 


He  apologixed  to  Uie  noble  Lotd  if  ho 
had  not  correctly  trandated  his  words, 
and  he  quite  agreed  with  him  that  the 
policy  of  the  (knremment  had  been  an 
unwise  and  irritating  pc^cy,  and  a 
policy  likely  to  lead  to  war  and  a  eon- 
sideiably  increased  military  expendi- 
ture. He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
tell  the  House  idiat  were  the  partiealar 
pcnnts  in  which  he  thought  his  Ool* 
leagues  not  wise  ia  rsfeieije  to  Bnssia 
and  France,  and  on  which  he  triad  to 
check  them  and  fiuled,  and  the  manner 
in  which  he  tried  to  dMck  theoL 
Supposing  they  did  not  nadentaad  tha 
explanations  of  Uie  noble  Lord  or  of  the 
GoTemmaat,  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Leader  of  Uie  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  when  they  would 
haTc  Puers  relating  to  these  snbjeets 
in  their  bands?  It  was  quite  impossible 
to  Tote  the  Address  without  knowing 
whether  the  Qoremmeat  meant  psaes 
or  war.  The  oountry  was  against  war; 
it  was  against  that  preteaee  of  ssssition 
in  the  interference  with  affisirs  with 
which  they  had  no  concern  which  had 
ased  our  Expeaditore  year  by  year, 
ing  to  the  aeeood  paragraph  of 
B^ral  Speech,  refemnff  to  the 
of  Egypt,  he  wished  to  ask 
Her  Msjesty*s  Gorerameot  whether  it 
was  true  Uiat  the  Eaglish  Gorenuaeat 
had  agreed  that  Uie  cost  of  the  Egyptiaa 
garrison  in  Suakin  was  to  be  paid  by 
the  English  taxpayer?  If  yes,  why? 
Whether   that  C3st  a*aoaated  now  la 
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£73;080  a- year,  or  what  other  sum  ?  If 
yes,  how  long  the  people  of  this  country 
were  to  contrihute  £73,000  to  the  Egyp- 
tian Goyemment  for  the  goyernment  of 
a  town  in  which  they  had  no  interest 
whateyer?  He  further  asked  whether 
it  was  true  that  the  English  Goyern- 
ment handed  oyer  to  the  Egyptian 
Goyernment  at  Suakin  stores  which 
cost  this  country  £15,404,  without  get- 
ting a  solitary  farthing  for  them?  If 
yes,  why  ?  Whether  the  Egyptian  Go- 
yemment had  applied  to  Her  Majesty's 
Goyernment  for  stores  for  Suakin 
amounting  to  £14,660,  and  how  much 
Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  had  supplied? 
Whether  there  were  other  stores,  yalued 
at  a  considerable  sum,  which  had  also 
been  handed  oyer,  and  whether  these 
concessions  were  not  some  of  the  fortu- 
nate results  of  Sir  H.  Drummoad 
Wolff's  Special  Mission  in  Egypt? 
Trifling  matters  of  that  kind,  he  knew, 
did  not  weigh  yery  much  with  the  Go- 
yemment, but  they  did  with  people  out- 
side, who  saw  their  tax  bill  swelling, 
and  who  wanted  to  know  why  it  should 
be  swollen  in  relation  to  Egypt — why, 
when  their  wages  were  being  reduced, 
when  they  were  compelled  to  work  short 
time,  they  should  be  asked  to  contribute 
to  the  conduct  of  military  affairs,  not 
only  by  the  English  Goyernment,  but 
the  Egyptian  Goyernment,  oyer  which 
they  had  no  control  ?  With  reference 
to  Burmah,  they  were  informed  by  the 
Koyal  Speech  that  the  district  of  Upper 
Burmah  had  been  occupied  without 
opposition  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  it 
could  be  said  that  the  country  was  occu- 
pied without  opposition,  if  the  accounts 
which  had  appeared  from  time  to  time 
in  The  Timei  were  correct  as  to  attacks 
on  armed  stockades,  and  fights  with 
Natiyes,  and  other  military  operations. 
He  asked  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tlie  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  considered  an  attack  upon  an 
armed  yiUage  in  the  light  of  a  fight ; 
whether  he  considered  an  armed  stock- 
ade assaulted  by  our  men  with  great 
gallantly  in  the  light  of  something 
which  had  the  nature  of  a  military 
operation,  or  whether  the  whole  of  the 
telegrams  which  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  stating  that  Uie  expedition 
to  the  Buby  Mines  had  been  conducted 
with  great  military  skill,  with  much 
slaughter  of  the  dacoits  who  opposed  us 


in  seyeral  places,  and  with  little  loss  on 
our  side,  were  untrue ;  and  whether 
''  without  opposition  "  meant  without 
opposition,  or  simply  without  opposi- 
tion of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  had  official  knowledge  at 
the  time?  It  had  been  stated  that  a 
representatiye  of  the  firm  of  Messrs. 
Streeter  had  accompanied  the  expedi- 
tion to  the  Buby  Mines.  This  was 
most  unfortunate.  Why,  in  a  matter 
of  stealing  the  jewellery  of  other  peo- 
ple, should  the  Goyernment  giye  pre- 
ference to  one  firm  oyer  another  ?  Many 
people  would  fail  to  understand  why 
British  soldiers — who  had  died  by 
dozens  on  the  road  to  these  Mines— 
should  die  by  disease  for  this  object. 
In  Noyember  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  refused  to  listen  to 
pacific  proposals  made  by  Burmese 
Ambassadors  to  our  Ambassador  in 
Paris.  These  proposals  could  not  be 
made  to  our  Indian  Goyernment,  as 
that  Goyernment  had  again  and,  again 
refused  to  receiye  the  Ambassadors. 
The  noble  Lord  gaye  as  his  reason  for 
not  listening  to  these  proposals  that  it 
was  not  possible  to  interfere  with  the  Go- 
yernment of  India.  How  oame  it,  then, 
that  within  48  hours  the  noble  Lord 
telegraphed  to  the  Viceroy  of  India  in- 
structing General  Prendergast  to  ad- 
yance  at  once  ?  In  the  face  of  all  these 
experiences,  he  thought  it  was  not  asking 
too  much,  before  the  House  yoted  the 
Address,  that  hon.  Members  should 
haye  in  their  hands  Papers  which  would 
enable  them  to  form  an  opinion  on  the 
subject  for  themselyes.  Turning  to  Ire- 
land, and  particularly  to  the  eyictions 
at  Glenbeigh,  he  understood  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  haye  suggested  that  these 
eyictions  were  really  the  result  of  the 
action  of  the  Land  League,  whose  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  an  attempt  to  driya 
tenants  into  such  a  position  of  existence 
that  eyictions  must  necessarily  follow. 
The  condition  of  the  people  of  Glen- 
beigh did  not  need  any  great  incitement 
from  the  Land  League,  for  General 
Bedyers  Buller  himself  had  declared 
that,  in  his  opinion,  a  great  number  of 
the  tenants  were  nearer  famine  than  the 
payment  of  rent.  That  was  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Bepresentatiye  of  the  Go- 
yernment—  a  declaration  frankly  ac- 
cepted by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Was  it 
not  rather  true  that  the  Land  League 
was  the    outgrowth  of   the  persistent 
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practice  6f  evictions  for  many  genera- 
tions ?  He  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
the  exceeding  gp*avity  of  the  question. 
It  was  one  on  which  all  should  unite  in 
trying  to  get  some  cure  for  a  disease 
which  everyone  admitted,  not  as  the 
result  of  Land  League  violence  to  day, 
but  which  had  existed  for  a  century  and 
a-half,  and  was  the  offspring  of  arti- 
ficial laws  made  by  the  English  few 
against  the  mass  of  a  population  who 
were  prevented  from  earning  their  liveli- 
hood except  on  the  land,  and  who  could 
only  obtain  the  land  under  conditions 
which  often  rendered  earning  a  liveli- 
hood practically  impossible  for  them. 
This  was  fruit  which  grew  on  a  tree 
whose  roots  went  back  a  century  and 
a-half,  and  which  should  bo  dealt  with 
without  the  party  strife  and  bitterness 
which  got  imported  into  a  question  of 
this  kind.  Sometimes  Irish  represen- 
tatives used  langpiage  which  he  thought 
wicked,  and  which  hon.  Members  op- 
posite recalled  and  denounced.  But 
this  did  little  good.  It  was  hard  to 
refrain  from  speaking  rashly  when  one's 
friends  were  hungry;  but,  instead  of 
speeches  filled  with  personal  attack,  it 
would  be  better  if  Parties  could  unite 
to  find  some  cure  for  a  disease  which 
everyone  admitted  to  have  existed  for 
150  years,  and  to  have  had  its  origin 
in  social  laws  made  in  the  interest  of 
the  few  against  the  many.  The  man 
who  had  built  the  wretched  hovel,  in 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
not  kennel  their  dogs — the  man  who 
gave  the  only  productive  value  to  the 
land — might  well  think  that  when  he 
was  starving  he  would  not  be  met  with 
the  maxim — "  From  him  that  hath  not 
shall  be  taken  away  even  that  which  he 
hath."  As  an  illustration  of  the  effect 
of  evictions,  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  would 
relate  a  personal  anecdote  of  theyear  1861, 
when  he,  as  a  private  soldier,  formed 
one  of  a  squadron  of  dragoons,  and  as- 
sisted in  protecting  an  evicting  party, 
not  far  from  BallincoUig.  It  was  on  a 
bitter  winter  day ;  several  evictions  took 
place;  and  on  that  occasion  they 
levelled  the  houses— they  did  not  burn 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  called  them  houses,  but 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  not  kennel 
their  dogs  in  such  places.  Still  they 
were  homes.  One  of  the  women,  whose 
goods  were  turned  into  the  road,  threw 
herself  on  the  snow  at  the  feet  of  the 
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captain,  praying  him  to  allow  her  bick 
husband  to  die  under  cover  of  the 
wretched  shelter.  The  captain  bad  no 
power  to  interfere.  The  man  was  turned 
out,  and  died  shortly  afterwards.  Two 
nights  later  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  was 
sentry  at  Ballincollig  barracks  from  1 
till  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  at  the  front 
gate  of  the  barracks,  and,  hearing  a 
moaning,  turned  out  the  guard,  who  dis- 
covered the  woman,  with  a  dead  child  in 
her  arms,  and  the  other  dying  on  her 
breast.  The  Land  League  was  not 
dreamt  of  then.  What  wonder  that 
these  men  hated  us !  The  misery  in  Ire- 
land was  the  echo  of  our  crimes  and  of 
our  misconduct.  Considering,  in  con- 
clusion, the  declaration  of  the  Govern- 
ment that — 

*'  Bills  for  the  improvement  of  Local  Qorem- 
ment  in  England  and  Scotland  will  be  laid  be* 
fore  vou ;  and,  should  ciroomBtances  render  it 
postriblef  they  will  be  followed  by  a  measure 
dealing  with  the  same  subject  in  Ireland," 

he  would  give  two  pieces  of  evidence  in 
support  of  his  belief  that,  with  respect 
to  the  extension  of  a  measure  of  local 
self-government  to  Ireland,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  intend  to  make  possible 
the  introduction  of  suoh  a  measure. 
These  evidences  were  the  declaration  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  that  after  20 
years  of  consistent  and  resolute  govern- 
ment Ireland  would  be  fit  to  accept  any 
gifts,  in  the  way  of  local  government, 
which  we  might  think  fit  to  offer,  and 
the  further  assertion  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  he  did  not  exclude  legis- 
lation for  Ireland,  but  would  recommend 
as  little  of  it  as  possible,  and  that  it 
should  be  undertaken  with  as  little 
haste  and  with  as  much  prudence  and 
caution  as  they  could  command.  This 
certainly  did  not  look  like  rendering  it 
possible  for  legislation  on  Irish  local 
government  during  the  present  Session. 
Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  Member  who  hns  just  sat  down 
always  interests  the  House,  and  alwtys 
compresses  his  remarks  with  an  amount 
of  conciseness  and  condensation  which 
it  would  be  well  if  all  of  us  oould 
imitate ;  but  perhaps  he  will  not  think 
me  wanting  in  respect  to  him  if  I  sof- 
gest,  as  a  criticism,  that  he  has  hardly 
been  so  forcible  or  felicitous  in  his  con- 
tribution to  the  present  debate  as  he 
usually  is.  The  hon.  Member  alluded 
rather  in  an  interrognt^ry  fashion  to  the 
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foreign  policy  of  this  country,  and  asked 
a  great  many  questions  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  he  also  asked  one  or  two 
questions  of  me.     He  appears  to  think 
that  it  would  he  proper  for  me  to  enter 
at  length  into  the  foreign  policy  which 
may  have  been  adopted  by  the  present 
Government,    forgetting    that    such    a 
course  would  be  most  unusual  and  most 
improper  on  my  port ;  for  it  has  been 
my  advantage  to  possess  until  a  very 
recent  date  official  information,  whereas 
the    House  is   absolutely  destitute  of 
official  information  on  foreign  policy. 
[Ironical  cheen  from  the  Oppoiition,']    I 
ao  not  quite  understand  that  rather  pre- 
cipitate ironical  cheering,  for  I  should 
like  to  know  how  a  Government  can 
place  Parliament  in  possession  of  official 
information  on  foreign  policy  until  Par- 
liament meets  ?    I  understand  that  the 
Government  are,  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
collecting  Papers  on  the  subject,  with 
the  view  of  informing  Parliament ;  but 
it  is  obvious  that  any  reference  by  me 
to  foreign  policy  before  those  Papers 
are  presented  would  be,  in  the  high  eat 
degree,  unusual  and  indecorous.     But, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  challenged 
me,  I  will  venture  to  say  this  much, 
which  I  should  have  said  in  any  circum- 
stances.   I  read  with  the  utmost  satis- 
faction, and  with  entire  approval,  the 
Instructions  to  Sir  William  White  which 
were  communicated  to  the  House  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).    Those 
Instructions  appear  to  me  to  have  heen 
framed    with    prudence,    caution,   and 
wisdom ;  and  if  the  spirit  of  those  in- 
structions animate  our  conduct  in   the 
East  of  Europe,  I  doubt  not  at  all  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  able 
materially  to  assist  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Balkan  difficulty.     Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher    fur 
Northampton  took  a  most  unusual  and, 
I  think,  a  rather  unfair  course.     Sud- 
denly, without  the  smallest  notice,  he 
poun<»d  down  upon  me  with  regard  to 
the  operations  which  took  place  in  Bur- 
nt ah  more  than  a  year  ago,  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  I  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared to  answer  a  question  founded  on 
two  extracts  out  of  a  most  voluminous 
Blue  Book  on  matters  with  which  I  was 
connected  some  considerable  time  ago, 
but  which  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
for  me  to  be  absolutely  accurate  about 
now^  considering  that  singe  thc^t  time 


many  other  matters  have  come  before 
me.    The  hon.  Member  asked  me  why 
I  neglected,  as  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  to  negotiate  with  the  Burmese 
Embassy    in    Paris,    and    why    I    re- 
plied to  them  that  I  could  not  inter- 
feire  with  the  Government  of  India  ?    I 
explain  to    tlie    hon.  Gentleman   that 
the   Burmese  Embassy  went  to   Paris 
with   the    object   of    negotiating   with 
the    Government    of     France    for    a 
French  protectorate  or  a  French  alliance 
in    Burmah.    ostensibly    against    their 
British   neighbours.      Consequently,  it 
was  obviously  impossible  for  me  to  enter 
into  official  relations  with  an  Embassy 
which  was  not  in  any  way  recognized  by 
the  British  Government,  when  the  whole 
conduct  of  the  Burmese  negotiations, 
which  were  at  that  time  most  critical, 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  of 
India.     I  should  like  to  know  what  the 
hon.  Member  and  what  the  House  would 
have  thought  if,  while  Lord  DuQerin 
was  carrying  on  a  most  difficult  business 
in  regard   to  the    negotiations  before 
the  outbreak  of  war,  I  had  been  carry- 
ing on  negotiations  on  my  own  account 
with  a  hostile  Embassy  in  Paris  ?  Then 
the  hon.  Member  said — *^If  you  could 
not  interfere  with  the  Government  of 
India  about  the  negotiations,  how  could 
you  send  instructions  to  General  Pren- 
dergast  to  advance  at  once?"     My  im- 
pression   is    that    Lord  DufiPerin  tele- 
graphed   to    the    effect    that    all    his 
propositions  had  been  peremptorily  re- 
jected by  King  Theebaw,  and  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Generals  should 
advance ;  then,  having  been  consulted, 
the  Government  sent  the  Instructions  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred.    I  will 
not  be  absolutely  positive  about  these 
matters,  because    they  occurred    some 
time  ago,  and  are  extremely  complicated. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  passed  to  the 
subject  of  Ireland,  and  made  some  re- 
marks about  the  occurrences  at  Glen- 
beigh.     He  narrated  a  very  interesting 
anecdote  of  circumstances  of  which  he 
was  personally  a  witness,  some  years 
ago,  in  connection  with  Irish  evictions. 
But  how  very  extraordinary  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  endeavour  to  in- 
fluence the  House  and  the  country  and 
harrow  their  feelings  with  Irish  miseries 
and  with  an  anecdote  of  what  took  place 
in  1851.    I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man— *' What  has  Parliament  done  for 
the  Irish  tenants  since  1851?''     Par- 
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liament  has  sarroanded  the  Irish  ten- 
ants with  a  triple  wall  of  protection, 
against  nearly  all  that  landlord  oppres- 
sion which  undouhtedly  used  at  that 
time  to  be  exercised  by  landlords  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  Ireland.  How  can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavourto  induce  the  House 
to  sappose  that  there  is  the  smallest  ana- 
logy  between  what  takes  place  now  in 
regard  to  the  eviction  of  tenants  and 
what  took  place  in  1851?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  very  much  moved  by  the 
occurrences  at  Glenbeigh,  and  he  ap- 
pears to  be  disposed  to  take  a  favourable 
view  of  the  action  of  the  National  League 
in  regard  to  these  occurrences.  I  ob- 
serve that  this  last  winter  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  been  extremely  active  in  dealing 
with  London  Socialism.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  applied  to  Mr.  Hyndman  and 
Mr.  Champion  and  his  fellow-Socialists, 
who  Were  also  very  anxious  to  remedy 
the  misery  of  London,  the  most  rig^d 
and  strict  principles  of  the  most  robust 
political  economy.  I  do  not  wish  to  com- 
plain of  the  hon.  Member  having  done 
so.  In  fact,  I  listened  with  some  ad- 
miration to  his  speech.  But  I  wish 
he  had  pointed  out  to  the  House 
why  he  considers  it  necessary  to  ap- 
ply to  the  misery  of  this  gpreat  Metro- 
polis— which  far  exceeds,  I  expect, 
in  extent  anything  which  you  can 
find  in  Ireland — the  strictest  and 
hardest  principles  of  political  economy, 
and  why,  when  he  deals  with  Glenbeigh, 
he  follows  the  illustrious  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone)  in  banishing  political 
economy  in  the  case  of  Ireland  to  the 
planets  ?  It  would  have  been  extremely 
interesting  had  he  explained  the  exact 
difference  which  prevents  political  eco- 
nomy operating  in  Ireland  and  enforces 
it  in  the  Metropolis.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  seem  to  me  to  have  much 
fault  to  find  with  the  government  or 
condition  of  Ireland,  except  as  regards 
these  evictions  at  Glenbeigh.  On  that 
point  my  own  opinion  is  that  if  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  who  are  so  cruelly 
abused,  and  who,  by  some  persons,  are 
held  up  as  the  most  execrable  of  man- 
kind, had  desired  to  have  a  case  put 
before  Parliament,  in  which  their  atti- 
tude and  their  treatment  of  their  tenants 
should  have  stood  a  closer  and  more 
microscopic  examination,  and  out  of 
which  they  could  have  come  more  favour- 
ably to  themselves,  I  do  not  think  they 
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could  have  found  a  case  more  suited  to 
their  purpose  than  the  case  of  Glenbeigh. 
That  is  my  distinct  opinion,  after  having 
heard  all  that  has  been  said  in  the  House, 
and  having  read  all  that  has  been  writ- 
ten in  the  newspapers  on  the  subject. 
This  must  be  said  for  the  landlords  of 
Ireland — that  during  this  last  winter, 
as  a  body,  and  really,  as  far  as  I  know, 
without  much  exception,  they  have  done 
their  duty;  they  have  put  themselves 
behind  the  Government ;  they  have  sup- 
ported, as  far  as  they  could,  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order;  and.  in  spite 
of  all  the  injury  that  Parliament  has 
done  them  by  recent  legislation — ^in  spite 
of  the  sharp  chasm  which  Parliament 
has  dug  between  them  and  their  tenants 
— the  great  majority  of  them  have  united 
with  their  tenants,  have  come  and  met 
their  tenants,  have  eased  the  position  of 
their  tenants,  and  have  endeavoured, 
with  their  tenants,  to  carry  each  other 
through  a  time  of  g^eat  difficulty  and 
trial.  I  was  always  certain  that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  would  adopt  that 
position,  and  I  purposely  refrained  when 
I  was  on  that  Bench,  on  every  occasion, 
in  spite  of  the  remarks  of  Gentlemen 
opposite,  from  making  the  smallest  ap- 

?eal  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  because 
was  confident  that  this  course  would 
be  adopted.  With  very  few  exceptions, 
indeed,  I  venture  to  say  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  have  acted  a  generous,  a  humane, 
and  a  patriotic  part.  If  I  were  to  criti- 
cize the  Queen  8  Speech  at  all  in  the 
Eassagfe  relating  to  Ireland — it  might 
e  hypercritical,  perhaps — but  I  should 
say  the  paragraph  has  been  drawn  with 
rather  too  heavy  and  dark  a  brush.  Tou 
must  judge  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment,  comparatively,  by  remember- 
ing carefully  all  she  has  gone  through 
during  recent  years.  Ireland,  it  appears 
to  me,  to  use  the  language  of  metaphor, 
resembles  what  is  often  seen  after  an 
immense  conflagration,  when  gpreat 
qucmtities  of  property  have  been  de- 
stroyed. Although  the  conflagration  has 
been  put  out,  there  remains  a  great 
amount  of  heat  among  the  ruins,  so 
that  it  is  impossible  for  days  that  either 
the  firemen  or  the  Salvage  Corps  can  go 
to  work,  and  for  some  time  after  such  a 
conflagration  the  flames  will  break  out 
afresh  here  and  there.  But  the  confla- 
gration has  been  put  out,  and  in  the 
course  of  time  from  these  ruins  and 
from   those   ashos  a  moro   solid    and 
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Btately  structure  will  arise.  That 
represents  the  state  of  Ireland  pretty 
elearly  at  the  present  moment.  I  see 
nothing  unsatisfactory — always  speak- 
ing comparatively  —  nothing  specially 
alarming,  in  the  case  of  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent. There  is,  no  douht,  a  great  amount  of 
Sopular  excitement,  and  a  good  deal  of 
isorder,  and  a  good  deal  of  violent 
speaking.  There  ift,  in  parts,  resistance 
to  legal  process.  But  the  g^eat  feature, 
and  the  hopeful  feature,  is  that,  in  spite 
of  all  the  prophecies  we  have  heard 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  there 
was  going  to  be  such  a  desperate  out- 
break this  year  of  what  is  euphemisti- 
cally called  **  the  wild  justice  of  re- 
venge," Ireland  is  practically  free  from 
crime  at  this  present  moment.  That  it  is 
so  I  cannot  attribute  to  the  credit  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  cannot 
think  tho  attitude  they  have  'adopted 
was  calculated  to  repress  or  diminish 
crime  in  Ireland.  But  the  great  and 
main  fact,  and  one  which  the  House  may 
well  take  notice  of  and  found  hope  upon, 
is  that  crime  in  Ireland  has  been  reduced 
to  its  normal  level,  and  even  below  its 
normal  level.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  been 
criticized  severely  in  various  quarters, 
and  in  quarters  where  he  might  have 
looked  for  the  most  cordial  consideration 
and  support.  I  think  myself  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  being  rewarded  for  the 
great  sacrifice  —  one  of  the  greatest 
sacrifices  ever  made  by  any  public  man 
—-when  he  accepted  the  post  of  Irish 
Secretary.  [^Ironical  eheen  from  Borne 
J^uUre.']  In  spite  of  the  ridicule  with 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seem 
inclined  to  meet  these  remarks,  I  firmly 
believe  that  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
second  administration  of  Ireland  will,  if 
by  good  fortune  it  is  continued  for  some 
time  longer,  turn  out  to  be  more  success- 
ful and  more  creditable  even  than  was 
his  first  administration.  If  I  might 
once  again  employ  the  language  of 
metaphor  in  order  to  deal  with  all  the 
criticisms  poured  upon  the  government 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend — criticisms  from 
those  opposite  because  he  has  acted  in 
Buch  a  way,  criticisms  from  certain 
people  in  certain  quarters  because  he 
has  not  acted  in  such  a  way — I  should 
say  this  much,  that  Ireland  appears  to 
me  at  the  present  moment  to  be  some- 
thing like  a  high-spirited  and  mettle- 
some horse  which  has  been  extremely 


badly  ridden  for  some  time.  There  is  a 
certain  school  of  professors  of  political 
equitation,  principally  represented  by 
The  Timei  newspaper,  who  seem  to  think 
that  the  best  way  to  ride  a  horse  of  that 
kind  is  to  be  continually  jobbing  him  in 
the  mouth,  continually  hitting  him  on 
the  head  with  the  whip,  and  continually 
digging  him  in  the  side  with  the  spurs. 
This  school  of  professors  persist  pas- 
sionately in  the  advocacy  of  these 
measures,  although  they  see  rider  after 
rider  laid  on  his  back  in  the  ditch.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  appears  to  have 
adopted  a  better  and  more  scientific 
method — what  I  should  like  to  call  the 
firm  seat  and  the  light  hand,  with  an 
occasional  gentle  pressure  with  the 
knees  in  order  to  remind  your  friend 
that,  although  you  admire  his  high 
qualities,  and  desire  to  be  on  the  best 
terms  with  him,  you  are  perfectly  able 
to  guide  and  control  him.  This  is  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  method,  and  I  hope 
he  will  not  be  taunted  out  of  it  by 
any  remarks  made  from  any  quarter, 
whether  nominally  friendly  or  openly 
hostile.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  make  a  remark  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  I  frankly  admit — and  I  hope 
I  shall  not  shock  the  House — that  I  was 
never  much  alarmed  by  this  great  Plan 
of  Campaign.  I  always  thought  it  was 
a  singular  and  strange  proceeding ;  that 
it  attracted  a  great  deal  more  attention 
than  it  ought  to  have  done  on  account 
of  its  singularity  and  its  strangeness ; 
that  it  has  prevailed  on  a  comparatively 
small  scale  in  Ireland ;  and  that  the 
instances  where  it  has  been  taken  up 
have  been  made  the  most  of  in  the  Press. 
But  over  by  far  the  greater  part  of  Ire- 
land rents  have  been  fairly  paid  and 
legal  obligations  have  been  fairly  ac- 
knowledged. That  was  mv  opinion  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and  I  never  was 
much  frightened  of  the  effects  which  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  would  have  on  the 
general  government  of  Ireland.  Of 
course,  no  man  who  combines  the 
possession  of  common  sense  with  the 
habit  of  speaking  the  truth  can  have 
the  smallest  doubt,  or  difficulty,  or  hesi- 
tation in  declaring  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  hopelessly  immoral  and 
hopelesdy  illegal ;  and  this  much  is  ab- 
solutely certain — ^that  if  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  not  hopelessly  immoral 
from  a  political  point  of  view,  and  not 
hopelcFsly  illegal,  it  would  not  have  had 
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the  smallest  merit  in  the  eyes  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite.  Of  course,  if  Irish 
juries  are  in  so  curious  a  frame  of  mind 
at  the  present  moment  as  to  ^decline  to 
give  effect  to  the  judgment  of  the  Law 
Courts  with  respect  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, the  Oovemment  will  at  once  ask 
Parliament  for  such  measures  as  may  be 
necessary  for  strengthening  and  expe- 
diting criminal  procedure  in  that 
country.  Parliament  will  immediately 
grant  them  such  powers,  and  in  that 
action  Parliament  will  be  supported  by 
the  country.  Immediately  after  that 
action  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  the 
Campaigners  will  disappear  either  into 
voluntary  or  compulsory  retirement. 
Therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
not,  I  hope,  take  it  ill  of  me  if  I  do  not 
attach  much  importance  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  With  regard  to  the  great 
question  of  the  Union,  it  is  not  alluded 
to  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  I  am  glad  of 
it  for  many  reasons.  Sir,  the  g^eat 
struggle  for  the  maintenance  or  repeal 
of  the  Union,  as  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, is  absolutely  over.  No  doubt  it 
has  left  behind  it  in  Ireland  certain  diffi- 
culties. It  has  left  behind  it  the  diffi- 
culty of  great  popular  excitement,  and  I 
agree  entirely  with  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  i^magh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  in  his  most  able 
and  brilliant  speech  on  Friday  night, 
when  he  implored  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  place  more  con6dence  in  tiiieir 
own  agrarian  remedies  which  they  ap- 
plied when  they  were  in  power.  I  en- 
tirely believe  that  if  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  and  the  Land  Act  of  1885  are 
allowed  time  to  work  they  will  prove  to 
be  a  most  powerful  narcotic  for  popular 
excitement  in  Ireland.  But,  Sir,  the 
struggle  over  the  Union  has  also  left  a 
great  Parliamentary  difficulty  behind. 
I  have,  however,  the  utmost  confidence 
that  the  strength,  that  the  resolution 
and  the  ingenuity  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  competent  to  deal  with  it. 
But,  as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  I 
look  upon  the  battle  of  the  Union  as 
over.  I  suspect  that  if  I  could  take 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  a  quiet 
room,  where  no  one  could  ever  repeat 
what  passed  between  us,  I  feel  perfectly 
certain  that  they  would  oontide  the 
fact  that  they  entirely  agreed  with 
me  in  that  view.  Now,  Sir,  I  pass  to 
another  aspect  of  the  Union^  on  which 
the  House  wiU,  perhaps,  allow  me  to 
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make  a  remark  or  two.  The  battle  of 
the  Union  may  be  over  in  Ireland,  but 
it  is  not  over  in  England.  The  battle  of 
the  Union  has  still  to  be  fought  out  in 
England.  There  are  various  ways  of 
maintaining  the  Union.  I  mean  from 
my  point  of  view,  and  not  from  that  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  There  is  a 
certain  school  of  Unionists  who,  I  think, 
are  at  the  present  moment  imitating  the 
conduct  of  the  old  Ephesians,  who 
thought  they  could  resist  and  check  the 
prog^ss  of  the  new  religion  and  new 
social  system  by  perambulating  the 
streets  for  hours,  crying  out, ''  Great  is 
Diana  of  the  Ephesians."  And  there 
are  some  persons  at  the  present  time 
who,  by  constantly  clamouring  and  talk- 
ing of  the  Union,  and  denouncing  any- 
one whom  they  think  at  the  moment  is 
endangering  the  Union,  think  that  thej 
can  maintain  the  Union  for  all  time. 
That  would  not  be  the  method  that  I 
would  recommend  to  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  profess  to  be 
anxious  to  maintain  the  Legislative 
Union  between  England  and  Ireland. 
Opposite  to  them  sits  the  Party  of  Pepeal. 
They  are  your  opponents  now ;  but  if 
you  fail  to  retain  your  hold  on  the  Eng- 
lish people  they  and  their  policy  of 
repeal  will  be  your  successors.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  right  way  to  maintain  the 
Union  is  to  identify  the  Gh>vernment  of 
the  Union — the  Party  of  the  Union — 
in  the  minds  of  the  English  people  with 
good  government,  with  efficient  aiaminis- 
tration,  and  with  wise  and  progressive 
legislation;  but  if,  unfortunately,  it 
should  happen  that  the  Government  and 
Party  of  the  Union  should  become  iden- 
tified in  the  minds  of  the  English  people 
with  the  reverse  of  those  three  factors, 
or  should  fall  short  of  the  standard  to 
which  the  English  people  in  these 
respects  are  looking,  then  1  greatly  fear 
that  before  long — possibly  sooner  than 
some  may  expect — down  will  go  your 
Government,  down  will  go  your  Party, 
and,  with  them,  down  will  go  that  Union 
to  which  you  profess  to  be  so  devoted. 
I  notice  a  little  tendency — and  I  am 
anxious  to  say  this  while  there  is  time — 
I  notice  a  little  tendency  in  the  Party  of 
the  Union  to  attach  too  much  importance 
to  precarious  Parliamentary  iQliaQoee, 
which  are  as  transient  and  uncertain  as 
the  shifting  wind,  and  periiaps  to  leave 
out  of  signty  and  not  attack  eaoagli 
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importance  to  the  vital  question  of  all, 
that  it  is  only  by  the  excellence  and 
merit  of  your  poHcy  that  you  can  keep 
the  English  people  at  the  back  of  the 
Party  of  the  Union.  I  frankly  confess 
that  when  I  was  in  the  Government  I 
made  it  my  constant  thought  and  desire 
to  make  things  as  easy  as  possible  for 
the  Liberal  Unionists;  to  induce  the 
Oovemment  to  produce  such  measures 
as  they  might  conscientiously  support ; 
to  pursue  a  policy  which  would  be  in 
accordance  with  their  general  principles  ; 
and  to  make  such  electoral  arrangements 
as  might  enable  them  to  preserve  their 
seats;  but  I  frankly  admit  that  I  re- 
garded the  Liberal  Unionists  as  a  useful 
kind  of  crutch ;  and  I  looked  forward  to 
the  time,  and  no  distant  time,  when  the 
Tory  Party  might  walk  alone,  strong  in 
its  own  strength,  and  conscious  of  its  own 
merits;  and  it  was  always  to  the  Tory 
Party,  and  solely  to  the  Tory  Party,  that  I 
looked  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Union. 
If  the  Tory  Party  want  to  know  the 
danger  of  their  position  outside  their 
own  ranks,  they  have  only  to  watch 
carefully  the  negotiations  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  is  conducting  at  the 
Bound  Table  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  (Thamberlain),  who  is  acting, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  with  the  know* 
ledge,  and  not  without  the  consent,  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington).  So  greatly  is  the  right 
hoQ.  Gendeman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  enamoured  of  the  progress 
of  the  negotiations,  with  such  hope  and 
coBfidenoe  does  he  regard  them,  that  he 
is  not  satisfied  with  the  Bound  Table ; 
he  proposes  that  it  should  be  a  rounder 
and  a  larger  table,  at  which  Lord  Salis- 
bury is  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone),  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  is  to  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  (3ork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  there, 
after  sweet  converse,  devise  a  scheme  for 
the  future  government  of  Lreland.  I  do 
not  know  what  are  the  feelings  of  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  but 
I  know  that  my  own  feeling  with  regard 
to  these  proceedings  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  is  that 
he  is  pursuing  an  erroneous  and  mis- 
taken course.  Hon.  Members  on  this 
tide  of  the  House  will,  I  think,  never 
follow  a  line  of  policy  which,  by  any 
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reasonable  construction,  can  create  in. 
Dublin  anything  in  the  nature  of  an 
Irish  Parliament.  That  is  the  clear  and 
broad  position  of  the  Tory  Party.  That 
is  the  position  from  which  under  no 
pretence  of  the  extension  of  local  self- 
government  shall  we  depart;  and  it 
would  be  well  for  the  right  hon.  Geptle- 
man  the  Member  for  Birmingham,,  who 
is  now  indulging  in  such  extraordinary 
gyrations,  to  lay  to  heart  and  keep  well 
in  mind  that  whatever  schemes  of  Home 
Bule  for  Lreland  'may  commend  them- 
selves to  him,  they  are  not,  under 
any  circumstances,  likely  to  commend 
themselves  to  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  I  hope  the  House  will  par- 
don me  for  having  made  those  remarks 
in  regard  to  Ireland.  I  now  desire  to 
glance  at  another  subject.  I  noticed, 
with  g^eat  satisfaction,  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  press  for- 
ward the  proposals  for  reform  in  the 
Procedure  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
make  no  remark  on  the  proposals  now, 
further  than  this — that  I  notice,  with 
equal  satisfaction,  that  they  are  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  form  as  when  I  jef t 
the  Cabinet.  I  see  below  me,  in  the 
corner,  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  who  has  spent  much  time 
during  the  autumn  in  perambulating 
the  country,  and  alarming  the  country 
with  the  most  fearful  assertions  and  in- 
sinuations as  to  the  awfully  drastic  form  of 
restrictions  on  debate  which  I  was  press- 
ing the  Government  to  bring  forward.  I 
hope  he  will  now  admit  that  his  alarm  is 
entirely  unfounded;  that  his  assertions 
were  perfectly  baseless;  and  that  the 
proposals  for  restricting  debate  are  not 
one  whit  stronger,  or  more  dangerous  to 
Parliamentary  freedom,  than  what  he 
himself  is  perfectly  prepared  to  agree  to. 
I  do  not  think,  however,  there  would  be 
much  use  in  making  that  acknowledg- 
ment, for  I  imagine  that  certain  persons 
on  this  side  of  the  House  would  still 
assert  that,  of  all  dangerous  Badicals 
who  ever  existed  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  the  Member  for  Paddington  is 
the  most  dangerous.  I  pass  on  to  glance 
for  a  moment  at  the  programme  of  legis- 
lation contained  in  the  Gracious  Speech ; 
and  on  that  I  will  only  say  that  I  have 
observed,  and  possibly  others  have  ob- 
served, a  striking  similarity — a  strong 
family  resemblance — between  the  pro- 
gramme in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  and  the  programme  which  ap- 
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peared  in  a  oariain  speech  made  in  Kent 
not  long  ago,  and  which  speech  at  the 
time  it  was  made  was  declared  bj  the 
GoTemment  organs  in  the  Press  to  have 
no  Ministerial  authority  of  anj  sort  or 
kind.    AH  I  can  say  is  that  the  pro- 
gramme in  the  Queen's  Speech  appears 
to  me  to  be  an  ample  and  abundant 
programme.    Of  course,  it  is  impossible 
to  judge  of  the  merits  of  that  programme 
merely  by  the  titles  of  the  Bills;  but  I 
have  every  hope  myself  that  those  Bills 
when  produced  will  be  found  to  contain 
much  that  is  good,  and  much  that  is 
wise ;  and  I  am  sure  that  if  there  should 
be  portions  of  those  measures  which  fall 
short  of  what  the  country  requires,  the 
OoTemment  will  be  only  too  anxious  to 
defer  to,   and   to  be    guided   by,  the 
wisdom  of   Parliament.      I  pass  now 
to  another  part  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
which  more  closely  concerns  me — the 
paragraph  which  states  that  the  Esti- 
mates will  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  that  they  have  been  framed  with 
due  regard  to  economy  and  efficiency. 
It  is  a  curious  thing  that  this  last  state- 
ment, with  regard  to  the  Estimates  being 
framed  with  due  regard  to  economy  and 
efficiency,  had  almost  fallen  into  disuse 
and  desuetude.    It  is  very  rarely  used 
nowadays.    I  suppose  it  is  the  strong 
Conservative  proclivities  of  the  present 
Government  that  had  rescued  it  almost 
from  oblivion.  But  I  own  I  cannot  help 
regarding  it,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as 
something  very  like  the  manosuvre  of 
waving  a  red  nag  in  the  face  of  a  bull, 
for  if  the  Estimates  are  really  framed 
with  due  regard  to  economy  and  effi- 
ciency they  must    have  been  greatly 
altered  since  I  left  the  Cabinet.    It  is 
quite  possible  that  there  may  have  been 
some  alteration,  because  I  observe  that 
Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  in  "  another 
place/'  was  good  enough  to  say  that  I, 
m  common  with  all  other  pubUo  men — 
and,  of  course,  he  included  himself  in 
the  number,  as  being  one  of  the  most 
public  men  in  the  country — was  deeply 
impressed  with  what  he  called  the  "rapid 
and  most  injurious  increase  of  Public 
Expenditure.''  Well,  Sir,  really  I  believe 
I  mi^  confess  to  the  House  that  this  is 
the  first  indication  I  have  ever  received 
from  Lord  Salisbury  that  he  was  of  that 
opinion.    I  look  upon  it  as  a  distinct 
advance ;  and  I  am  not  at  all  disinclined 
to  take  the  credit  of  his  conversion  to 
myself.  At  any  rate,  I  take  these  words 
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'<  most  injarions,"  and  I  commend  them 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   When  the  Head  of  the  Govern* 
ment  admits  in  his  place  in  Parliament 
that  the  rise  in  Expenditure  has  been 
"  most  injurious,"  it  is  certain  that  he 
is  prepared  to  co-operate  with  Parlia- 
ment in  the  effort  to  reduce  Public  Ex- 
penditure.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Isling^n  (Mr.  Bartley)  made  a  speech 
on  the  subject  of  economy  on  Friday 
night  to  which  I  listened  with  much 
attention.    I  pass  over  the  amiable  and 
generous  suggestion  he  threw  out  that 
in  the  action  I  had  taken  I  had  been 
mainly  guided  by  personal  motives,  and 
I  turn  to  the  more  practical,  useful,  and 
material  portions  of  his  speech.    The 
hon.  Memoer  seemed  to  think  that  Par- 
liament can  do  a  g^at  deal  in  this 
matter  of  economy,  and  he  appealed  to 
Parliament  to  do  this,   that,  and  the 
other.    The  hon.  Gentleman  has  cer- 
tainly the  advantage  of  me  in  years  of 
natural  life;   but  I  think  I  have  the 
advantage  of  him  in  years  of  Parlia- 
mentary life.    And  I  can  assure  him 
that  Parliament   is    impotent  —  abso- 
lutely impotent  to  promote  economy  un- 
less the  Government  lead  the  way.    I 
ask   my  hon.  Friend  and   those  who 
think  with  him  to  consider  this.    We 
may  be  of  opinion  that  the  Expenditure 
of  this  country  is  abnormal  and  exces- 
sive ;  but  how  are  we  to  give  effect  to 
that  opinion?      Are  we   to   move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address?    Are  we 
to  move  a  Besolution  in  the  House  to 
that  effect?     Why,  that  would  be  a 
Resolution  or  an  ^onendment  hostile  to 
the  Government,  which  the  Government 
would  be  bound  to  treat  as  a  hostile 
Motion,  and  which,  if  carried,  would 
terminate  the  existence  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   And,  Sir,  neither  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber nor  I  would  be  prepared  to  initiate 
or  to  take  part  in  any  proceedings  of 
this  character.    Therefore,  as  far  as  re- 
gards getting  Parliament  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  on  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country,  that  mode  of  action  is  out  of 
our  power.    Well,  we  are  thrown  back 
upon  the  ordinary  proceeding  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.     What  takes  place? 
A  Minister  comes  comes  down  with  the 
Army  or  Navy  Estimates.    He  makes  a 
long  statement,  probably  of  an  opti- 
mistic character,  which,  as  a  rule,  is 
listened  to  by  a  thin  House;  and  the 
Men^bcr^  who  4o  listen  are  sq  enh%nste4 
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at  the  end  of  the  statement  that  they 
are  quite  incapable  of  discussing  the 
contents  of  that  statement.  Then,  suppose 
that  either  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
or  I  adduce  a  number  of  facts  tending 
to  show  g^at  extravagance  on  the  part 
of  the  Department,  what  takes  place? 
In  those  statements  of  ours  there  would 
probably  be  something  that  was  inaccu- 
rate, as  well  as  things  that  were  accurate. 
The  Minister  gets  up ;  he  fastens  upon 
their  inaccuracies;   he  proves  them  to 
be  such  with  every  appearance  of  vir- 
tuous indignation,  and    he   sits  down 
amid  a  burst  of  Ministerial  cheers,  uni- 
formly overlooking  all  that  was  accurate 
or  valuable  in  the  facts  submitted  to 
him.      The  next  morning   the  papers 
would  have  something  to  this  effect : — 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  or  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  the  case 
might  be,  satisfactorily  and  finally  dis- 
posed of  the  frivolous  and  absurd  charges 
brought  before  the  Oommittee  by  the 
right   hon.    Member    for    Faddington. 
That  would  be  the  result  of  our  efforts 
to  promote  economy.     So  the  Expendi- 
ture goes  gaily  on.     I  want  to  show 
that  I  am  right  in  saying  that  unless 
the  Government  leads  the  way  Farlia- 
ment  is  absolutely  impotent.    I  have  a 
suggestion  to  make  to  my  rig^^  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  &easury, 
which  he  may  be  able  to  consider.    It 
is  that  the  discussion  of  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  Estimates — and,  indeed,  the 
discussion  of  Ministerial  Statements  con- 
nected with  the  Estimates  generally — 
would  be  immensely  improved,  and  the 
House  would  be  enormously  assisted,  if 
the  Minister  in  charge  of  Estimates,  in- 
stead of  making  a  long  speech,  which  is 
only  the  reading  of  a  written  document 
prepared  by  the  Department,  were  to 
circulate  with  the  Estimates,  or  some 
dajTB  before  the  discussion  of  them,  the 
written  statement  which  he  would  other- 
wise read  in  the  House.     Then,  Sir, 
Members  would  come  down  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Estimates,   having  had 
ample  time  and  opportunity  to  get  up 
the  facta,  and  fully  prepared  to  initiate 
and  sustain  a  useful  discussion  of  great 
public  questions.    I  oommend  this  sug- 
gestioB    to    the    consideration    of    my 
rifl^t   hon.    Friend.      It   is    a  course 
which  I  have  for  some  time    wished 
to  see  adopted,  and  I  really  think  it 
would   be   an    enormous    convenience 
fmd  savings  of  time.     My  right  hon. 


Friend  was  good  eaough  the  other  day 
to  say  in  answer  to  me — and  to  say  it  in 
a  speech  of  generosity  and  kindness,  for 
which  I  desire  to  thank  him — that  he 
would  welcome  any  assistance  from  me 
in  the  direction  of  economy,  and  would 
place  all  information  at  my  disposal  or 
that  of  the  House,  and  would  give  the 
House  every  facility,  either  by  way  of 
special  discussion  or  Oommittee  or  Oom- 
mission,  for  arriving  at  the  true  reason 
of  this  great  increase  of  Expenditure. 
Encouraged  by  that  invitation  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  I  make  another  sug- 
gestion, which,  if  it  please/and  is  agree- 
able to  the  House,  he  and  the  Govern- 
ment may  consider.    The  fact  of  the 
increase  of  £6,000,000  in  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates,  as  compared  with  three 
years  ago,  is  not  disputed  ;  and  I  would 
suggest  that,  in  order  to  meet  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  House  and  of  the  public, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  should  be  content 
to  produce  the  Estimates,  should  take 
the  first  Votes  in  each,  and  should  then 
allow  them  to  go  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  be  thoroughly 
gone  through  by  a  powerful  and  pro- 
perly constituted  body,  who  would  have 
the    power  to  send   for   persons    and 
records,  to  take  evidence,  and  to  get  all 
necessary  information.    I  believe  that 
that  is  a  course  which  the  House  would 
be  inclined  to  support,  which  the  public 
would  approve,  and  which  would  have 
the  enormous  advantage  that  it  would 
relieve  the  Government  from  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  increase,  which  responsi- 
bility they  ought  not  to  bear,  because  it 
is  an  increase  which  they  inherit,  and  it 
is  not  an  increase  for  which  they  are 
personally  responsible.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  refer  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  Estimates  to  a  Committee  of  this 
kind,  if  the  idea  should  find  favour  with 
the  House,  I  have  no  doubt  the  House 
would  from  time  to  time  grant  the  Go- 
vernment   such  Votes  on   Account  as 
might  be  necessary  for  carrying  on  the 
business  of  the  country,  and  possibly 
the  Government  would  be  willing  not  to 
make  progress  with  the  Estimates  until 
the  Committee  had  examined  them  and 
reported  upon  them.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  undertake  to  abide  by  all  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  this  year, 
because  an  enormous  amount  of  expendi- 
ture   has    been   idready   ordered    and 
incurred;  orders  have  been  given  for 
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against  me  for  having  taken  the  course 
I  have  done — ^for  having  resigned  my 
place  in  the  Gbvemment.  They  are 
severe  in  their  criticism,  sharp  in  their 
censure,  and  righteous  in  their  wrath, 
when  they  consider  my  action.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  confidently  helieve  that 
the  progress  of  events  will  probably 
modify  that  judgment.  It  is  not  the 
first  time  that  it  has  been  my  evil  for- 
time  to  wrestle  with  the  Tory  Party.  I 
remember  only  about  four  years  ago  that 
so  greatly  did  I  displease  the  Tory  Party 
that  there  was  hardly  one  Conservative 
Member  who  would  give  me  at  that  time 
so  much  as  a  nod  of  recognition.  Why 
was  that  ?  I  had  proclaimed — I  admit 
with  much  frankness — that  I  thought  the 
Tory  Party  was  going  wrong  on  a  great 
principle.  I  have  once  more  proclaimed — 
this  time  by  action — my  opinion  that  the 
Tory  Party  is  goin^  wrong  on  the  great 
question  of  Expenditure,  and  again  there 
appear  all  the  charges  of  disloyalty, 
treachery,  and  such  like,  to  which  I  am 
accustomed,  and  to  which  I  do  not  listen. 
I  appeal  on  that  subject  to  the  tribunal 
of  time.  Any  little  political  influence 
which  I  may  possess — any  little  political 
strength  which  may  have  been  given  to 
me — ^has  not  hitherto  been  drawn,  for 
any  practical  or  permanent  purpose,  from 
within  the  walls  of  this  House,  or  from 
within  that  circle  whose  cenlre  is  the 
Treasury  Bench.  No,  Sir ;  it  has  come 
from  outside,  and  I  appeal  on  this  ques- 
tion to  Csesar— to  the  just  and  generous 
judgment  of  the  people.  I  know  that  I 
have  sought  for  nothing  —  absolutely 
nothing — except  to  protect  and  promote 
their  most  material  interests,  and  on  this 
great  question  of  economy  and  retrench- 
ment I  patiently  wait  for  the  judgment 
of  the  people. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  (Mona. 
ghan,  S.)  said,  he  wanted  to  say  a  few 
words  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
to  explain  how  it  operated  with  regard 
to  his  estate.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South-East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane)  was 
in  the  House,  as  he  should  not  like  to 
say  anything  derogatory  or  otherwise 
about  him  behind  his  back,  although 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  scrupled 
to  attack  him  when,  being  500  miles 
away,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
reply  to  the  reckless  slanders  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  was  the  mouthpiece, 
until  those  slanders  had  done  their 
work,    and   had   spread   amoDgst   his 
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neighbours,  whose  good-will  he  valued. 
This  was  a  very  serious  affair  for  him ; 
but  he  would  not  ask  the  House  to 
take  anything  upon  his  own  ex-part* 
statement.  He  would  refer  to  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South-East 
Cork,  as  reported  in  The  Cork  BerM^ 
Snd  it  would  then  be  for  the  House 
and  the  country  to  judge  whether 
the  language  used  against  him  was 
justified  or  not.  On  the  7th  of  No- 
vember last  a  public  meeting  was 
caUed  at  Toughal,  which  was  addressed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a  report  of 
which  appeared  in  the  Cork  papers  of 
the  following  day.  He  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  had  no  derogatory  or  cen- 
sorious remark  to  make  about  that 
meeting,  or  its  professed  object.  The 
chair  was  occupied  by  the  respected 
parish  priest,  and  a  Government  re- 
porter occupied  a  seat  on  the  platform. 
It  must  have  been  a  treat  to  the  latter 
to  hear  two  Home  Rule  Members — 
for  there  were  two— attacking  another 
behind  his  back,  carefully  avoiding  to 

§*ve  the  latter  an  opportunity  of  reply, 
e  understood  that  a  great  nun^ber  of 
the  people  of  the  town  and  neighbour- 
hood knew  what  was  to  take  place  at  the 
meeting ;  and  as  the  man  to  be  attacked 
could  not  reply  the  attack  was  expected 
to  be  the  more  spirited,  and  the  attend- 
ance was  consequently  greater  on  that 
account.  The  borough  of  Youghal 
had  recently  been  disfranchised,  which 
borough  had  been  represented  in  Par- 
liament for  a  number  of  years  by  him- 
self (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna). 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  was  veiy 
sorry  to  interfere :  but  they  were  now 
discussing  the  Address  to  the  Throne, 
whilst  the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
be  entering  into  a  personal  explanation  of 
some  altercation  he,  unfortunately,  had 
with  some  other  Member  of  the  House. 
He  could  not  allow  that  to  be  in  Order. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
would  not  pursue  that  line  of  observa- 
tion, but  would  proceed  to  explain  what 
had  been  done  with  respect  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  as  far  as  he  was  himself 
concerned.  The  hon.  Member  for  South- 
East  Cork,  at  the  meeting  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  stated  that  every  tenant, 
with  one  or  two  exceptions,  on  the 
M'Kenna  estate  had  within  the  past 
week  been  served  with  writs  of  eject- 
ment. That  statement  was  not  comet. 
With  one  or  two  exceptiona,  writs  bad 
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not  been  served  at  all.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  told  the  people  that  he  had 
been  investigating  the  afiPairs  of  the 
M*Kenna  estate;  and  he  advised  the 
tenants  to  show  a  bold  and  firm  front 
against  the  treatment  which  they  were 
receiving  from  a  person  whom  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  call  their  heartless  and  in- 
humane landlord ;  he  told  them  to  dis- 
cuss  among  themselves  what  was  a  fair 
and  reasonable  reduction;  when  they  had 
decided  upon  that,  to  pledge  themselves 
to  stand  by  one  another  in  insisting  upon 
it  as  a  general  reduction ;  and  then  to 
go  to  the  landlord  or  his  agent  and  tell 
him  that  they  would  not  pay  until  they 
were  allowed  30,  40,  or  50  per  cent  re- 
duction, or  whatever  was  agreed  to. 
There  was  no  foundation  whatever  for 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  Member 
made  about  his  treatment  of  his  tenants. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  purchased 
the  Cork  estate  20  years  ago,  with  the 
several  tenants  on  it,  who  were  on  it 
now,  and  on  the  rents  as  fixed  between 
his  predecessors  and  the  tenants.  He  had 
paid  20  years',  and  22  years'  in  some  cases, 
purchase  for  the  holdings,  so  that  there 
was  no  land-jobbing  or  speculation  in 
the  matter.  He  had  devoted  the  savings 
of  many  years  of  hard  work  to  purchase 
the  estate ;  and  at  the  time  he  made  the 
pnrohase,  the  tenants,  one  and  all,  ex- 
pressed themselves  satisfied  that  the 
rents  they  had  undertaken  to  pay  were 
moderate.  He  had  discharged  his  duties 
to  them  ever  since  in  a  considerate 
and  generous  spirit,  never  having  raised 
the  rent  on  any  one  of  them.  The 
total  acreage  was  1,400  acres.  The 
total  rental  receivable  was  £595  Is.  lOi., 
out  of  which  was  a  tithe-rent  charge 
payable  by  him  of  £80,  and  a  quit 
rent  of  £10.  The  Ordnance  valuation 
was  £533  lis.  when  he  bought  it;  but 
some  slight  reductions  had  since  been 
made,  a  few  tenants  having  permitted 
dilapidations.  The  total  amount  re- 
oeivable  by  him — if  everyone  paid  his 
rent,  which  no  one  could  expect  in  all 
circumstances — would  give  him  about 
4i  per  cent  on  his  money,  and  would  be 
less  than  Oritfith's  valuation.  The  state- 
ments which  the  hon.  Mem'ber  for  South- 
East  Cork  made  with  respect  to  him 
were  in  every  material  circumstance  un- 
founded, and  he  challenged  the  hon. 
Member  to  prove  them  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House.  He  did  not  deny 
that  in  other  places  hardships  had  to  be 
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undergone  by  both  tenants  and  land- 
lords ;  but  the  application  on  his  estate 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  without  a 
single  instance  of  cruelty  or  inhumanity 
on  his  part  to  justify  it,  and  it  was  an 
outrage  not  merely  upon  a  Member  of 
the  House,  but  a  Member  of  the  Party 
to  which  those  Gentlemen  professed  to 
belong;  the  Plan  of  Campaigti  had 
not  been  adopted  by  the  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party  as  a  body.  A  half-dozen 
Gentlemen,  to  whom  he  imputed  no  un- 
patriotic, unjust,  or  dishonourable  mo- 
tive, had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in 
certain  cases  a  strong  course  should  be 
adopted.  But  nothing  alleged  to  have 
been  done  in  Ireland  approaclied  the  de- 
gree of  baseness  with  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  applied  in  his  case. 
He  noped  some  day  the  hon.  Members 
to  whom  he  alluded  would  express  their 
I  regret  for  having  attacked  a  landlord 
who  for  10  years  had  never  issued  a 
writ  of  ejectment.  The  only  case  in 
which  during  20  years  such  a  writ  had 
been  issued  on  the  estate  was  in  the 
case  of  a  tenant  who  owed  four  years 
and  said  he  would  not  pay  one  year. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  Perhaips 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  that  the 
tenants  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  did  not  adopt  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  at  my  instigation,  but  upon 
their  own  account,  and  imder  the  pre* 
sidency  of  their  own  parish  priest,  with- 
out the  slightest  compulsion  -on  the  part 
of  anyone  else.  I  am  perfectly  guiltless 
of  any  complicity  with  the  tenants  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  inducing  them  to 
adopt  the  Plan  of  Campaign  against 
him.  I  understood,  however,  that  they 
did  so  on  his  refusal  to  grant  them  a 
small  reduction  of  20  per  cent  upon 
their  half-year's  rent. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
I  think  the  pantomime  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  treated  the  House 
on  Friday  night  was  entertaining ;  but, 
if  we  subtract  from  it  the  slanders  upon 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Members,  I  really 
do  not  think  it  added  much  to  the  in- 
formation of  the  House.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  from  time  to  time  dilated  on 
the  resistance  of  the  Irish  people  to  the 
law,  and  it  is  very  sad  to  think  of  the 
long  struggle  that  has  taken  place  in 
Ireland,  in  resistance  to  the  law.  Three 
hundred  years  ago  the  poet  Spenser,  al- 
though a  sharer  in  the  plunder  of  Ire- 


IThird  J^ight] 


tm 


AMf^mi^  is 


J0MDI03rse 


Amitsegr  im  Mtr 


^\A 


yt^^mtA  \&mff>Ai  ttt  ^^^  *M*i«i — Imt  i*;sa*A 
mmk  th^  VrfMAmm  wm  ynmrrin^ 
H^  tfUk  iMiiM«  t&  l»#  ft  fimmhfm:ni  to 

Ko||;li«b  Iftir  w  A#  wntihtAA  from  ih0s  Irwb 

»ptM!Mif ^  t9  b^  tb4»  #xt«niiifuiii/>o  of  tli« 
f»«&r#9  t^  i\m  m/Mmn,  withtmi  nfhrd- 
inf  ib#ffi  i\m  pmtoetioa  of  tlM  law. 
Tm«  prio^pl(9  of  #xt#niiiiuiiioa  bM 
<^:ofiitoti#^l  g#ii#rftiioii  aftor  geiumUion 
in  Iiwl«ti4t  ftod  it  pri^ftiU  to  this 
4«^.  About  ilO  jttnr%  ago,  when  tli« 
iitat4  of  ibiogi  whi«li  axwUd  in  Ire- 
Jaed  WM  Tirrjr  timilar  to  that  wbu:;h 
i9  pr^ftAWng  thtra  now,  an  ttniight, 
faif'tniod^Nl,    and  hononrabla   Engiinh 

!^#ntli»man— Mr.  PouUtt  Scrope— was 
rafiUingin  Ireland,  He  wan,  I  be* 
ll#f#f  a  J/lmnhm  of  this  Hotue  at  the 
i\m%i  and  ha  wrota  a  lattar  describing 
what  bo  bad  M#n  to  the  Prime  Minister 
of  thtt  daj — Lord  Melbourne.  His 
words  are  so  applicable  to  what  is  bap- 
pining  now  that  I  think  I  may,  with 
advantage,  quote  an  extract  from  that 
letter,    lit,  Poulett  Sorope  wrote— 

**U  thsfo  no  point  of  opprouion  at  which 
rMiitttOOS  to  iho  law  booomoii  a  dutv  f  We 
havt*  %\m  tmmi  authorltj  of  tho  nead  of 
th(»  law  for  tho  prinolpto— a  principle  ae  old 
N«  It  ii  truo— tnat  alUglanoe  ii  only  due 
wh^re  proiootlon  !■  affordod.  Doee  the  law 
iirotootiho  trlwh  peasant  f  Kot  from  starra- 
tlon.  It  doei  not  protect  him  from  being  thrust 
out  of  hii  horns  and  little  holding  into  abso* 
hits  deiiUtutlon  to  poriih  on  the  highway.  It 
dtme  not  preserve  him  from  this  fate  at  oom» 
tnand  of  an  absentee  landlord.  The  law 
Mn\)rds  the  Irish  peasant  no  protection  from  a 
fate  so  horrible.  Hundreds  areat  present  ex - 
ixMtHt  to  it ;  millions  know  they  are  (table  to  it. 
run  the  law  Justly  renutre  their  oUeffiancoP 
No,  The  peasantry  of  Ireland  feel  that  tho 
law  plae(*e  Uielr  lives  at  tho  moroy  of  tho  few 
whom  it  invests  with  sovereign  power  over  the 
lend  ojf  their  native  country ;  with  power  to 
•weep  them  all,  at  wm»  off  its  surface." 

Huoh  WAS  tho  stato  of  Irelsndi  as  observed 
by  this  O^ntlemsQ,  in  1834.  Ten  joars 
arterwards,  without  altering  a  syilable 
of  this  Utter,  ho  addreased  a  copy  of  it 
to  another  IMme  Minister— Sir  Kobert 
]Vt«l**n)atters  b^ing  still  unchsnffed. 
Whon  1  reed  ftirther»  tho  House  wiU  be 
Aati>ntshed  h>  find  how  much  things 
to-day  resemble  those  of  A3  and  43  years 
agt>>   At  the  time  Mr.  Poulett  Si^rrope 


r  WTQ<«  t9  L«)prl  MiflfbovRMv  &•  Irak 
mnim  bad  baadsd  Alffmmlwwm  so^^ctker, 
MtA  re^^tmrnea  to  ^e  law 
,  by  an  AmooMSiati  kaowa 
'  b^  Aaeoetatiiiva.  The  Whktiehm%  did 
I  Boc  etidk  at  trifles.  Tbsy  aoe«  caaa  to 
jtiunk  ae  Ittdeof  dialma  of  tkeir  op- 
,  preeeori  as  their  eppi  fsaoi  i  thffM^bt  of 
'  tb«f  ni«  and  small  blame  to  titem,  vsaj 
I  would  say.  Hear  what  Mr.  Povlett 
!  Serope  wrote  of  the  Whiteboys 

'^  They  ImI  thst  the  ffitrai  of  deni^  ( 
WDscs  hse  Deea  eo  maty  y tiers  in 
qMSt«»o  ef  Ufe  sad  daik  to  tbea 

lUtM  n^uids  nay  wonder  at  the  pnet,  tbey 
no  more  repngpsace  to  the  sfaeddiiig  of  blood  im 
opeo day,  in  the  preeeooe  of  nwm%ii\n%  thonieade 
in  ex^icutioa  of  eenteneee  of  sdf-oegnnimd  txi* 
bonalSf  looked  apon  by  them  as  tlM  sole  m£e- 
atuud  of  thmr  liree,  than  doee  a  eoldier 
hired  to  fight  for  his  coontry's  M&ty  on  the 
field  of  battle.  It  is  to  their  own  Whiteboy 
law  they  oonnder  their  allmanoe  doe.  Let 
those  who  Irnow  Ireland  amtj  the  fact  if 
they  can.  The  peasantry  of  Ireland  do  more 
or  less  obtain  from  the  Whiteboy  Association 
that  essential  protection  to  their  existence 
which  the  established  law  of  the  comitry  re* 
fuses  to  afford.  The  Whiteboy  esretem  is  the 
practical  and  efficient  check  upon  the  ejectment 
system.  It  cannot  be  denied  that,  hot  for  the 
salutary  terror  inspired  by  the  Whiteboys,  the 
clearance  of  estates  would  proceed  with  a  ra- 
pidity, and  to  an  extent,  that  most  occasion  the 
most  horrible  sufferings  to  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  the  ejected  tenantry.  It  is  easy  to 
satisfy  the  mind  of  an  interested  person  that 
what  the  law  allows  cannot  be  wrong.  Tes. 
But  for  the  salutary  fear  of  the  Whiteboy  sys- 
tem, ejectments  would  desolate  Ireland.*' 

Is  it  not  wonderful  how  exactly  these 
words  describe  what  is  to-day  passing 
before  our  eyes?  So  little  has  the 
government  of  Ireland  altered  that,  with 
only  the  substitution  for  the  death  penal- 
ties of  tho  Whiteboy  system  of  the  blood- 
less resistance  of  the  National  League  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  every  word  6ts 
exactly.  I  was  a  little  amused — I  do 
not  know  whether  other  hon.  Members, 
too,  were  also  amused — at  the  tender 
professions  of  love  for  Ireland  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  on  Thursday  evening.  Profes- 
sions of  love  for  Ireland  from  a  Tory 
statesman  are  certainly  a  heavy  draft 
upon  the  credulity  of  the  Irish  people. 
One  would  not  imagine  from  the  per- 
sonal sppearance  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tlxat  he  was  inclin^  to  romance. 
His  principal  characteristic  is  that  of  a 
practical  business  man;  but  be  does 
romance  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  much  more  beoomiDg 
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on  tHe  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  would  approach  the  question  in 
something  like  a  business  style.  His 
latest  connection  with  Irish  politics — his 
24  hours'  yisit  to  Ireland — would  not, 
perhaps,  lead  us  to  expect  a  business- 
like policy  from  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  now  in  regard  to  the  Irish  Question. 
I  feel  bound  to  take  strong  exception  to 
one  remark  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  denies  to  the  Irish 
Members  the  right  of  interfering  in  the 
Irish  Land  Question.  To  say  that  we, 
who,  above  all  men,  ought  to  be  most 
interested  in  the  affairs  of  our  country 
— we  for  whom  I  may  say  every  inch  of 
the  soil  of  Ireland  is  made  sacred — 
mingled  as  it  is  with  the  dust  of  count- 
less generations  of  our  ancestors — to 
say  that  we  have  no  right  to  interfere 
in  the  affairs  of  Ireland  is,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  a  moat  audacious  asser- 
tion. The  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
attacked  in  unmeasured  language  in 
this  House ;  but  I  have  not  heard  any 
hon.  Member  urge  a  sinffle  substantial 
argument  against  it.  We  are  told  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  immoral  and 
dishonest ;  but  no  hon.  Member  gives  a 
single  reason  for  his  assertion.  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  without  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, that  the  Irish  people,  in  point  of 
morality,  are  inferior  to  no  nation  in  the 
world;  and  any  political  question  they 
take  up  will,  from  a  moral  point  of  view, 
bear  investigation  as  closely  as  that  of 
any  other  people  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth.  All  the  immorality  imputed  to  the 
Irish  people  is  based  on  their  resistance 
to  law  and  contract.  Then,  Sir,  let  us  try 
to  understand  in  what  way  this  test  of 
law  and  contract  is  applied  to  the  mora- 
lity of  the  Irish  people ;  and  let  us  see 
liow  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  concerned 
in  the  Irish  Land  Question.  The  root  of 
the  Land  Question  in  Ireland  turns  on 
the  hostile  legislation  of  the  English 
Government,  which  has  destroyed  the 
manufactures  of  Ireland  and  her  trade, 
and  every  other  means  by  which  the 
people  could  live.  The  hostile  legisla- 
tion of  the  English  Government  to- 
wards Ireland  has  been  the  foundation 
of  the  land  troubles  in  Ireland.  The 
people  are  left  nothing  to  fall  back 
upon,  and  have  but  one  means  of  sub- 
sistence —  namely,  the  land.  Having 
reduced  the  people  to  this  one  means  of 
subsistence,  the  land  itself  was  handed 
over  to  a  tribe  of  land  thieves  from 


England  and  Scotland.  In  giving  these 
men  possession  of  the  land  of  Ireland, 
the  Government  also  gave  them  the 
power  of  conferring  upon  themselves 
every  possible  advantage,  and  of  sur- 
rounding the  possession  of  land  by 
the  natives  with  every  possible  disad- 
vantage. They  became  the  makers  of 
the  laws ;  and  the  result  of  their  legis- 
lation on  the  Land  Question  was  to  give 
themselves  immediate  possession  of 
every  improvement  made  by  the  ten- 
antry upon  the  land.  They  were  en- 
abled to  con6scate  every  improvement 
of  the  tenant,  and  to  raise  the  rent  at 
will,  so  that,  in  a  brief  period,  the  rents 
in  Ireland  have  been  absolutely  quin- 
tupled. The  position  of  the  Irish  ten- 
antry has  been  this — ^that  no  matter 
what  the  industry  of  the  tenant  farmers 
of  Ireland  may  have  been,  the  landlords 
were  always  raising  the  rents,  until 
they  became  beyond  the  power  of  the 
tenants  to  pay.  The  Irish  landlords 
being  in  that  position,  and  being  able  to 
raise  the  rents  beyond  the  capacity  of 
the  tenants  to  pay  them,  were  able  to 
keep  the  tenants  with  a  load  of  arrears 
upon  them.  This  system  has  continued 
in  Ireland  down  to  the  present  day.  In 
fact,  the  Glenbeigh  of  to-day  is  a  mere 
illustration  of  this  system  of  rent-raising 
and  of  arrears  hanging  over  the  people 
for  ever.  The  rents  on  the  unfortunate 
tenants  in  Glenbeigh  have  been  raised 
by  70  to  100  per  cent  above  the  Poor 
Law  valuation.  They  have  been  paying 
it  as  long  as  they  could  scrape  the  money 
together  by  any  possibility,  in  order  to 
keep  the  roofs  over  their  heads.  They 
have  for  generations  paid  these  enor- 
mous rents;  but,  in  spite  of  all,  the 
arrears  have  swelled,  and  have  been 
hanging  over  their  heads  like  the  sword 
of  Damocles.  The  landlords  have  in 
this  way  established  for  themselves  a 
cheap  system  for  the  practice  of  gene- 
rosity by  consenting  to  accept  a  year's 
rent,  or  half-a-year's  rent,  out  of  arrears 
piled  up  in  this  manner. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  resumed :  I 
warn  the  House  that  it  is  impossible  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  with  any  prospect 
of  success  until  you  first  cease  from 
judging  the  Irish  people  by  the  law 
and  contract  test  of  morality.    The  ^t 
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they  haye  been  accustomed  to  look  up 
to    18    tbe    Divine   Law    of   the   Ten 
Gommandmento.    English  laws  forbade 
to  the  Irish  people  the  practice  of  their 
religion;  forbade  them  education;  placed 
a  price  of  £5  on  the  head  of  the  priest 
and  of  the  school  teacher.    I  should  like 
to  know  what  connection  there  is  be- 
tween such  laws  and  the  Divine  Law  ? 
How  can  the  Irish  peasant  be  expected 
to  have  respect  for  laws  of  this  kind? 
The  class  of  people  for  whom  the  Land 
Laws  have  been  made  by  the  English 
Government  have  constantly  confiscated 
to  themselves  every  improvement  these 
unfortunate  people  have  made  on  the 
land.    The  law  is  made  for  the  people ; 
it  is  not  the  people  who  are  made  for  the 
law.   Although  we  have  never  ceased  to 
have  Judges  in  Ireland,  such  as  Baron 
Palles,  at  Slieo,  and  Justice  Johnson,  in 
Dublin,  who  have  denounced  the  people 
in  unmeasured  terms  for  their  disobe- 
dience to  the  law,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  law  itself  had  been  framed  in  a 
spirit  contrary  to  morality  and  the  Divine 
Law.    The  policy  which  has  been  deve- 
loped in  Kerry  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  was  an  unex- 
pected   commentary   upon    the   policy 
enunciated  by  the  Prime  Minister  of 
20  years  of  resolute  government  in  Ire- 
land.   The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
went  over  last  September  leaving  us  all 
under  the  impression  that  he  was  in- 
stantly to  carry  out  that  Cromwellian 
policy.  But  he  had  hardly  landed  in  Ire- 
land when  we  found  him  playing  the  part 
of  fairy  godmother  in  Kerry.  We  do  not 
object  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  in  Kerry ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  we 
wished  to  see  the  good  work  extended 
to  all  Ireland.    Hence  the  inauguration 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and  if  it  had 
not  been  resorted  to,  I  believe  that  evic- 
tions,  such  as  those  which  have  taken 
place  at  Glenbeigh,  would  have  occurred 
m  every  comer  of  Ireland.    No  English 
landlord  can  pretend  to  ignore  the  con- 
sequences of  the  terrible  depression  in 
the  prices  of  agricultural  pn>duce,  and 
every  English  landlord  must  have  felt 
tbe  consequences  of  it.    I  believe  that, 
to-day,  land  is  even  of  less  value  in 
England  than  in  Ireland.    If  we  want 
to  form  any  opinion  on  that  subject,  we 
have  only  to  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Commission  on  the  Depression 
of  Trade,  and  the  causes  of  that  depres- 
sion.   The  evidence  of  well-known  gen- 
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tlemen,  before  that  Commission,  shows 
that  the  tenants  have  been  paying  the 
rent  out  of  capital  for  some  years  past, 
and  not  out  of  what  the  land  produced  ; 
and  if  no    protection  is  provided  for 
English    agriculturists,     before    many 
years  have  elapsed  the  farmers  will  be 
completely  bankrupt,  and  their  capital 
expended.   To  us  Irish  Representativeey 
who  are  bound  to  sympathize  with  our 
own  peQ\ple,  the  Bill  introduced  into  this 
House  last  Session  by  the  hon.  Member 
for   the  City   of   Cork    (Mr.  Pamell) 
showed  the  wonderful  foresight  of  my 
hon.  Friend;  and,   had  that  Bill  not 
been  rejected  by  the  House,  it  would 
have  relieved  Ireland  from  much  dis* 
turbance,  and  have  made  the  Plan  of 
Campaign   unnecessary.      Every   hon. 
Member  present  in  the  House  last  Ses- 
sion knows  that  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  submit  the  question  in  regsrd  to 
what  relief  ought  to  be  justly  provided 
for  the  tenants  to  the  Land  Uonrts  of 
Ireland,  and  requiring  the  tenants  to 
pay  50  per  cent  of  their  rent  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  enter  the  Court.    Yet 
the    right    hon.  Gentleman  who    now 
occupies  the  position  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  at  Liverpool,  the 
other  day,  that  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  reduce  rents  by  60  per  cent.    For 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman   occupying  so 
prominent  a  position  in  the   Govern- 
ment   to    make    such    an   unfounded 
statement    as    that   is    an   attempt  to 
hoodwink  the  English  public  which  I 
will  not  stoop  to  characterise.      Some 
hoQ.  Gentlemen,  in  attacking  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  have  asked  why  the  Irish 
tenants  should  assume  to  themselves  the 
right  of  saying  what  rent  they  should 
pay?    But    the  Irish  landlords   have 
assumed  to  themselves  for  many  gene* 
rations  the  right  of  saying  what  rent 
the  tenants  should  pay,  and  I  think  that 
one  party  to  the  bargain  has  just  as 
much  right  to  have  a  word  in  the  bar- 
gain as    the    other.    But  the  tenants 
have  not  assumed  to   themselves  the 
right  to  say  what  they  should  pay,  nor 
was  that  done  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.    No  one 
can  accuse  Jthe  tenants  of  unfairness  ia 
attempting  to  settle  the  rent  for  them- 
selves, when  the   landlords  aad  thetr 
friends  in  this  House  rejected  the  pro- 
posal to  submit  the  question  to  a  dis* 
interested  tribunal — namely,  the  Land 
Court.    Let  us  test  the  system  earned 
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out  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  by  the 
action  of  the  Land  Courts.  Now,  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  average  demand 
made  by  the  tenants  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  would  exceed  25  per  cent  all 
round  —  certainly  80  per  cent  at  the 
most.  But  during  the  month  of  De- 
cember the  Judges  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission in  Lreland  decided  several  cases 
in  which  application  had  been  made  for 
the  fixing  ot  judicial  rents.  Upon  the 
estate  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Winchester  (Colonel  Tottenham) — a 
gentleman  who  has  been  posing  for  a 
considerable  time  before  English  audi- 
-ences  as  a  victim  of  the  National 
League — ^the  Land  Court  has  reduced 
the  rents  by  49  to  65  per  cent.  The  re- 
ductions made  by  the  Land  Court  on 
this  estate  show  that  the  rents  exacted 
were  136  percent  above  fair  rents.  Yet, 
if  it  had  been  suggested  by  those  who  are 
connected  with  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
that  a  reduction  should  be  made  by  25 
or  30  per  cent,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  have  complained  loudly ; 
and  yet  the  rents  upon  this  estate  have 
been  reduced  by  49  and  65  per  cent. 
At  Sligo,  on  the  21st  of  December,  the 
Land  Commissioners  were  engaged  in 
hearing  48  applications  by  the  tenants 
on  12  different  estates,  and  they  made 
redactions  averaging  40  percent.  At 
Loneford,  on  the  22nd  of  December,  the 
Land  Commissioners  dealt  with  appli- 
cations from  45  tenants  on  11  different 
estates,  and  made  reductions  averaging 
41  per  cent.  These  facts,  I  contend, 
show  that  the  reductions  demanded  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  have  been 
ezoeedingly  fair  and  moderate.  I  think 
there  are  evident  signs  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  at  last  beginning  to 
interest  themselves  somewhat  more  than 
was  formerly  the  case  in  the  Lrish  Ques- 
tion. Under  the  new  Franchise  Bill  the 
democracy  of  England  have  obtained 
power,  and  with  power  they  must  also 
accept  responsibility.  Nowadays  no 
Qovemment  can  exist  in  this  country 
against  the  will  of  the  democracy.  The 
democracy  is  responsible  for  every 
Qovemment  that  exists.  They  may  bo 
excused  for  having  placed  a  Tory  Go- 
vemment  in  power  at  the  last  Election  ; 
probably  it  was  because  they  had  come 
into  their  new  inheritance  so  very  re- 
cently, and  they  had  not  had  time  to 
familiarize  themselves  with  their  duties 
and  Aeir  responsibilities.  Now  that  they 


are  becoming  better  acquainted  with 
those  duties  and  responsibilities,  I  think 
they  will  henceforward  take  a  more 
active  and  conscientious  interest  in  the 
government  of  the  country.  I  believe 
that  the  people  of  this  country  are  being 
rapidly  educated  and  the  public  con- 
science is  being  stirred  up  oy  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland ;  and  when  another 
Election  comes  I  am  convinced  that  the 
democracy  of  Oreat  Britain  will  g^ve  a 
very  different  answer  to  that  which  was 
extracted  from  them  last  year,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  we  were  told  it 
was  to  be  a  final  mandate.  The  next 
mandate  from  the  English  democracy, 
which  is  not  likely  to  be  long  delayed, 
will,  I  think,  show  a  very  different 
result. 

Mb.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.} :  I 
have  obtruded  myself  upon  the  deoate 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  House  my 
own  personal  testimony  as  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  think 
it  is  desirable  that  the  English  Mem- 
bers, and  the  English  people  generally, 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
way  in  which  this  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  working.  On  one  estate  in 
the  county  of  Limerick  some  of  the  ten- 
ants approached  their  landlord,  and 
asked  for  a  reduction  of  rent  to  the  ex- 
tent'of  25  per  cent.  The  landlord  made 
an  offer  of  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent, 
and  the  tenants  met  together  to  consider 
whether  that  offer  ought  to  be  accepted 
by  them.  They  naturally  sought  for 
counsel  and  advice  from  the  Members 
who  represented  them  in  this  House ; 
and,  accordingly,  I  and  my  Colleague  in 
the  representation  of  the  county  (Mr. 
Finucane)  waited  upon  the  tenants,  and 
discussed  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
reduction  offered  would  meet  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  present  time.  On  meeting 
together,  the  tenants  chose  as  their  chair- 
man the  parish  priest  of  the  locality; 
and  it  was  agreed  that  the  minority 
should  be  bound  by  the  majority.  Nine 
only  were  in  favour  of  persisting  in  the 
demand  for  a  reduction  of  25  per  cent ; 
but  the  vast  majority,  numbering  some 
75,  decided  to  accept  the  offer  of  20  per 
cent.  Upon  that  decision  being  arrived 
at,  the  rent  was  paid ;  and  not  only  so, 
but  it  produced  another  salutary  effect. 
Some  double  had  originated  in  the  lo- 
cality previous  to  the  attempted  settle- 
ment ;  and,  owing  to  the  intimidation  and 
threatening  language  resorted  to,  anum- 
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they  have  been  accustomed  to  look  up 
to  is  the  Diyine  Law  of  the  Ten 
Commandments.  English  laws  forbade 
to  the  Irish  people  the  practice  of  their 
religion;  forbade  them  education;  placed 
a  price  of  £5  on  the  head  of  the  priest 
and  of  the  school  teacher.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  connection  there  is  be- 
tween such  laws  and  the  Divine  Law  ? 
How  can  the  Irish  peasant  be  expected 
to  have  respect  for  laws  of  this  Kind  ? 
The  class  of  people  for  whom  the  Land 
Laws  have  been  made  by  the  English 
Oovemment  have  constantly  confiscated 
to  themselves  every  improvement  these 
unfortunate  people  have  made  on  the 
land.  The  law  is  made  for  the  people ; 
it  is  not  the  people  who  are  made  for  the 
law.  Although  we  have  never  ceased  to 
have  Judges  in  Ireland,  such  as  Baron 
Palles,  at  81igo,  and  Justice  Johnson,  in 
Dublin,  who  have  denounced  the  people 
in  unmeasured  terms  for  their  disobe- 
dience to  the  law,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  law  itself  had  been  framed  in  a 
spirit  contrary  to  morality  and  the  Divine 
Law.  The  policy  which  has  been  deve- 
loped in  Kerry  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  was  an  unex- 
pected commentary  upon  the  policy 
enunciated  by  the  Prime  Minister  of 
20  years  of  resolute  government  in  Ire- 
land. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
went  over  last  September  leaving  us  all 
under  the  impression  that  he  was  in- 
stantly to  carry  out  that  Cromwellian 
policy.  But  he  had  hardly  landed  in  Ire- 
land when  we  found  him  playing  the  part 
of  fairy  godmother  in  Kerry.  We  do  not 
object  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  in  Kerry  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  we 
wished  to  see  the  good  work  extended 
to  all  Ireland.  Hence  the  inauguration 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and  if  it  had 
not  been  resorted  to,  I  believe  that  evic- 
tions, such  as  those  which  have  taken 
place  at  Glenbeigh,  would  have  occurred 
in  every  comer  of  Ireland.  No  English 
landlord  can  pretend  to  ignore  the  con- 
sequences of  the  terrible  depression  in 
the  prices  of  anicultural  produce,  and 
every  English  landlord  must  have  felt 
the  consequences  of  it.  I  believe  that, 
to-day,  land  is  even  of  less  value  in 
England  than  in  Ireland.  If  we  want 
to  form  any  opinion  on  that  subject,  we 
have  only  to  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Commission  on  the  Depression 
of  Trade,  and  the  causes  of  that  depres- 
sion.   The  evidence  of  well-known  gen- 
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tlemen,  before  that  Commission,  shows 
that  the  tenants  have  been  paying  the 
rent  out  of  capital  for  some  years  past, 
and  not  out  of  what  the  land  produced  ; 
and  if  no  protection  is  provided  for 
English  agriculturists,  before  many 
years  have  elapsed  the  farmers  will  be 
completely  bankrupt,  and  their  capital 
expended.  To  us  Irish  Kepresentatives, 
who  are  bound  to  sympathize  with  our 
own  people,  the  Bill  introduced  into  this 
House  last  Session  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
showed  the  wonderful  foresight  of  my 
hon.  Friend ;  and,  had  that  Bill  not 
been  rejected  by  the  House,  it  would 
have  relieved  Ireland  from  much  dis- 
turbance, and  have  made  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  unnecessary.  Every  hon. 
Member  present  in  the  House  last  Ses- 
sion knows  that  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  submit  the  question  in  regard  to 
what  relief  ought  to  be  justly  provided 
for  the  tenants  to  the  Land  Courts  of 
Ireland,  and  requiring  the  tenants  to 
pay  50  per  cent  of  their  rent  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  enter  the  Court.  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now 
occupies  the  position  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  at  Liverpool,  the 
other  day,  that  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  reduce  rents  by  60  per  cent.  For 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  occupying  so 
prominent  a  position  in  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  such  an  unfounded 
statement  as  that  is  an  attempt  to 
hoodwink  the  English  public  which  I 
will  not  stoop  to  characterize.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen,  in  attacking  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  have  asked  why  the  Irish 
tenants  should  assume  to  themselves  the 
right  of  saying  what  rent  they  should 
pay?  But  the  Irish  landlords  havo 
assumed  to  themselves  for  many  gene- 
rations the  right  of  saying  what  rent 
the  tenants  should  pay,  and  I  think  that 
one  party  to  the  bargain  has  just  as 
much  right  to  have  a  word  in  the  bar- 
gain as  the  other.  But  the  tenants 
have  not  assumed  to  themselves  the 
right  to  say  what  they  should  pay,  nor 
was  that  done  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  No  one 
can  accuse  ^he  tenants  of  unfairness  in 
attempting  to  settle  the  rent  for  them- 
selves, when  the  landlords  and  their 
friends  in  this  House  rejected  the  pro- 
posal to  submit  the  question  to  a  dis- 
interested tribunal — namely,  the  Land 
Court.    Let  us  test  the  system  carried 
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the   rcDMurks  of  the  noble   Lord     the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph    Churchill),  with    regard    to 
eooQomy ;  but,  if  I  mistake  not,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  as  long 
ago  as  1878,  in  the  Committee  on  Public 
Businef  8,  made  certain  suggestions  which 
were  practically  the  same  as  those  of  the 
noble  Lord.     A  Hesolution  to  a  similar 
effect  was  brought  forvard  in  the  House 
last  year  by  an  hon.  Member,  who  then 
represented    one    of   the    divisions    of 
Edinburgh.  We  must  all  rejoice  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  has  joined  our  ranks ;  and,  for 
my  own  pare,  I  would  appeal  to  other 
Members  on  the  opposite  Benches  like- 
wise to  join  us  in  what  is  reaUy  not  a 
Party  matter.      Many  of  us  have  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  remarks  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  with  respect  to  what  is 
going  on  in  Burmah.  It  was  my  lot  to  be 
a  faithful  follower  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) when  he  was  Prime  Minister,  and  I 
listened  attentively  to  the  remarks  which 
fell  from  him  when  he  was  in  Office 
in  the  month  of  February  last  year 
in  reference  to  the  expenses  of  the  Bur- 
mese Expedition ;  but  on  that  occasion  I 
felt  myself  compelled  to  go  into   the 
Lobby  against  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
on  the  question  of  the  Burmese  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
when  the  Liberal  Party  returns  to  power 
any  Liberal  Government  that  represents 
fully  and  freely  the  opinion  of  the  whole 
Party  will  find  that  such  expeditions  as 
that  to  Burmah  are  not  supported  by  the 
coantry,  and  the  expense  connected  with 
them  ouffht  not  to  be  sanctioned.      But 
our  minds  are  now  full  of  another  sub- 
ject.     We  are  all  of  us  thinking  of 
Ireland.      I  venture  to  say  that  on  that 
subject  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  still 
holds  the  field  against  the  various  sugges- 
tions that  have  been  made  from  different 
quarters,  both  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country.      I  think  we  have  some  reason 
to  be  surprised  and  disappointed  that  in 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  described,  and  most  truly,  as  a 
grave  crisis  in  the  history  of  the  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  come 
to  us  with  an  Address  in  which  the  only 
reference  to  Ireland  is  confined  to  a  single 
sentence  recommending  reform  of  orimi- 
^dl  procedure.    Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment, however,  do  not  seem  to  have  made 
up  their  own  minds  even  upon  that  matter, 
because  the  expression  put  in  the  mouth 
of  Her  Majesty  is  this — 

"The  condition  of  Ireland  still  requires  your 
anxious  attention.  Grave  crimes  have  happily 
been  rarer  during  the  last  few  months  than 
durin?  a  similar  period  in  the  preceding  year. 
But  the  relations  between  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the  early  part  of 
the  autumn  exhibited  signs  of  improvement, 
have  since  been  seriously  disturbed  in  some 
districts  by  organized  attempts  to  incite  the 
latter  class  to  combine  against  the  fulfilment  of 
their  legal  obligations.  The  efforts  of  my 
Government  to  cope  with  this  evil  have  been 
seriously  impeded  by  difficulties  incident  to  the 
method  at  present  prescribed  by  Statute  for  doal- 
ing  with  such  offences.  Your  early  attention 
will  be  called  to  proposals  for  reforms  in  legal 
procedure  which  seem  necessary  to  secure  the 
prompt  and  efficient  administration  of  the 
criminal  law." 

Surely,  if  their  minds  were  made  up  on 
the  subject,  they  might  have  used  a 
stronger  and  more  decisive  expression 
than  ''seem  necessary"  before  inviting 
the  House  of  Commons  to  proceed  to 
make  an  alteration  of  the  Criminal  Law. 
I  should  have  thought  that  they  should 
have  stated,  precisely  and  definitely,  that 
the  proposed  reform  was  actually  neoes- 
sary  in  order  to  secure  the  better  adminis* 
tration  of  the  law.  One  may  translate 
that  sentence  which  has  been  put  into  the 
mouth  of  Her  Majesty  pretty  much  in 
this  way — that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
laent  come  before  the  House  of  Com* 
mens  and  the  people  of  this  country  with 
no  other  remedy  at  present  for  the  Irish 
difficulty  than  a  better  way  of  tielping 
the  Irish  landlords  to  collect  their  rents. 
I  think  it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
analyze  a  little  more  this  expression 
**  legal  obligations,"  which  is  used  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  There  have 
been  many  discussions  in  and  out  of 
Parliament  upon  Ireland  during  the  last 
50  years ;  but  in  all  of  them  the  great 
point  which  the  speakers  have  tried  to 
enforce  was  the  vital  and  fundamental 
difference  between  the  agrarian  question 
in  Ireland  and  in  this  country.  On  the 
9th  of  June,  1845,  the  late  Lord  Derby, 
who  had  then  been  called  to  the  Upper 
House  by  the  title  of  Lord  Stanley  (as 
his  son  has  been  recently),  spoke  on  this 
matter  at  great  length.  He  was  for 
many  years  the  Leader  of  the  Tory 
Party  ;  and  his  utterances,  therefore, 
will  surely  carry  the  greatest  weight 
with  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
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of  the  House.     Lord  Stanley  pointed 
out  that  there  were  many  distinctions 
between  agrarian  matters  in  this  coun- 
try and  in  Ireland.     He  showed  how, 
in  England,  there  were  many  freeholds, 
whereas  in  Ireland  there  were  very  few. 
He  pointed  out  how,  in  England,  the 
landlords  mostly  resided  on  their  estates 
and  took  an  interest  in  them,  while  in 
Ireland  the  landlords  were  generally 
absentees ;  he  pointed  out  that  in  Eng- 
land the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  were  direct,  but  that  Ireland  was 
cursed  with   a  system  of  middlemen; 
that,  on  this  side  of  the  Channel,  there 
has   been    a    long   hereditary  connec- 
tion between  the  owners  of  land  and 
the  soil  itself,  whereas  in  Ireland  the 
tenants  or  their  families  have  been  in 
possession  of  the  land  long  before  many 
of  those  to  whom  they  pay  their  rent 
become  connected  with  it ;  that  England 
is  a  country  of  large  farms,   whereas 
Ireland  is  a    country   of  small  hold- 
ings.   Those    differences  exist  at  the 
present  moment,  just   as  they  did  in 
1845,  when  Lord  Stanley  called  atten* 
tion  to  them»  and  they  lie  at  the  root 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question.    There  was 
one  matter  referred  to  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.    Member    for    Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlauffh)  upon  which  I  desire 
to  say  a  word.    The  hon.  Member  de- 
scribed to  the  House  a  scene,  of  which 
he  was  a  witness,  when  he  occupied  the 
position  of  a    private  soldier.      Some 
hon.  Members  may  say  this  occurred  a 
good    many  years    ago;     but    similar 
scenes  are  occurring  in  Ireland  at  the 
present  day.    The  hon.  Member  pointed 
out  that  the  cabin  from  which  a  man 
was  evicted  had  been  built  by  the  tenant, 
and  that  he  had  been  born  in  the  place. 
This  reveals  the  fatal  and  fundamental 
distinction  to  which  the  Devon,  the  Bich- 
mond,  and   the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sioners called  attention  in  their  Beports — 
namely,  that  the  creation  of  all  the  build- 
ings and  improvements  in  the  land  of  Ire- 
land, which  are  valuable,  is  due  to  the  in- 
dustry of  the  tenants.    That  is  proved 
by  the  operation    of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.    The  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Heneage)  suggested,  when 
the  Land  Bill  was  under  consideration, 
that    English-managed    estates  should 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Act.    That  proposition  was  resisted  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
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(Mr.  Oladstone)  and  the  Cabinet,  and 
rejected ;  but  in  ''another  place"  a  some- 
what similar  proposition  was  made,  and 
a  clause  was  introduced  into  the  Land 
Act,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  provide 
that  any  owner  who  could  prove  that 
the  improvements  upon  a  particular  hold- 
ing had   been  made  by   himself   and 
by  means    of   his   capital   should    be 
excluded,  to  a  certain  extent,  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act.    I  am  informed 
that  the  applications  under  that  clause 
of  the  Land  Act  have  been  practically 
nil :  and,  therefore,  it  may  be  assumed 
that  almost  everywhere  in  Ireland  the 
rental  value,  of  the  holdings  has  been 
created  by  the  toil  of  the  tenants.    It 
seems  to  me  the  significance  of  this 
matter  is    hardly  appreciated  in    this 
country.    We  think  of  the  Irish  hold- 
ings as  small,  and  the  houses  as  mere 
mud  cabins.    But  that  is  a  very  in- 
adequate view  of  the  matter.    In  Sep- 
tember last  I  was  speaking  to  a  man 
who,  two  years  ago,  was  evicted  from 
his  holding ;  and  upon  that  holding  of 
50  acres  the  house  in  which  he  lived, 
the  buildings  attached  to  it,  the  roads, 
gates,  fences,  drainage,  even  the  plant- 
ing of  the  trees,  and  everythino^  of  that 
kind,  had  been  done  by  himself  or  his 
fatherwithin  thelast40  years ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  in  this  country  a  similar 
dwelling-house  and  out-buildings,  and 
other  improvements,  would  cost  at  least 
£700  or  £800.    Such  a  thin^  could  not 
happen  in  England.    But  this  is  not  an 
isolated  case,  and  I  cannot  too  strongly 
emphasize   the   immense   influence  of 
circumstances  such  as  I  have  mentioned 
in  destroying  any  analogy  which  has 
been  attempted  to  be  drawn  between 
England  and  Ireland  in  the  matter  of 
the  just  payment  of  rent.    It  entirely 
destroys  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colo- 
nel Saunderson),  the  other  night,  when  he 
asked  whether  a  landlord  in  England 
could  be  found  who  was  generous  enough 
to  forego  two-thirds  of  the  rent?    My 
answer  is,  that  there  is  not  a  landlord  in 
England  who    owes  the    property  for 
which  he  claims  rent  to  the  toil  of  his 
tenants,  and  not  the  outlay  of  his  capitaL 
In  England  these  improvements  are  due 
entirely  to  the  outlay  of  capital  on  the 
part  of  the  owner.    The  Chief  Secretary 
argued  that  it  was  legal  to  bum  down 
the  roofs  and  to  destroy  the  houses  of 
the  poor  people  in  Qlenbeigh|  and  he 
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said  that  if  the  landlord  had  simply 
STioted  thorn  thoy  would  havo  gone  back 
again.  Some  hon.  Member  made  the 
remark — "  Quite  right  too."  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  continued — 

"  An  hon.  Member  says, '  Quite  right  too.'  In 
hit  opinion,  then,  poverty  is  tq  give  a  right  to 
a  person  to  live  in  a  house  that  does  not  belong 
to  him ;  but  are  you  to  apply  that  maxim  not 
onlv  to  the  West  of  Ireland,  but  to  other  parts 
of  trelandi  and  to  England  and  Scotland  as 

wen  ?  •• 

Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  a  most 
unfair  illustration  and  a  most  unsound 
argument.    No  doubt,  it  is  very  difficult 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  I 
believe,  is  a  most  kind-hearted  land- 
lord in  Gloucestershire  and  Wiltshire, 
to  understand  the  position  of  these  poor 
people.     No  douot,  the  whole  of  his 
out-buildings  and  farmsteads  are  kept  in 
most  excellent  order,  entirely  at  his  own 
expense ;  all  his  gates  are  kept  hanging 
on  their  hinges ;  all  his  fences  are  well 
maintained,  and  he  and  his  predecessors 
have  made  a  vast  outlay  of  capital  upon 
the  estates  during  the  last  30  or  40  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent position  from  most  English  land- 
lords if  that  is  not  the  case.  But  nothing 
of  the  kind  occurs  in  Ireland.    The  rent 
in  Ireland,  I  venture  to  say,  arises  from 
the  outlay  of  capital  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  from  the  sweat  of  his  brow 
and  the  result  of  his  toil ;  and  the  word 
'^renty"  therefore,  does  not  mean  the 
same  thing  in  the  two  countries.     I 
come  now  to  another  point.    There  are 
two  classes   of  tenancies    in    Ireland. 
From  the  most  recent  Beport  of  the 
Land  Commission,  I  see  that  there  are 
170,000  tenants  who  have  had  the  ad- 
vantage   of  having   their   rents  fixed 
by  the  Land  Court,  or  by  agreement ; 
but   there    are    between  450,000    and 
500,000  tenants  who  have  not  had  the 
advantage  of  any  decision  of  the  Land 
Court    with    respect    to    their   rents. 
In  these  cases  the  rents  have  not  been 
fixed  in  any  way  by  the  operations  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  and  1  think  it  is  de- 
sirable that  we  should  know  how  these 
rents,  in  the  case  of  the  larger  number 
of  tenancies,  have  been  fixed.   We  have 
seen    that  the  value  of   the  holdings 
has  arisen  from  the  toil  of  the  tenant ; 
let  us  look,  then,  for  a  moment  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  rents  have  been 
fixed.     I  take  the  Beport  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commissioa  4s  ^n  authority 


which  will  not  be  disputed.  In  that 
Beport  the  Commissioners  described  the 
condition  of  a  tenant — 

''  Kot  to  oome  to  terms  with  his  landlord 
means  for  him  to  leave  his  home,  to  leave  his 
employment,  to  forfeit  the  inheritance  of  his 
fathers,  and  to  some  extent  the  investment  of 
his  toil,  and  to  sink  at  once  to  a  lower  plane  of 
physical  comfort  and  social  rank.  It  is  no 
matter  to  him  of  the  chaffer  of  the  market,  hnt 
almost  of  life  and  death.  The  farmer  bargains 
with  his  landlord  under  sentence  of  losing  his 
Uving  if  the  bargain  goes  off. 

'  You  take  my  life  when  you  do  take  the  means 
By  which  I  live.' 

We  grant  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  inter- 
fere with  freedom  of  contract  between  landlord 
and  tenant  if  freedom  of  contract  really  existed ; 
but  freedom  of  contract  in  the  case  of  the  ma- 
jority of  tenants,  large  and  small,  does  not 
exist." 

That  is  the  language  of  three  Irish 
landlords  and  an  Irish  Judge,  and 
the  words  entirely  cut  away  any  moral 
sanction  from  the  phrase  ''legal  ob« 
ligations "  used  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech.  Where  there  is  no  freedom 
of  contract,  there  cannot  be  said  to  be 
any  moral  obligation  on  the  part  of 
those  who  have  been  coerced.  The 
figure  of  the  rent  has,  in  fact,  been  fixed 
on  the  one  hand  by  the  rapacity — in 
some  cases  by  the  need,  I  admit,  of  the 
Irish  landlord,  because,  in  many  in- 
stances, he  is  sunk  in  the  morass  of 
embarrassment — ^it  is  fixed  on  the  one 
hand  by  the  rapacity  and  need  of  the 
landlords,  and  on  the  other  by  the 
actual  hunger — almost  to  starvation 
point — of  the  tenant.  It  may  be  asked, 
why  do  not  the  450,000  tenants  outside 
the  Land  Court  enter  it  and  bring  them- 
selves under  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Act?  And,  on  this  point,  Englishmen 
have  need  to  become  acquainted  with 
the  facts  before  coming  to  a  hasty 
conclusion.  We  know,  in  the  first 
place,  that  leaseholders  are  excluded  by 
the  terms  of  the  Land  Act  itself,  and 
their  case  is  a  cruel  one.  ''Leases," 
say  the  Bessborough  Commission — 

'*  have  been  imposed  on  tenants  against  their 
will,  and  when,  from  their  legally  helpless  oon- 
dkion,  they  could  not  refuse." 

That  is  a  strong  statement  for  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  make  upon  such  a  matter. 
It  would  appear  that  there  are  more 
than  100,000  tenants,  out  of  the  number 
of  tenants  who  are  outside  the  Land  Act, 
who  are  in  that  position  of  hardship. 
But  the  fact  that  there  are  still  so  many 
tenants  ^ho  have  not  the  advantage  of 
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judicial  rents  is  not  only  due  to  this  law. 
There  is  abundant  and  overwhelming 
proof  that  the  utmost  hostility  is  enter- 
tained by  the  landlords  against  the  ten- 
ants who  desire  to  enter  the  Land  Court. 
In  October  last  I  became  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  a  property 
between  Tralee  and  Listowel.  There 
was  one  holding,  in  the  middle  of 
many  others,  the  tenant  of  which  ob- 
tained a  judicial  rent.  He  happened  to 
be  in  the  possession  of  money,  and, 
therefore,  was  independent  and  cared 
nothing  for  his  landlord.  The  result  of 
his  appeal  to  the  Land  Court  was  that 
the  rent  was  reduced  from  £30  to  £12, 
while  all  the  tenants  around  him  still  re- 
mained rack-rented.  Only  last  week,  in 
Enniskillen,  the  agent  of  Lord  Massey 
received  a  large  number  of  notices  from 
tenants  anxious  to  liave  judicial  rents 
fixed  by  the  Land  Coiirt ;  and  he  re- 
taliated at  once  by  serving  something 
like  100  notices  of  ejectment  on  the 
unfortunate  tenants.  I  now  come  to 
the  170,000  tenants  who,  up  to  August 
last,  had  their  rents  fixed  in  one  way 
or  another.  What  is  their  position?! 
During  the  first  years  of  the  existence  I 
of  the  Land  Court,  the  reduction  of  rent ' 
was  so  insignificant  that  to  perpetuate 
such  reduced  rents  for  15  years  was  a 
grievance  of  which  there  was  much 
bitter  complaint,  even  among  the 
170,000  tenants  whose  judicial  rents  had 
been  fixed.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon),  in  a  forcible  speech  which 
he  made  last  year  on  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
gave  the  House  some  striking  instances 
of  rack-renting.  I  cannot  mention  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
without  paying  him  a  tribute  in  this 
House  for  the  courage  and  ability  with 
which  he  has  enunciated  his  views.  J 
think  that  a  somewhat  unfair  and  un- 
worthy sneer  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson),  the  other  night, 
with  respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
always  has  the  courage  of  his  convic- 
tions ;  and,  as  far  as  I  have  come  across 
him,  his  honour,  truthfulness,  and  every- 
thing which  proceeds  from  him,  make 
him  a  man  whose  qualities  may  justly 
arouse  our  sincere  admiration.  Since 
August  other  reductions  have  been 
made.  The  other  day  the  Land  Com* 
miitioners  went  through  a  list  of  cases 


at  Manorhamilton,  in  Leitrim  County. 
The  name  of    the    landlord   in  every 
instance  was   that    of   Colonel   Loftus 
Tottenham.    In  five  instances  the  rents 
were  reduced  from    £89  to  £37.     In 
other   years    Colonel    Tottenham   had 
been  annually  charging  the  five  tenants 
to  whom  this  reduction  applies  178  per 
cent  too  much,  if  the  reduced  rent  is  a 
fair  rent.    There  are  some  other  cases 
reported  from  Ireland  in  reference  to 
the  estates  of   Colonel   King-Harmaa. 
In  that  case,  the  rents  upon  four  hold- 
ings were  reduced  from  £42  to  £19.     I 
am  told  that  these  are  the  names  whichi 
are  borne  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Winchester  and  the  hon.  and 
fallant  Member  who  sits  for  the  Thanet 
division  of  Kent.  If  that  be  so,  I  think 
it  concerns  them  and  some  other  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  who  are  in  a 
similar  position  to  give  some  explanation. 
I  have  here  also  some  figures  in  regard 
to  the  County  of  Longford.     Upon  one 
estate  the  facts  appear  to  be  veiy  re- 
markable indeed,  for  I  find  that  upon 
25  holdings  the  total  rent  was  reduced 
from  £232  to  £73  ;  and  that  in  one  in- 
stance it  was  reduced  from  £6  lOt.  to 
£l  12«.    I  quite  agree  with  Lord  Salis- 
bury that  there  has  been  '*  organized  em- 
bezzlement ''  in  Ireland ;  but  \l  has  not 
been  on  the  part  of  the  tenants.    Nor  ia 
the  organized  embezzlement  on  the  part 
of  the  Land  League ;  but  on  the  part  of 
the  landlords,  who  have  behaved  in  this 
manner  towards  their  tenants.  No  doubt 
I  may  be  told  that    the  rent  of   the 
170,000  tenants  which  has  been  fixed  bj 
the  Land  Court  ought  to  be  held  sacred, 
as  their  case  is  ditferent  from  those  of 
the  tenants  who  have  not  gone  into 
Court.    The  sacred  character  of  these 
rents  was  held  up  to  us  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  last  August,  and  I  remember 
the  Prime  Minister  saying  that  if  any 
mistake  was  made  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners the  English  taxpayer  would  have 
to  bear  the  loss  and  not  the  Irish  land- 
lord.   The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  proved 
to  demonstration  that  in  regard  to  many 
of  the  tenants  who  had  g^ne  into  Court, 
their  case  was  much  worse  than  if  thej 
had  remained  outside.    In  the  case  of 
those  who  went  into  the  Land  Court  in 
1882,  1883,  and  1884,  the  reduction  was 
of    such    an    infinitesimal    character 
that  the  fixing  of  it  for  15  years  was 
a  greater  wrong  than  the  relief  the 
tenants  wore  afforded-    I  do  not,  bow* 
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ever,  rely  on  anything  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  this  matter,  or 
on  anything  that  was  stated  by  anyone 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  prefer  to 
fall  back  upon  the  words  of  a  great 
Irish  landlora  who  holds  a  high  position 
in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty,  and  who 
wrote  a  letter  on  the  Slst  of  October  last 
which  contains  this  sentence — 

**Her  Majesty's  Government  have,  by  their 
action  In  appointiDg  a  Royal  Commission,  to 
some  extent  re-opened  the  question  of  rent." 

He  backed  up  his  opinion  by  making 
a  reduction  of  4s,  in  the  pound  upon 
the  rents  on  his  own  estates  in  the 
County  of  Kerry.  There  is,  as  will  be 
seen,  a  qualification  in  that  letter.  I 
believe  it  is  one  of  the  customs  of  this 
House  that  when  a  Messenger  from  the 
House  of  Lords  approaches  the  door, 
the  Door-keeper  is  required  to  close  the 
entrance  to  this  chamber.  Now,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  this,  which  is  an  asser- 
tion of  the  Privileges  of  this  House, 
would  be  inoperative  if  the  door  were 
left  open  for  only  three  inches,  and  the 
Door-keeper  received  no  orders  from  the 
8ergeant-at-Arms  to  close  it  effectively. 
I  look  upon  the  words  of  the  letter  to 
which  I  have  referred,  **  to  some  ex- 
tent," in  the  same  light.  **The  Go- 
vernment, by  appointing  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission, entirely  abandoned  the  sacred- 
ness  of  judicial  rents.  These  words  were 
written  by  Lord  Lansdowne,  a  nobleman 
whom  Lord  Salisbury,  in  his  dire  ex- 
tremity, towards  the  beginning  of  Jan- 
uary, telegraphed  3,000  miles  away 
to  come  and  help  him.  In  giving  an 
abatement  of  the  judicial  rents,  Lord 
Lansdowne  was  only  doing  what  has 
been  going  on  all  over  Ireland.  Judicial 
rents,  iized  under  the  Land  Act,  in 
this  time  of  pressure  have  become 
unfair.  Sir,  1  have  endeavoured  to 
show  to  the  House  that  the  property 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  much  has 
been  created  by  the  tenants ;  that  the 
rent  has  been  fixed  by  one  side  only ; 
that  a  large  portion  of  those  outside 
the  Land  Court  are  precluded  by  law 
from  entering  it ;  that  obstacles  are 
placed  in  the  way  of  the  tenants  which 
prevent  them  from  obtaining  relief. 
Wherever  rents  have  been  adjudicated 
upon,  rack-renting  in  Ireland  has  been 
proved  up  to  the  hilt.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  maintain  that  the  legal 
obligations  we  are  asked  to  enforce  by 
the  Criminal  Law   are  obligations  to 
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which  the  moral  law  gives  no  sanction. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  agree  to  the  appeal 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  the  other  night— 
that  we  should  discuss  the  law  as  we 
find  it.  But  what  I  contend  is,  that  the 
law,  as  it  now  stands,  is  unjust.  The 
rights  of  property,  reasonably  under- 
stood, form  a  great  security  for  the 
rights  of  the  people;  and  if  you  do 
anything  to  sap  the  rights  of  property 
you  will  strike  a  great  blow  against 
the  security  of  the  rights  of  the  people. 
All  we  want  is  that  property  should  be 
understood  in  its  right  sense;  and  I 
think  that  property  in  this  case  rather 
lies  with  the  tenant  than  with  the  land- 
lord. It  would  be  very  much  better  if 
we  hoard  a  little  more  of  the  rights  of 
humanity.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about 
the  maintenance  of  the  Union ;  and  I  am 
sure  all  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
will  respond  to  all  that  has  been  said 
to-night  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  upon  the  subject.  There  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  going  up  and  down 
shouting  about  the  maintenance  of  the 
Union ;  but  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  towards 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech  on  Friday 
last  were  somewhat  significant.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  it 
was  no  use  to  maintain  the  Union  unless 
you  maintain  the  law.  We  say  the  law 
must  be  made  just  before  you  maintain 
it.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  who  has  been  treated  a  little  dis- 
respectfully this  evening — for  he  has 
been  called  a  crutch,  to  be  thrown 
aside  whenever  no  longer  needed — 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Eos- 
sendale, who,  I  believe,  in  the  opinion 
of  himself  and  his  supporters,  holds  the 
fate  of  the  Government  in  his  hands, 
recommends  all  who  are  interested  in 
this  Irish  Question  to  read  Mr.  Dicey' s 
book.  I  have  read  that  book  with  very 
great  interest,  and  I  think  that  one  of 
the  books  which  will  contribute  most  to 
the  solution  of  the  Irish  problem  will  be 
that  book,  because  it  contains  all  that 
can  be  said  on  the  side  of  those  who  are 

Eosing  as  Unionists,  and  that  is  very 
ttle  indeed.  I  should  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  stand  by  these  words  of  Mr. 
Dicey  ?— 
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<*  lliat  the  best  interests,  botli  of  Great  Bri- 
tain  and  Ireland,  imperatively  require  that  the 
^eat  effort  to  give  a  better  Government  to  Ire- 
land which  was  begun  by  Mr.  Gladstone  should 
be  firmly  persevered  in  until  a  desirable  settle- 
ment is  arrived  at ;  that  sach  settlement  must 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  electors,  as  ex- 
pressed by  their  Constitutional  Representatives 
m  Parliament ;  and  that  the  only  plan  which 
will  satisfy  either  the  justice  or  the  policy  of 
the  case  is  that  of  an  Irish  Legislative  Body  for 
the  management  of  what  Parliament  should 
decide  to  be  distinctively  Irish  affairs.*' 

That  resolution  was  drawn  with  great 
care,  and  I  think  that  within  it  are  to 
be  found  the  elements  of  a  desirable 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  and 
that  without  the  lines  of  that  resolution 
no  permanent  settlement  can  be  arrived 
at.  I  think  that,  by  adopting  measures 
in  harmony  with  that  declaration,  and 
by  that  course  only,  shall  we  be  doing 
what  lies  in  our  power  to  briug  about 
the  realization  of  that  prayer  with 
which  we  begin  our  proceedings  every 
day — namely,  that  the  result  of  our 
deliberations  may  lead  to  the  uniting 
and  knitting  together  of  the  hearts  and 
estates  of  all  within  this  Healm. 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  debate,  being  a  Scottish  land- 
lord, who,  within  the  last  few  weeks, 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  go  over  to  Ire- 
land to  try  and  judge  for  himself  of  the 
position  of  the  Irish  small  tenantry  ; 
and,  as  far  as  in  him  lay,  to  understand 
the  apparently  irreconcilable  differ- 
ences which  pervaded  the  discu^ion  of 
the  Irish  Question  in  Parliament  and 
throughout  this  country^  For  this  pur- 
e  he  visited  the  West  and  South  of 
and,  and  not  only  found  much  to 
iterest  him,  but  much  to  instruct  him. 
ing,  as  he  did,  from  a  district  where 
was  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the 
nary  system  of  land  tenure  and  cul- 
n,  to  a  land  where  all  the  arrange- 
were  entirely  different,  the  first 
that  mainly  impressed  him  was  the 
te  difference  between  the  notions 
natural  sequence  of  law  and  order 
prevailed  in  Ireland  and  in  this 
The  Chief  Secretary  on  Fri- 
pressed  very  well  the  feeling  of 
e  of  the  Channel,  when  he  de« 
that  law  was  for  the  protection  of 
ny  against  the  few.  But  the  first 
that  impressed  itself  upon  him 
yell)  in  Kerry  and  the  West  of 
was,  that  the  law  was  regarded 
j^preat  bulk  pf  the  people  for  the 
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protection  of  the  few  as  against  the 
many.     The  law  of  the  land  there  was 
not  followed  by  order,  but  by  disorder, 
and  any  addition  to  the  law  with  the 
view  of  promoting  order  would  rather 
tend  in  the  opposite  direction.     In  fact, 
the  state  of  feeling  among  the  Irish 
people  had  given  rise  to  the  common 
notion  that  anyone  who  broke  the  law 
was  doing  a  useful  and  patriotic  deed ; 
and  if  he  should  be  so  fortunate  as  to 
get  into  gaol  on  account  of  his  law- 
breaking,  he  became  a  hero  in  the  eyes 
of  the  Irish  people,  whether  he  had 
done  rightly  or  wrongly.     And  this  was 
more  particularly  the  case  if  the  law- 
breaking  had  reference  to  a  question 
of    land    tenure    or    the    payment    of 
rent.      The  law  was    regarded   as  an 
engine    for    upholding    a    system    of 
police    rule    centring    in    Dublin,    of 
which  the  chief  function  in  the  coun- 
try districts  was  to  bring  home  to  the 
minds  of  the  small  tenants  the  rights' 
of  the  landlord  as  defined  by  law,  but 
which  did  not  bring  home  to  the  land- 
owning classes  the  duties  they  owed  to 
the  tenantry.  He  had  twice  visited  Glen- 
beigh  during  the  course  of  the  evic- 
tions; and,  regarding  the  character  of 
the  land  and  the  extraordinary  rents 
charged  for  it,  he  would  say  that  if  any 
Scottish  farmers  were  to  be  asked  to 
pay  anything  like  these  rents  they  would 
scorn  the  idea.    It  was  notorious  that 
the  money  paid  as  rent  was  derived  from 
the  wages  of  labour  in  other  districts  of 
the  country,  and  in  the  harvest  fields  of 
England  and  Scotland.     With  the  in- 
crease of  machinery  in  agricultural  opera- 
tions, however,  and  still  more  from  the 
general  depression  in  agriculture,  those 
sources  of  additional  income  were  cut 
away  from  them,  and  now  they  had  only 
their  own  holdings  to  depend  upon.     It 
was  only  natural,   therefore,   that  the 
rental    which    they    had    unguardedly 
agreed  to    pay  should    be   in    arrear, 
as  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  ex- 
tract it  from  the  land.    Glenbeigh  was 
an  instance  of  inconsiderateness  on  the 
part  of  the  landowner  in  allowing  a 
population  far  in  excess  of  the  capabili- 
ties of  the  land  to  obtain  a  footing  on  it ; 
and  of  the  utmost  carelessness  and  cu- 
pidity on  the  part  of  the  mortgagee,  who 
had  advanced  a  large  sum  of  money  to 
the  owners  on  what  was  absolutely  in- 
sufficient security,  and  the  tenantry  were 
now  paying  the  penalty.    He  must  say 
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<<  If  the  Union  is  to  be  maintained  with  ad- 
vantage to  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  roust  make 
the  most  strenuous,  firm,  and  continuous  effort — 
lasting,  it  may  well  be,  for  20  years  or  more—  to 
enforce,  thrbughout  every  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  obedience  to  the  law  of  the  land. 
This  effort*'— 

and  I  particularly  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  Memjbers  to  this  passage — 

**  This  effort  can  only  be  justified  by  the 
equally  strenuous  determination  (which  must 
involve  an  infinity  of  trouble)  to  give  ear  to 
every  Irish  complaint,  and  to  see  that  the  laws 
which  tiie  Irish  people  obey  are  laws  of  justice, 
and,  what  is  much  the  same  thing,  laws  which, 
in  the  long  run,  the  people  of  Ireland  will  feel 
tobejust.^' 

If  the  Government  and  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  apply 
themselves  to  carry  out  the  proposition 
which  Mr.  Dicey  there  tries  to  enforce, 
they  will  have  to  move  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent direction  to  that  they  have  indi- 
cated in  the  Queen's  Speech.  Now,  Sir, 
the  agrarian  question  is  only  part  of 
this  Irish  problem,  as  anyone  who  has 
only  looked  even  at  its  fringe  will  readily 
admit.  I  suppose  there  will  be  another 
opportunity  within  the  next  few  weeks — 
namely,  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  lay  their  proposals  for  the  reform 
of  the  Criminal  Law  before  the  House — 
to  discuss  the  administration  of  Crimi- 
nal Law  in  Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  I 
do  not  propose  to  dwell  upon  that  sub- 
ject. I,  however,  pledge  myself  to 
make  good,  if  I  then  have  the  chance, 
my  words  that  the  state  of  things  which 
has  lately  existed  in  Ireland  would  not 
be  tolerated  for  a  single  week  in  Eng- 
land. A  very  astounding  remark  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  during  his  speech  on  Friday 
last.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  have  been  somewhat  nettled 
oy  the  very  remarkable  speech  which 
was  delivered  at  the  Connaught  Winter 
Assizes  by  Chief  Baron  Palles.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  remarked 
that  the  Chief  Baron  appeared  to  have 
fallen  into  a  mistake  on  that  occasion. 
Well,  now.  Sir,  I  am  not  sure  it  con- 
duces to  the  administration  or  enforce- 
ment of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  should  be  found  to 
say  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  a  great  Irish  Judge  has  fallen 
into  a  mistake.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that,  if  the  Chief  Baron  fell  into  a 


mistake  at  Sligo  with  regard  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol,  is  it  not  possible  that  an- 
other Irish  Judge  sitting  in  Dublin  has 
fallen  into  a  mistake  with  regard  to  the 
hon.    Member    for    East    Mayo    (Mr. 
Dillon)  ?    Is  it  calculated  to  teach  the 
Irish  people  to  respect  what  Judges  say 
— that  the  Member  of  the  Cabinet  re- 
sponsible for  Irish  government  should 
tell  us  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
an  Irish  Judge  has  been  making  mis- 
takes ?    Sir,  if  the  law  with  regard  to 
the  agrarian  question  were  put  upon  a 
proper  basis,  we  should  only  have  begun 
with  the  Irish  problem.    The  demand 
for  self-government  in  Ireland  is  much 
more  ancient  than  the  agrarian  diffi- 
culty, and  it  is  much  more  deeply  rooted 
than  any  question  about  rent.     It  rests 
upon    the   most    indestructible  feeling 
that  animates  any  of  us — the  love  of 
liberty.    We  all  know  that  the  aj^rarian 
question,  so  far  as  evictions  and  small 
holdings  are  concerned,  is  maiiily  the 
creation  of  this  century.     It  is  largely 
due,  ds-^r.  O'Connell  showed  in  this 
House  in^ 4.846,  to  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed    betweofi   1B15    and    IbSO,  and 
to    the    politicat"^^«ircumstances    which 
favoured  the  creation^H^all  holdings. 
The  demand  for  self-sraW'QD^o'^t  rests 
upon  another  basis.     I  enttj®*y  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  ifcrthamp- 
ton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  as  to  theW>^o  ^^ 
temper  in  which  we  should  discof®  ^® 
matter.    I  do  not    think    that    «^^Jf' 
speeches  from  criminal  lawyers  0A7*® 
other    side,   made    up  very  lar^lyl*** 
cuttings  from  the    speeches    of    Irir 
Members  below  the  Gangway  in  yet 
different  times  to  these,  add  much   f, 
the  prospect  of  a  solution  of  the  Irisl 
problem.    The  attitude  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  this  matter  is  perfectly  clear  1 
and  unhesitating.     The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington    (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  alluded  very  sig- 
nificantly, and  with  great  force,   to  the 
great  volume  of  public  opinion  of  which 
sometimes  we  hear  the  faint  echo  in  this 
House,  but  which  does  not   penetrate 
into  those  palatial  chambers    in    Pall 
Mall.    We  had  a  representative  con- 
ference of  the  Liberal  Party  at  Lieeds 
in  November  last.    Men  were  g^athered 
from  all  parts  of  the  country,    and   it 
was  my  honour  to  move  a  resolution, 
which  I  venture  to  quote  in  this  Ho\\9e' 
That  resolutioQ  wi^a-^ 
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**  lliat  the  beat  interests,  botli  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  imperatively  require  that  the 
great  effort  to  give  a  better  Government  to  Ire- 
land which  was  begun  by  Mr.  Gladstone  should 
be  firmly  persevered  in  until  a  desirable  settle- 
ment is  arrived  at ;  that  such  settlement  mast 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  electors,  as  ex- 
pressed by  their  Constitutional  Representatives 
m  Parliament ;  and  that  the  only  plan  which 
will  satisfy  either  the  justice  or  the  policy  of 
the  case  is  that  of  an  Irish  Legislative  Body  for 
the  management  of  what  Parliament  should 
decide  to  be  distinctively  Irish  affairs." 

That  Tesolution  was  drawn  with  great 
care,  and  I  think  that  within  it  are  to 
be  found  the  elements  of  a  desirable 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  and 
that  without  the  lines  of  that  resolution 
no  permanent  settlement  can  be  arrived 
at.  I  think  that,  by  adopting  measures 
in  harmony  with  that  declaration,  and 
by  that  course  only,  shall  we  be  doing 
what  lies  in  our  power  to  bring  about 
the  realization  of  that  prayer  with 
which  we  begin  our  proceedings  every 
day— namely,  that  the  result  of  our 
deliberations  may  lead  to  the  uniting 
and  knitting  together  of  the  hearts  and 
estates  of  all  within  this  Healm. 

Me.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  debate,  being  a  Scottish  land- 
lord, who,  within  the  last  few  weeks, 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  go  over  to  Ire- 
land to  try  and  judge  for  himself  of  the 
position  of  the  Irish  small  tenantry  ; 
and,  as  far  as  in  him  lay,  to  understand 
tbe    apparently    irreconcilable    differ- 
ences which  pervaded  the  discussion  of 
the  Irish   Question  in  Parliament  and 
throughout  this  country^    For  this  pur- 
pose he  visited  the  West  and  South  of 
Ireland,  and  not  only  found  much  to 
interest  him,  but  much  to  instruct  him. 
Coming,  as  he  did,  from  a  district  where 
he  was  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the 
ordinary  system  of  land  tenure  and  cul- 
tivation, to  a  land  where  all  the  arrange- 
ments were  entirely  different,  the  first 
thing  that  mainly  impressed  him  was  the 
absolute  difference  between  the  notions 
of  the  natural  sequence  of  law  and  order 
which  prevailed  in  Ireland  and  in  this 
country.     The  Chief  Secretary  on  Fri- 
day expressed  very  well  the  feeling  of 
.this  side  of  the  Channel,  when  he  de- 
clared that  law  was  for  the  protection  of 
many  against  the  few.    But  the  first 
lotion  that  impressed  itself  upon  him 
Lyell)  in  Kerry  and  the  West  of 
ind  was,  that  the  law  was  regarded 
the  great  bulk  pf  the  people  for  the 


protection  of  the  few  as  against  the 
many.    The  law  of  the  land  there  was 
not  followed  by  order,  but  by  disorder, 
and  any  addition  to  the  law  with  the 
view  of  promoting  order  would  rather 
tend  in  the  opposite  direction.    In  fact, 
the  state  of  feeling  among  the  Irish 
people  had  given  rise  to  the  common 
notion  that  anyone  who  broke  the  law 
was  doing  a  useful  and  patriotic  deed  ^ 
and  if  he  should  be  so  fortunate  as  to 
get  into  gaol  on  account  of  his  law- 
breaking,  he  became  a  hero  in  the  eyes 
of  the  Irish  people,  whether  he  had 
done  rightly  or  wrongly.     And  this  was 
more  particularly  the  case  if  the  law- 
breaking  had  reference  to  a  question 
of   land    tenure    or    the    payment    of 
rent.     The  law  was    regarded   as  an 
engine    for    upholding    a    system    of 
police    rule    centring    in     Dublin,    of 
which  the  chief  function  in  the  coun- 
try districts  was  to  bring  home  to  the 
minds  of  the  small  tenants  the  rights' 
of  the  landlord  as  defined  by  law,  but 
which  did  not  bring  home  to  the  land- 
owning classes  the  duties  they  owed  to 
the  tenantry.  He  had  twice  visited  Glen- 
beigh  during  the  course  of  the  evic- 
tions; and,  regarding  the  character  of 
the  land  and  the  extraordinary  rents 
charged  for  it,  he  would  say  that  if  any 
Scottish  farmers  were  to  be  asked  to 
pay  anything  like  these  rents  they  would 
scorn  the  idea.    It  was  notorious  that 
the  money  paid  as  rent  was  derived  from 
the  wages  of  labour  in  other  districts  of 
the  country,  and  in  the  harvest  fields  of 
England  and  Scotland.     With  the  in- 
crease of  machinery  in  agricultural  opera- 
tions, however,  and  still  more  from  the 
general  depression  in  agriculture,  those 
sources  of  additional  income  were  cut 
away  from  them,  and  now  they  had  only 
their  own  holdings  to  depend  upon.    It 
was  only  natural,   therefore,   that  the 
rental    which    they    had    unguardedly 
agreed  to    pay  should    be   in    arrear, 
as  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  ex- 
tract it  from  the  land.    Glenbeigh  was 
an  instance  of  inconsiderateness  on  the 
part  of  the  landowner  in  allowing  a 
population  far  in  excess  of  the  capabili- 
ties of  the  land  to  obtain  a  footing  on  it ; 
and  of  the  utmost  carelessness  and  cu- 
pidity on  the  part  of  the  mortgagee,  who 
had  advanced  a  large  sum  of  money  to 
the  owners  on  what  was  absolutely  in- 
sufficient security,  and  the  tenantry  were 
now  paying  the  penalty.    He  must  say 
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his  sympathies,  when  he  saw  them,  were 
entirely  with  the  people.  In  reading 
over  the  reports  of  the  denunciations 
that  were  levelled  against  the  mortga- 
gee and  the  owner,  he  could  not  think 
that  the  terms  used  were  too  harsh  in 
condemning  a  system  which  led  to  the 
wanton  and  brutal  outrage  of  evicting  a 
number  of  those  wretched  peasants  in 
the  winter  season,  and  leaving  them  on 
the  roadside.  It  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  earn  rent  there ;  and  the  whole 
system  cried  out  to  this  country  against 
the  use  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
and  the  law  to  support  what  was  quite 
contrary  to  the  most  elementary  prin- 
ciples of  ordinary  justice  and  humanity. 
If  a  farmer  in  Scotland  or  England 
gave  up  his  holding  at  the  end  of  his 
lease,  he  was  entitled  to  get  from  the 
incoming  tenant,  or  the  owner,  the  value 
of  such  improvements  as  he  had  made, 
and  such  conditions  were  supposed,  in  a 
broad  wlay,  to  be  included  in  the  Land 
Act  of  1881 ;  but  the  tenant  in  Ireland 
could  only  obtain  value  for  the  improve- 
ments he  had  made  by  public  auction 
from  the  incoming  tenant.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  tenant  found  that  he 
could  obtain  no  money  equivalent  to 
the  improvements  he  had  made.  A  man 
who  took  a  holding  from  which  a  tenant 
had  been  evicted,  and  on  which  the 
tenant's  improvements  had  been  con- 
iiscated,  was  called  a  '*  land  grabber," 
and  was  ostracized  by  all  his  neigh- 
bours. These  evictions  were  not  only 
contrary  to  our  ideas  of  right  and 
humanity,  but  were  also  disa:«diting 
the  law.  How  could  they  wonder  that 
the  law  was  discredited,  and  that  dis- 
order followed  its  enforcement?  For 
his  own  part,  he  believed  that  the 
law  and  the  agents  of  the  law,  in  the 
shape  of  a  larg^  military  police  force, 
were  kept  up  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  class,  with  the  result  that  the 
people  were  becoming  thoroughly  de- 
moralised. The  other  organization  for 
the  promotion  of  order— the  National 
League — was  doing  a  useful  work  for 
maintaining  peace  in  the  country,  and 
it  was  in  the  places  where  it  was  least  in 
operation  that  they  found  those  Moon- 
light outrages  committed  which  were 
imiversally  deplored.  He  thoroughly 
endorsed  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell)  in  one  of  the  debates  of  last 
don,  when  he  said  that  if  the  ad- 
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ministration  of  order  were  left  in  the 
hands  of  an  Irish  Executive  they  would 
be  able  to  deal  effectively  with  any  out- 
rages that  occurred.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  over-congestion  of  the 
people  on  the  land,  he  had  seen  that 
this  was  the  case  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  thoroughly  endomed  the 
opinion  of  the  Chief  Secretary  that  this 
question  was  one  of  the  most  urgent 
and  one  of  the  most  difficult  that  the 
Administration  could  undertake;  but, 
for  his  own  part,  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  Administration  framed  as  the  pre- 
sent one  was  could  solve  it.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  population  there  was 
far  in  excess  of  what  it  ought  to  be ; 
that  was  admitted  on  all  hands.  The 
removal  of  a  portion  of  the  people  was 
absolutely  necessary ;  but  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  could  only  be  effectively 
dealt  with  by  a  Body  which  was  in  sym- 
pathy and  in  harmony  with  the  feelings 
of  the  people,  and  which  thoroughly 
understood  the  conditions  of  the  case. 
He  felt  sure  that  if  more  hon.  Members 
would  follow  his  example  and  go  once 
to  Ireland  with  the  desire  of  impartially 
examining  into  the  whole  question,  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  arrive  at  a 
settlement  which  would  be  final,  which 
would  reasonably  satisfy  the  Irish  people, 
which  would  be  honourable  to  this 
country,  and  which  would  secure  the 
union  of  the  two  countries  in  a  bond  of 
peace,  amity,  and  increased  prosperity. 

LoBD  ERNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 
N.)  said,  that  they  had  heard  in  the 
course  of  that  debate  several  expressions 
of  indigpiiation  at  the  action  of  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland  in  evicting  their  tenants. 
He  did  not  dispute  the  existence  of  the 
evictions,  but  he  denied  that  they  were 
attributable  to  tyranny  or  cruelty  on  the 
part  of  the  landlords  as  had  been  al- 
leged. The  landlords  in  Ireland  had, 
on  the  contrary,  been  doing  their  utmost 
to  avoid  the  necessity  of  evictions,  and 
it  was  hon.  Members  opposite  who  had 
done  everything  in  their  power  to  en- 
courage evictions.  They  would  all  re- 
member that  during  the  debate  last 
autumn  on  the  Tenant  Relief  Bill  they 
had  heard  most  gloomy  forebodings  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  What  had 
turned  out  to  be  the  case  ?  Instead  of 
the  wholesale  evictions  which  had  been 
prophesied,  they  found  the  landlords 
giving  great  reductions.  Although 
several  Iri^h  Members  had  spokea  in 
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that  debate,  there  had  been  very  little 
said  about  the  G-lenbeigh  evictions ;  in 
fact,  most  of  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  avoided  the  topic.  What  was  the 
reason  for  this  ?  Hoq.  Members  oppo- 
site had  told  their  constituents  in  ire- 
land  that  these  evictions  were  the  death- 
blow of  Irish  landlordism,  and  that  they 
would  proclaim  to  the  English  people 
the  tyranny  of  the  Irish  landlords.  The 
reason  of  their  reticence  now  was  that  full 
publicity  had  been  given  to  the  facts  of 
these  evictions,  and  that  it  was  seen  that, 
so  far  from  landlords  and  their  agents 
being  rack-renters,  they  had  acted  with 
a  forbearance  almost  unprecedented ; 
and  that  these  evictions  had  been  caused, 
not  by  the  landlords,  but  by  the  opera- 
tions of  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
Bench.  In  reading  the  accounts  of  these 
oases  in  the  papers,  it  was  impossible 
not  to  feel  pity  and  commiseration  for 
the  unfortunate  people ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  impossible  to  avoid  some 
feeling  of  contempt  for  people  who  were 
such  absolute  slaves  as  to  allow  them- 
selves to  be  duped  in  order  to  please  a 
party  of  unscrupulous  agitators.  It  had 
oeen  abundantly  made  manifest  that  the 
agent  on  this  estate  had  shown  indul- 
gence to  the  verge  of  abandoning  the 
property.  Certainly,  the  landlord  and 
agent  on  this  estate  contrasted  very 
favourably  with  certain  Irish  Members 
opposite,  who  were  landlords,  and  al- 
most all  of  whom  exacted  the  uttermost 
farthing  from  their  tenantry.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Convbeare) 
had  taken  an  active  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Glenbeigh.  It  might  be 
well  if  the  hon.  Member  purchased 
the  estate,  which  he  could  obtain  very 
cheaply,  and  set  an  example  of  what  a 
modem  landlord  should  be.  Some  of 
the  advice  he  had  given  to  the  tenants 
was  remarkable.  He  had  suggested 
that  bailiffs  should  be  brained,  and  that 
jurors  should  commit  perjury. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid), 
rising  to  a  point  of  Order,  asked  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  in  Order  in  charging 
an  hon.  Member  with  inciting  the  Irish 
people  to  commit  perjury  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  understood 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  arguing  that 
on  the  interpretation  of  a  series  of 
speeches  they  amounted  to  a  recom- 
mendation to  that  course. 

LoBD  EENE8T  HAMILTON  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Cony- 


beare)  had  stated  that  in  the  past  jories 
had  violated  their  oaths  rather  than  con- 
vict under  certain  laws  that  they  con- 
sidered unjust,  and  he  said  that  was  a 
precedent  they  should  remember.  Not 
a  single  hon.  Member  had  suggested 
what  he  would  have  done  if  he  had  been 
the  landlord  of  the  Glenbeigh  estate. 
Some  people  seemed  to  think  that  Irish 
landlords  took  a  cruel  and  vindictive 
delight  in  evicting  their  tenants.  But 
the  Irish  landlord  had  everything  to  lose 
and  nothing  to  gain  by  eviction.  He 
lost  the  goodwill  of  his  tenant  and  the 
rent  of  his  farm,  for  no  one  would  take 
it  when  vacant.  No  landlord,  therefore, 
would  think  of  resorting  to  eviction  un- 
less driven  to  it.  He  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dar- 
lington (Mr.  T.  Fry),  and  had  been  im- 
pressed with  its  evident  sincerity;  but 
that  hon.  Member  declared  that  he  had 
no  sympathy  with  any  tenant  who  could 
pay  and  combined  not  to  do  so.  He  said 
that  from  his  visit  to  Glenbeigh  he  felt 
convinced  that  the  tenants  could  not 
pay.  But  that  there  were  combinations 
on  certain  estates  where  the  tenants 
could  pay  was  admitted  by  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon);  and  if  there  were  such  cases,  how 
were  the  landlords  to  tell  whether  it  was 
inability  or  combination  that  led  to  the 
refusal  to  pay  rent  ?  Speeches  delivered 
in  various  parts  of  Ireland  by  the  leaders 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign  showed  that 
those  leaders  were  desirous  of  pushing 
on  evictions,  which  served  them  in 
various  ways.  Evictions  stirred  up  ill- 
feeling  against  the  landlords,  afforded 
fuel  for  agitation,  filled  their  ranks  with 
reckless  men,  and  secured  money  from 
America— money  which  was  not  always 
devoted  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
contributed.  What  had  taken  place  on 
the  Clanricarde  property  was  very  cha- 
racteristic. The  tenants  demanded  a  re- 
duction of  25  per  cent,  and  the  land- 
lord subsequently  wrote  offering  20 
per  cent.  A  settlement  was  about 
to  be  arrived  at  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  came  down  from 
Dublin,  and  though  ho  had  not  been 
there  for  five  years,  and  could  not, 
therefore,  know  anything  of  his  own 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
estate,  he  advised  that  40  per  cent 
should  be  demanded.  There  was  no 
pretence  that  in  this  case  the  tenants 
could  not  pay.    The   estate  had  been 
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selected  because  of  the  known  stub- 
bornness of  the  Olanricarde  tenantry. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Majo  had  recently 
challenged  the  administrators  of  the  law 
in  Ireland  to  produce  one  case  in  which 
he  had  advised  tenants  to  refuse  to 
accept  a  reasonable  reduction.  The 
Woodford  case,  he  held,  might  be  cited 
conclusively  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's chalUnge.  If,  at  a  future  time, 
there  should  be  scenes  at  Woodford  like 
those  which  had  been  witnessed  at 
Glenbeigh,  who,  he  asked,  would  be  to 
blame — the  landlord,  or  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo?  The  Nationalist  Members 
were  of  opinion  that  landlordism  was 
the  great  obstacle  in  the  way  of  separa- 
tion ;  and  they  had,  therefore,  determined 
to  cut  off  the  supplies  of  the  landlords 
in  order,  if  possible,  to  exterminate 
them.  The  destruction  was  sought  to  be 
accomplished  by  a  No  Bent  Manifesto, 
or  by  inducing  the  tenants  to  ask  for 
impossible  reductions  of  rent.  Was 
it  not  apparent  to  everybody  that  in  a 
case  like  that  of  Glenbeigh,  where  the 
tenants  had  not  paid  rent  for  five  and 
nine  years,  something  more  than  a  re- 
duction of  rent  was  necessary?  The 
landowning  class  was  credited  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  with  the  wish  to  rob 
and  crush  the  tenants.  He  could  assure 
the  Members  to  whom  he  was  referring 
that  many  of  those  sitting  on  his  own 
side  of  the  House  would  gladly  join 
with  them  in  any  rational  movement 
for  the  improvement  of  the  tenants' 
condition  if  there  were  the  slight- 
est indications  that  their  desire  to 
benefit  the  tenants  was  sincere.  It  was, 
however,  impossible  to  find  any  such 
indications;  instead  of  benefiting  the 
tenants  they  wished  to  lower  them  in 
order  to  injure  the  landlords.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  never  tried  to  im- 
prove the  conditions  of  farming,  or  to 
teach  the  tenants  how  to  make  the  most 
of  their  wretched  holdings.  Even  an 
insolvent  tenant  was  seldom  allowed  to 
sell  his  interest  in  his  farm;  he  was 
compelled  to  wait  in  order  that  he  might 
resist  eviction.  The  boast  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  that  at  this  moment 
400  farms  in  Kerry  were  derelict,  no 
tenant  daring  to  set  his  foot  upon  them, 
showed  to  what  a  state  the  interference 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  had  reduced 
the  country.  He  thought  that  if  all  the 
parties  concerned  were  to  co-operate, 
much  might  be  done  to  raise  the  tenants 
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— even  those  at  Glenbeigh — ^to  positions 
of  comparative  affluence.  At  present, 
the  different  parties  were  directing  their 
energies  to  one  another's  injury,  and 
the  landlord  was  unwilling  to  improve 
his  property,  because  experience  taught 
him  that  if  he  were  to  spend  every  far- 
thing of  his  income  upon  it  he  would 
still  be  held  up  to  odium  as  a  rack- 
renter,  and  his  tenants  would  still  be 
induced  to  withhold  their  rents.  If  the 
landlords,  the  parish  priests,  and  the 
Nationalists  combined  to  effect  it,  the 
condition  of  the  tenants  might  be  im- 
proved ;  but  as  long  as  this  war  between 
the  landlords  and  the  Nationalists  con- 
tinued their  condition  might  get  worse 
and  worse.  The  National  League  might 
succeed  in  ruining  some  hundreds  of 
landlords ;  but  they  would  ruin  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  tenants.  He  would  re- 
mind the  Government  that  there  were 
other  measures  besides  coercive  and  re- 
pressive measures  by  which  the  Na- 
tional League  could  be  met  and  do* 
feated.  There  was  the  compulsory  mea- 
sure of  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  in  great  terror,  which  would  cause 
every  tenant  to  become  an  owner.  This 
was  the  vulnerable  point  in  the  armour 
of  the  Nationalists.  When  every  tenant 
should  have  become  the  owner  of  his 
holding — from  that  moment  the  National 
League  would  die  a  natural  death.  The 
patriotism  of  Irishmen  was  ruled  by 
worldly  considerations,  and  as  soon  aa 
tenants  should  find  that  no  gain  could 
result  from  agitation  they  would  cease 
to  pour  their  contributions  into  the 
pockets  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  in  rising  to  take  part  in 
this  somewhat  discursive  debate,  he 
desired  to  refer  to  the  veiy  able  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  on 
the  subject  of  economy,  and  in  doing  eo 
he  would  endeavour  to  observe  the  wise 
spirit  of  conciliation  and  absence  of 
Party  recrimination  that  characterized 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
He  fully  admitted,  for  his  part,  that  the 
present  rate  of  Expenditure  was  due 
to  the  concurrent  action  of  both  sides 
of  the  House ;  and  that  it  could  only 
be  alleviated  and  reversed  by  a  con- 
current movement  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  an  opposite  direction.  Looking 
at  the  changes  of  Government  that  baa 
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taken  place  in  the  last  two  or  three  J 
yearp,  and  that  might  take  place  in  the 
next  two  years,  nothing,  in  his  opinion, 
ould  be  more  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  and  of  the  Ser- 
vices, than  that  there  should  be  Party 
division  on  the  subject,  and  that 
there  .  should  be  violent  fluctuations 
in  economy  and  expenditure.  The 
Liberal  record  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years  had  not  been  so  satisfactory 
that  they  could  afford  to  throw  stones  at 
the  present  Government ;  and  he  must 
admit  that  any  immediate  considerable 
reduction  beyond  the  very  modest  sum 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  was  prepared 
to  limit  his  demands  was  rendered  im- 
possible by  the  obligations  contracted 
by  the  late  Oovernment  either  in  the 
autumn  of  1885  or  in  the  middle  of  last 
year.  Any  movement  in  the  direction 
of  economy  must  be  slow,  but  he  hoped 
it  would  be  permanent.  He  hoped,  also, 
that  both  sides  of  the  House  would 
concur  in  making  the  effort.  The  noble 
Lord  had  done  an  immense  service  to 
the  country,  and  to  his  own  Party,  by 
sacrificing  himself  on  the  altar  of  eco- 
nomy in  the  Military  Departments.  He 
thought  also  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
fully  justified  lin  dealing  with  the 
Estimates  in  gross--in  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  two  great  spending  De- 
partments to  the  fact  that  their  Esti- 
mates, compared  with  three  or  four  years 
ago,  had  greatly  increased ;  and  in  de- 
manding from  them  a  return  to  more 
moderate  expenditure  without  specifying 
any  particular  items.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  challenged  the  noble  Lord 
to  meet  the  Oovernment  on  the  details, 
and  had  promised  to  justify  each  one  of 
them.  He  knew  from  experience  ex- 
tending over  20  years  that  such  a 
course  must  be  delusive.  Very  plausible 
arguments  could  always  be  adduced  to 
support  every  item  in  the  Estimates  taken 
separately ;  and  yet  in  the  aggregate  it 
might  not  be  wise,  or  right,  or  justifiable 
that  all  the  items  should  be  taken 
together  and  at  one  time.  The  Expen- 
diture during  the  last  three  years  had 
iocreased  by  upwards  of  £6,000,000. 
That  was  due  to  avariety  of  demands  from 
the  two  great  spending  Departments — 
the  demand  foriron-clads,  armed  cruisers, 
torpedo-boats,  protection  to  coaling  sta- 
tions, protection  of  mercantile  and  mili- 
tary harbours,  and  provision  of  arma- 


ments.    For  all  those,  as  he  had  said, 

Elausible  and  excellent  arguments  could 
e found.  The  question,  however,  was  not 
whether  these  things  were  necessary  or 
desirable,  but  whether  the  expenditure 
on  all  of  them  should  be  undertaken  at 
the  same  time.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
that  was  a  point  that  could  not  be 
well  discussed  on  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates.  It  could  only  be  discussed 
in  principle,  and  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government  itself.  And,  therefore,  in 
his  opinion,  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
right  in  calling  upon  the  Departments  to 
marshal  their  demands  in  their  proper 
order.  It  was  only  the  Departments 
that  could  form  an  opinion  as  to  which 
of  the  various  items  were  the  most  im- 
portant. An  illustration  of  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  large  items  of  Naval 
Expenditure  was  furnished  by  the  un- 
successful efforts  he  made  last  year  to 
reduce  the  outlay  by  the  cost  of  two 
large  iron-clads,  which  were  estimated 
at  nearly  £1,000,000  each,  entailing  a 
charge  on  the  next  four  years  of  about 
£500,000  each  year.  Never,  he  thought, 
was  a  stronger  case  made  out.  It  was 
shown  that  the  French  Government  had 
laid  down  two  vessels  of  the  same  kind, 
and  that  they  then  abandoned  their  inten- 
tion of  building  them,  and,  indeed,  of 
building  any  more  iron-clads.  It  was 
also  shown  that  the  present  and  the  late 
Chief  Constructors  were  opposed  to  the 
designs  of  these  vessels;  and  yet,  al- 
though he  did  not  ask  for  the  absolute 
rejection  of  the  Vote,  but  only  for  the 
postponement  of  the  expenditure  until 
the  matter  had  received  further  con- 
sideration, he  failed  entirely,  and  he  was 
out-voted  on  a  Division  by  a  rush  of 
Members  who  had  not  heard  the  debate. 
He  had  never  known  any  good  to  result 
from  a  general  discussion  of  the  items 
of  the  Army  or  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  any  attempt  to  effect  economy  in 
this  way  was  absolutely  hopeless.  It 
could  be  effected  only  through  the  action 
of  the  Treasiiry  upon  the  gpreat  spending 
Departments.  As  to  the  course  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lord  of  remitting  the  Esti- 
mates to  a  Committee,  if  it  were  to  be 
adopted  every  year  it  would  lead  to  an 
increase  of  expenditure  rather  than  the 
reverse,  because  it  would  relieve  the 
heads  of  Departments  from  responsi- 
bility by  devolving  it  upon  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  whom  the  pressure  of  the 
spending  interests  would  be  stronger 
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than  they  could  resist.  At  the  same 
time,  it  was  worthy  of  consideration  whe- 
ther once  in  a  way,  and  especially  at  a 
time  when  the  House  was  in  a  mood  for 
economy,  the  suggested  course  might 
not  be  adopted  with  advantage ;  but  it 
should  be  regarded  as  an  exceptional 
course,  to  be  resorted  to  only  once  in  10 
or  15  years.  After  alU  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Expenditure  must  be  determined 
by  foreign  policy.  With  what  the  noble 
Lord  said  on  that  head  he  cordially  con- 
curred. If  we  were  really  to  pursue 
a  spirited  foreign  policy  in  the  East, 
and  to  be  ready  to  g^  into  conflict  with 
the  great  Military  Powers  of  Europe, 
then  our  Military  Expenditure  was  not 
only  not  excessive,  but  it  was  not  enough. 
But  he  believed  that  the  country  would 
adapt  the  expression  of  Prince  Bismarck 
to  our  case,  and  would  say  that  in  such 
a  policy  as  that  we  ought  not  to  risk  the 
li^  of  a  single  Englishman  or  the  loss 
of  a  single  Sovereira.  As  to  Egypt, 
there  were  few  who  did  not  at  this  time 
deplore  that  we  ever  entered  upon  an 
Egyptian  campaign,  and  who  did  not 
regret  that  we  found  ourselves  in  the 
occupation  of  Egypt.  Few  would  now 
say  that  we  had  derived  any  real  advan- 
tage from  that  occupation.  He  even 
doubted  whether  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  Egyptians  had  benefited  by  it. 
In  his  belief,  the  only  parties  who  had 
gained  were  the  bondholders,  and  they 
were  not  entitled  to  sympathy.  The 
occupation  of  Egypt  was  the  main  cause 
of  the  large  increase  of  Military  Expen- 
diture the  last  few  years,  for,  as  the 
result  of  our  occupation,  there  was  the 
greatest  ill-feeling  in  France  towards 
this  coiintry.  The  French  did  not  be* 
lieve  that  we  were  sincere  in  our  an- 
nounced intention  to  withdraw.  If  we 
could  make  France  and  the  other  Great 
Powers  of  Europe  understand  that  we 
intended  to  leave  at  no  distant  day, 
and  if  we  could  invite  their  co-operation 
80  as  to  make  it  more  easy  for  us  to 
leave,  we  might  get  rid  of  the  hostile 
feeling  there  was  against  us,  and  the 
main  cause  for  this  large  expendi- 
ture would  be  disposed  of.  Referring 
to  Ireland,  if  he  rightly  understood  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  the  Go- 
vernment in  no  case  had  refused  to  give 
the  aid  of  the  police  or  the  military  to 
any  process  of  eviction  when  they  had 
been  finally  called  upon  to  do  so  ;  but, 
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when  asked  to  lend  these  forces,  they 
had  brought  moral  pressure  to  bear  upon 
landlords  with  the  view  of  effecting  ar- 
rangements between  them  and  their 
tenants.  The  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
suggestions  were  made  to  creditors  to 
induce  them  to  be  merciful  to  their 
debtors.  That  was  a  roundabout  way  of 
saying  that  pressure  was  put  upon  land- 
lords to  induce  them  to  abate  their  rents. 
For  his  part,  he  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  the  Chief  Secretary  in  this  respect. 
In  the  circumstances  in  which  he  found 
himself  he  was  thoroughly  justified  in 
adopting  the  course  he  did  adopt.  He 
had  done  only  what  any  humane  states- 
man would  have  done  in  his  position, 
and  little  or  no  hostile  criticism  would 
be  directed  against  him  from  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  on  that  ac- 
count. But  it  would  be  interesting  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
little  further  explanation  of  the  exact 
nature  of  the  pressure  he  brought  to 
bear  on  the  landlords.  He  believed  he 
was  right  in  assuming  that  one  of  the 
landlords  dealt  with  in  that  way  was 
Lord  danricarde,  who,  up  to  a  late 
date,  had  declined  to  make  any  abate- 
ment in  his  rents.  It  was  said  that  the 
agent  of  the  estate— Mr.  Joyce — in  his 
evidence  before  Lord  Cowper's  Land 
Commission,  had  stated  that  he  had 
advised  Lord  Clanricarde  that  the  rents 
ought  to  be  abated,  and  that  if  they 
were  abated  that  part  of  the  country 
would  be  quiet;  but  Lord  Clanricarde 
still  declined  to  offer  any  abatement. 
Later  in  the  autumn  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  upon  him  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  then,  tardily,  he  made 
some  reductions.  It  would  be  interest- 
ing to  know  the  nature  of  the  corre- 
spondence which  passed  between  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  Lord  Clanricarde. 
It  might  throw  a  good  deal  of  light  on 
the  whole  situation,  and  show  what  was 
the  argument  which  induced  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde to  make  that  tardy  abatement. 
It  might  show  whether  it  was  made  on 
account  of  the  great  depression  and  fall 
in  prices,  or  on  account  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  Ho  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
believed  it  was  on  the  ground  of  the 
great  fall  of  prices;  and  this  was  im- 
portant as  regarded  both  the  past  and 
the  future.  In  July  last  the  Govern- 
ment denied  that  there  was  any  emer- 
gency ;  they  denied  that  there  had  been 
any  such  fall  in  prices  as  would  justify 
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the  passing  of  any  temporary  measure ; 
and,  therefore,  asked  the  House  to  re- 
ject the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, at  the  same  time,  admitted  that  if 
there  were  a  considerable  number  of 
tenants  who  could  not  pay  their  judicial 
rents,  Parliament  ought  at  once  to  re- 
lieve them  from  the  possibility  of  evic- 
tion until  their  case  could  be  further 
considered.  As,  however,  he  did  not  at 
that  time  believe  that  prices  had  fallen 
beyond  the  expectation  of  the  Land 
Commissioners,  he  invited  Parliament 
to  reject  the  Bill ;  but,  after  a  too 
short  holiday,  he  went  to  Ireland,  and 
found  the  circumstances  of  the  case  and 
the  depression  in  agriculture  such  as 
necessitated  and  compelled  a  course  of 
action  quite  different  from  that  which 
he  had  contemplated.  Thereupon  he 
began  to  put  that  pressure  upon  land- 
lords of  which  the  Opposition  certainly 
did  not  disapprove.  Personally,  he 
voted  for  the  temporary  Bill  with  great 
hesitation,  feeling  that  it  was  a  serious 
matter  to  interfere  with  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  that 
nothing  but  a  strong  case  could  jus- 
tify their  doing  so.  He  still  believed 
that  it  was  a  great  and  important  mea- 
sure; but,  after  listening  last  Session 
to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
the  fail  in  prices  had  been  so  great 
as  to  justify  the  temporary  measure  then 
proposed.  He  certainly  thought  it 
would  be  very  unjust  that  the  whole 
of  the  loss  due  to  the  fall  of  prices 
after  the  rents  were  judicially  fixed 
should  fall  on  the  tenants  alone.  It  was 
on  that  account  that  he  felt  it  right  to 
vote  for  the  Bill  which  was  brought  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  he 
thought  some  measure  in  that  direction 
was  still  necessary  to  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. The  action  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
rejecting  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  July  last,  had  practically 
thrown  upon  them  the  responsibility  of 
the  trouble  that  had  arisen  in  Ireland 
during  the  past  few  months;  indeed ,  it 
appeared  to  be  admitted  now  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  from  the  action  he  had 
taken  in  Ireland,  and  the  pressure  he 
bad  brought  to  bear  upon  the  landlords, 
that  a  mistake  was  made  in  July  last  in 
throwing  out  that  Bill.  The  position  of 
things  at  that  time  was  very  similar  to 


what  it  was  in  1 880,  when  the  House  of 
Lords  rejected  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill,  and  when  in  the  winter 
that  followed  there  were  evictions  on  the 
one  hand,  and  crime  and  outrages  on  the 
other.  In  the  present  case,  the  pressure 
by  the  Government  on  the  landlords  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  the  conse- 
quence of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  As  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  if  the  Chief  Secretary's 
description  of  it  was  right — namely,  that 
it  was  intended  to  give  to  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  the  possession  of  their  tenancies 
without  paying  rent — he  should  heartily 
condemn  it.  No  one  condemned  more 
strongly  than  he  did  the  issue  of  the 
'*No  Rent"  Manifesto  in  1881 ;  and  he 
should  take  the  same  course  with  regard 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  if  such  were  its 
obj  ect.  But  it  must  not  be  supposed  that 
on  that  account  he  condemned  absolutelv 
all  combinations  of  tenants  under  all 
circumstances  in  Ireland.  He  would 
take  a  case  in  illustration.  On  Lord 
Dillon's  property  in  Ireland  there  were 
several  thousands  of  small  tenants  occu* 
pying  from  one  to  10  acres  each;  and 
those  tenants  suffered  greatly,  not  merely 
from  agricultural  depression,  but  also 
from  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  employ- 
ment away  from  their  holdings.  He 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that  up 
to  a  very  late  period  Lord  Dillon  had 
declined  to  make  any  abatement  in  the 
rent.  What  were  the  tenants  to  do  in 
such  circumstances  ?  Singly  they  were 
helpless  against  the  landlord,  living  in 
England,  and  managing  his  property 
through  an  agent.  Was  it  strange, 
then,  that  they  should  be  advised  that 
by  union  and  combination  they  might 
become  strong?  Was  it  surprising  that 
these  poor  tenants  shoula  take  this 
advice  and  combine  for  their  mutual  in- 
terests? They  did  combine,  and  they 
made  an  offer  to  the  landlord  by  which 
they  resolved  to  stand  or  fall  together. 
The  result  was  that  Lord  Dillon  came 
to  terms  with  the  tenants  ;  an  abate- 
ment of  20  per  cent  was  made  over  the 
whole  estate;  the  decrees  that  had  been 
issued  against  about  70  of  the  tenants 
were  withdrawn ;  and  peace,  instead  of 
disorder,  now  reigned  on  the  property. 
He  doubted  whether  any  hon.  Member 
of  that  House  would  condemn  combi- 
nation under  such  conditions  as  those  to 
which  he  had  just  referred.  Looking  at 
the  question  from  a  purely  legal  point  oi 
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yieWy  however,  he  was  obliged  to  admit 
that    those    poor    men  were    all    on- 
gag^ed — according    to   the   law  of  the 
country — in  a  criminal  conspiracy  for 
which  they  might  ha^e  been  indicted ; 
and  those  who  advised  them  were  parties 
to  the  conspiracy.     He  knew  something 
about  the  law  of  conspiracy,  because, 
some  years  ago,  he  had  to  consider  it 
<;aref  ully  with  reference  to  trade  unions, 
whose  combinations  were  then  illegal, 
although  so  far  as  those  organizations 
were  concerned  the  law  had  since  been 
altered.     He  did  not   hesitate  to  say 
that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  was  the  most 
dangerous,  difficult,  and  elastic  part  of 
our  law,  and  could  be  twisted  by  a  Judge 
80  as  to  include  almost  any  act.     He 
recollected  one  case  in  which  it  was  held 
that,  although  it  was  perfectly  legal  for 
one  man  to  refuse  to  pay  Church  rates, 
and  to  put  the  clergyman  to  legal  reme- 
dies of  distress,  yet  that  a  combination 
of  two  or  more  persons  to  do  the  same 
thing  was  an  illegal   conspiracy.      He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Welsh  farmers 
who,  by  joint  action,  were  now  trying  to 
get  a  reduction  of  the  tithe,  were  guilty 
of  conspiracy,  and  might  be  indicted. 
The    Law  of  Conspiracy  was    wholly 
Judge-made  law.     He   believed  there 
was  no  similar  law  in  any  other  country 
in  Europe.    It  might  be  that  in  some 
cases  it  was  desirable   that   this  law 
shoidd  be  maintained ;  but  it  was  not  a 
law  which,  on  the  whole,  commended 
itself   to  the    public    feeling    of   this 
country.     The  application  of  this  law 
was,  however,  controlled  by  the  healthy 
action  of  juries,  which  very  often  refused 
to  convict.    If  the  Welsh  farmers,  or  the 
tenants  of  Lord  Dillon,  were  put  upon 
their    trial,   few  men  in  this    country 
would  find  them  guilty  of  conspiracy. 
In  ordinary  times  he  should  condemn 
morally  combinations  to  reduce  judicial 
rents ;  but  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  moment,  looking  to  the  admitted 
necessity  for  the  reduction  of  rents,  he 
was  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  com- 
bination such  as  he  had  described,  when 
carried  out  with  moderation,  was  not 
unjustifiable,  even  if  it  infringed  the 
Law  of  Conspiracy.  The  question,  then, 
before  the  House  was,  what  ought  to  be 
done  with  the  present  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  ?    He  feared  from  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government 
had  resolved  to  adopt  the  old  plan  of 
measures  of  coercion  on  the  one  hand, 
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and  of  concession  on  the  other.    It  was 
known  that  Lord  Cowper's  Commission 
had  already  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
judicial  rents  could  not  be  sustained; 
and  he  was  certain  that  when  the  evi- 
dence of  that  Commission  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  they  would 
see  the  absolute  necessity  of  making 
some  changes  in  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
What  had  occurred,  and  was  occurring, 
in  Ireland,  was  the  direct  result  of  the 
neglect  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  apply  a  remedy  at  the  time 
it  was  required.     Matters  would  only  be 
made  worse  by  pursuing  further  a  course 
of  criminal  proceedings,  and  by  endea- 
vouring to  bolster  them  up  by  changes 
of  law  and  coercive  measures.    If  there 
was  any  lesson  that  had   been  more 
clearly  taught  than  another  by  the  past 
86  years  in  Ireland,  it  was  the  failure  of 
the  mixed  policy  of  coercion  and  conoea- 
sion.    Coercive  measures  had  invariably 
blighted  the  remedies  and  frustrated  the 
desires  and  intentions  of  Parliament. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  stated  that  the 
Union  could  not  be  preserved  unlefes 
law  was  maintained.     He  himself  be* 
lieved  that  the  Union  could  not  be  pre- 
served in  its  present  position,  even  if  the 
law  was  maintained.    But  there  was  an 
earlier  condition— a  condition  precedent 
even  to  the  maintenance  of  the  law — 
and  that  was  that  the  law  itself  should 
be  just,  and  that  remedies  for  admitted 
evils  should  be  applied  without  delay, 
and  in  answer  to  the  demands  of  the 
Irish  people — demands  constitutionally 
expressed  by  their  86  Members. 

Mr.  CUBZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  said,  he  was  desirous  of  expressinft 
his  confidence  in  the  (Government ;  and  if 
that  expression  of  feeling  came  from  one 
who    had    not   before    spoken    in  the 
House,  yet  he  hoped  the  House  would 
extend  to  him  that  patience  it  had  al- 
ways shown  on  similar  occasions.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  seemed  to  be  in  the  position    of 
ono  who  was  anxious  to  make  out  some- 
thing against  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment, or,    at  all  events,   something^  in 
favour  of  their  opponents;  but  he    la* 
boured  under  the  initial  difficulty     of 
lacking    materials — he    was   trying    to 
make  bricks  without  straw.    At  the  end 
of  the  right  hon.Gentleman's  speech,  he 
(Mr.  Curzon)  was  left  in  total  doubt 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^raa 
more  in  agreement,or  disagreement,  with 
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Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment.    The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment contemplated  measures  of  coercion. 
Now,  coercion  they  knew  was  a  nick- 
name adopted   by  hon.    Members    on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  for  any 
measure  for  the  suppression  of  crime. 
But,    understanding    by    coercion    at- 
tempts made  by  the  Legislature  to  de- 
tect and  punish  crime,  the  very  essence 
of  which  was  that  thev  were  exceptional 
and  temporary,  he  beueved  he  was  right 
in  saying  that  the  Government  had  no 
intention  of  introducing  coercion.    The 
measures  to  be  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment— as    he    gathered    from  the 
Queen's  Speech — were  measures  for  the 
amendmeut  of  the  Criminal  Law,  and 
they  would  be  neither  exceptional  nor 
temporary,  but  permanent  and  possibly 
universal.    Therefore,  the  argument  as 
to  coercion  fell  to  the  ground.    With  the 
leave  of  the  House  he  would  allude  to 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  some 
hon.    Members  that  night.     The  hon. 
Member   for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  who  opened  the  discussion  that 
evening,  in  the  analytical  examination 
to  which  he  subjected  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  made  some  remcurks  on  foreign 
policy,  and  pointed  out  an  apparent  dis- 
crepancy   between    the    terms  of  that 
Speech  and  a  passage  in  a  letter  from 
Lord  Salisbury,  which  was  read  the  other 
night  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),   and    he    asked    how    they 
were  to  be  reconciled.      The  Queen's 
Speech  said  that  the  GK>vemment  did 
not  apprehend  any  disturbance  of  Eu- 
ropean peace ;  but  Lord  Salisbury's  letter 
had  said  that  the  chances  were  in  favour 
of  war.     Now,  a  suf&cient  explanation  of 
that  discrepancy,  if  indeed  it  existed, 
might    be  found   in  the  difference  of 
dates.    The  letter  was  written  on  De- 
cember    22,     and     the    Speech     was 
delivered  on  January  27,  and  they  all 
knew  that  the  face  and  form  of  Euro- 
pean   politics    changed    with    Protean 
swiftoess.     But,  as  a  matter'  of  fact,  no 
such  discrepancy  existed  at  all.    It  was 
evident  that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
read  that  portion  of  the  Speech  which  he 
affected  to  quote.  Lord  Salisbury  said — 

•*  The  outlook  on  the  Continent  was  very 
black,  and  it  was  not  too  much  to  Bay  that  the 
chancet  were  in^ favour  of  war  at  an  early  date." 

That,    presumably,    referred    to    the 
obanoea  of  war  between   France   and 
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Germany.    But  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
they  read — 

**  The  affairs  of  South-Eastem  Europe  are 
still  in  an  unsettled  condition;  hut  I  £>  not 
apprehend  that  any  disturhance  of  European 
peace  will  result  from  the  unadjusted  contro- 
versies which  have  arisen  in  that  region." 

That  was  clearly  limited  to  the  Balkan 
Peninsula,  and  therefore  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  there  was  no  such  discre- 
pancy as  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton supposed,  and  in  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House  he  had  acted 
both  with  precipitancy  and  ignorance. 
He  would  like,  however,  to  have  sug- 
gested to  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  had 
been  now  present,  that  there  was  another 
authority  possessed  of  superior  informa- 
tion to  the  Government  —  information 
enjoyed   by  no  other    Government  in 
Europe  —  upon  the  chances  of  war  in 
Europe  ;  an  authority  with  which,  no 
doubt,  the  hon.  Member  was  acquainted 
—namely,  the  editor  of  The  Daily  New$  ; 
and,  if  rumour  was  right,  behind  the 
editor  of  The  Daily  Hews  loomed  the 
commanding  and  inscrutable  personality 
of  the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.Labouchere).  Therefore  he  ventured 
to  say  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
might  havederived  the  information  hede- 
sired  from  the  domestic  circle  of  whichhe 
formed  one  of  the  most  important  Mem- 
bers. The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
blamed  the  unwise  and  irritating  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  said  that,  in 
his  opinion,  it  was  likely  to  lead  to  war ; 
yet  not  a  single  fact  was  advanced  or 
reason  stated  for  that  opinion.     The 
hon.  Member  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Gt>vernment  desired  peace  or  war  ? 
He  must  have  a  very  poor  opinion  of 
Governments  in  general  if  he  thought 
any  Government  desired   war.     Turn- 
ing to  other  speeches,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  had  said 
that   he   had   spent   a    good   deal    of 
time  in  wrestling  with  the  Conservative 
Party.     He  (Mr.  Curzon)  had  no  desire 
to  wrestle  with  the  noble  Lord,  because 
he  knew  perfectly  well  that  the  result 
would  be  the  fate  which  befell  Jacob  in 
his  historic  contest  with  the  Angel.   But, 
much  as  he  admired  and  entirely  as  he 
agreed  with  a  great  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  must  say  there 
was  one  expression  in  it  which  gave  pain 
to  both  sides  of  the  House.    It  was  when 
he  described  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
opposite    side,    who    were    known    aa 
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Liberal  Unionists,  by  the  somewhat 
undesirable  metaphor  of  ''a  political 
crutch  "  on  which  the  Tory  Party  was 
obliged  to  lean  in  order  to  support  its 
tottering  steps.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
said  he  looked  forward  to  the  time  when 
the  Tory  Party  would  cast  off  this  for- 
tuitous aid  and  walk  alone.  The  term 
''  crutch''  was  not  one  which  was  com- 
plimentary to  the  Gentlemen  referred 
to.  nor  did  it  truly  represent  either  their 
relations  to  the  Conservatiye  Party  or 
their  position  in  the  State.  What  he 
thought  was  more  serious  was  that  it  was 
not  complimentary  to  the  Conserrative 
Party,  because  it  implied  that  they  were 
in  the  condition  of  the  halt  and  maimed , 
and  could  not  walk  alone.  But  ho  did  not 
think  there  was  any  harm  in  confessing 
that  the  Liberal  Unionists  were  to  them 
as  a  staff.  Then,  so  far  from  looking  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  the  Conservative 
Party  should  be  anxious  to  walk  alone, 
he  hoped  that  many  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  walk,  not  tem- 
porarily, but  permanently  with  them. 
He  was  quite  certain  they  did  not  suffer 
by  contact  with  the  Conservatives,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Conservatives  had 
suffered  by  contact  with  them.  Already 
there  had  been  evident  certain  improve- 
ments in  the  political  demeanour  of  that 
Party,  which  he  thought  he  might  at- 
tribute to  Conservative  influences ;  and 
he  thought  that  they  might  be  capable 
of  still  further  amelioration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  in 
his  speech  the  other  night,  re-awakened 
those  old  principles  of  economy  which 
used  to  be  the  cherished  watchwords  of 
his  Party,  but  which  had  recently  fallen 
into  such  sad  disrepute.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  uttering  these  re- 
marks, the  House  must  have  regretted 
very  much  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Peter  Kylands)  was  not  in 
his  place  to  witness  the  triumph  of  his 
lifetime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
passed  on  to  criticize  the  structure  of 
the  Government.  He  severely  blamed 
the  structure  of  the  present  (Government, 
and  spoke  in  terms  of  condemnation  of 
the  divorce  between  the  functions  of  the 
Pirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Prime 
Minister,  and  of  the  concentration  of  the 
OfHces  of  Foreign  Secretary  and  Prime 
Minister  in  a  single  man.  He  said 
there  had  been  no  instance  of  the 
former  for  a  period  of  170  years;  and 
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that  to  the  latter  there  were  formidable 
objections,  to  which  he  knew  of  no  com- 
pensating advantages.    But  the  question 
was  not  one  of  abstract  right  or  Con- 
stitutional precedent,  but  of  simple  ex- 
pediency.   The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  the  ''  wanton  rupture  of 
an  old-established  and  invariable  prac- 
tice."  Had  the  other  side  of  the  House 
never  perpetrated  such  a  wanton  rup- 
ture ?    Had  not  its  occupants  committed 
a  more  wanton  rupture  of  a  practice, 
if  not  as  old  established,  at  any  rate 
more    invariable  —  a    practice,    more- 
over,  which  had  been  the  fixed  tra- 
dition of  this  country,  the  fixed  prin- 
ciple of  the  opposite  Party,  and  the  fixed 
policy  of  the  right   hon.    Gentleman. 
The  charge  of  the  transgression  of  Con- 
stitutionfd  principles  hardly  came  well 
from  a  quarter  which  had  been  guilty  of 
greater  violations.    [An  hon.  Member  : 
What  violation?]     Why,  Home  Eule. 
He  did  not  think  the  argument  about 
the  concentration  of  Offices  came  with 
an  altogether  good  grace  from  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.    It  was  not  long  ago 
since  he  filled  the  two  Offices  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  and  was  Prime  Minister 
as  well — Lord  Salisbury  was  two  in  one, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  three 
in  one.    Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  there  was  no  compensating^ 
advantage  in  the  present  combination 
of  the  Offices  of  Foreign  Secretary  and 
Prime    Minister.    But   the    advanta^ 
was  that  at  a  time  of  European  orisie 
and   danger  the  Seals  of  the  Foreifpi 
Office  were  in  the  hands  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury.   He  would  next  turn  to  a  subject 
of  more  pressing  interest — namely,  Ire- 
land.   They  had  been  told  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  been  blessed  by  &n 
Archbishop.    It  had  also  been  praised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
It  was  probably  the  first  time  in  his  life 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  found  himself 
in  the  same  boat  with  an  Archbishop. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  boasted  that  it 
'  was  they  who  had  organized  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.    He  must  confess  that  he 
did  not   think  that  the  patronage    of 
Irish  Members   lent  a  movement  anj 
especial  sanctity.    The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  also  had  the  honour  of  the 
advocacy  of  an    English  Member.     It 
had    received    the    ConstitutioDal    and 
moderate  support  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall 
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(Mr.  Conjbeare).  The  hon.  Member 
might,  perhaps,  give  them  a  speech 
eimilar  to  the  one  he  recently  deliTered 
in  Ireland.  [Mr.  Conybeare  :  Hear, 
hear!]  The  bon.  Member  cheered; 
and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Curzon)  would 
tell  the  House  his  humble  impression 
of  that  speech.  As  he  read  it  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  he  must  have 
been  in  church — a  somewhat  extraordi- 
nary connection,  he  admitted — but  in 
church  on  the  first  day  of  Lent,  when 
the  Commination  Service  was  read 
from  the  desk.  For,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers compared  the  Service  and  the 
speech,  they  would  find  an  almost  pre- 
cisely similar  volume  of  imprecation  in 
each.  He  hoped,  also,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Parnell)  would 
give  expression  to  his  opinion  on  thin 
subject.  From  a  cause  which  they  all 
deplored,  the  hon.  Member  had  not,  as 
yet,  pronounced  upon  the  question.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayt),  in  ad- 
dressing an  audience  at  Enniscorthy, 
had  said  that  the  Leader  of  the  Home 
Bule  Party  in  t^iat  House  had  abstained 
from  expressing  his  views  from  motives 
of  pnblio  policy ;  and  that  never  since  he 
took  his  stand  on  an  Irish  platform  for 
Irish  nationality  had  he  served  the  Irish 
people  more  effectually,  with  greater 
spirit,  or  with  more  self-denial,  than  he 
was  then  doing.  Those  words  were 
rather  singular,  for  the  inference  natu- 
rally suggested  by  them,  and  by  what 
they  had  since  heard,  was  that  Mr. 
Parnell  was  prostrated  on  a  bed  of  sick- 
ness from  motives  of  public  policy,  and 
that  he  served  his  Party  most  effectually 
when  he  was  absent  from  the  scene  of 
action.  That  was,  he  thought,  a  legiti- 
mate conclusion  to  draw.  The  other 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  delivered 
some  remarks  about  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. Hitherto  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  observed  a  curious  silence  on 
the  subject,  and,  though  appealed  to  on 
the  point,  gave  no  reply.  There  were 
a  good  many  hon.  Members  who  hoped 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  to  speak  the  other  night  he  would 
utter  something  definite  upon  this  point; 
and  yet  his  language  appeared  to  be 
either  an  exculpation  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  to  approximate  to  an  excul- 
pation so  closely  that  there  was  not  more 
than  the  difference  between  tweedledum 
and  tweedledee.    But  ftt  the  very  time 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking 
two  of  his  former  Colleagues  were  also 
speaking  on  the  same  subject.  One  of 
them  furiously  denounced  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  the  other  said  that  he 
abominated  every  form  of  illegality.  Yet, 
at  the  same  time,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  trying  to  throw  the  rags 
of  respectability  round  the  naked  form 
of  the  scheme  which  the  best  of  his  old 
Colleagues  denounced.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  in  the  House,  he 
(Mr.  Curzon)  would  take  the  liberty  of 
repeating  the  question  put  to  him  the 
other  day,  as  to  whether  he  did  or  did 
not  approve  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ? 
He  was  aware  that  there  were  some 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  Benches 
who  had  said  they  were  not  called  upon 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  until  the  Law  Courts  had 
given  their  verdict.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  just  given  that 
excuse,  and  it  had  also  been  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Stirling  (Mr.  Campbell-Banuerman), 
although,  when  they  remembered  the 
latter  announced  to  the  country  that  he 
had  *'  found  salvation,"  they  might  have 
expected  him  to  give  a  better  leading  to 
the  public  conscience.  In  answer  to 
this  argument,  he  would  say  that  it  was 
very  much  the  same  as  if  a  man  were  to 
claim  to  be  excused  from  giving  his 
opinion  about  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  theft  until  a  particular  jury  of  his 
countrymen  had  pronounced  a  verdict 
upon  a  particular  thief.  In  j  ustification  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  they  had  been  told 
that  it  was  a  consequence  of  the  rejection 
by  the  House  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon- 
Member  for  Cork.  No  doubt  it  was  a 
practical  consequence,  and  it  had  been 
consequent  in  point  of  time.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  the  second  move  in  a 
well-thought-out  and  well-organized 
game  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  in 
which  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  the  first  move.  It  was  within 
the  knowledge  of  almost  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  introduced  in  order  that 
it  might  be  thrown  out.  [Cheers,  and 
cries  of  "  No !  "]  That  Bill  was  intro- 
duced in  order  that  it  might  be  thrown 
out,  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
been  set  up  in  order  that  it  might  be 
put  down.  He  would  admit  that  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
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nomioally  introduced  for  the  benefit  of 
the  tenants,  and  he  would  not  deny  the 
sincerity    with    which    hon.    Members 
opposite  advocated  it.    But  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  not  even  been  nominally 
introduced  with  that  object.     The  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  been  introduced  simply 
as  an  attack  upon  landlordism,  and  as  a 
challenge  to  the  Government  of  this 
country.    That  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  the  logical  or  the  inevitable  conse- 
quence of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  he  entirely  denied. 
Could  anyone  say  that  if  the  Bill  had 
not  been  rejected  they  would  never  have 
heard  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?   It  was 
perfectly  notorious  that  the  majority  of 
cases  in  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  been  applied,  or  attempted  to  be 
applied,   were  cases  which  would  not 
have  been  touched  by  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  it  been  passed. 
The  two  chief  provisions  of  the  hon. 
Member^s  Bill  were — first,  a  limitation 
of  the  application  of  the  Bill  to  tenants 
under  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1881 ;  and, 
secondly,  a  limitation  of  the  relief  of 
abatement  of  rent  to  those  who  had  paid 
half  of  their  year's  rent  for  1886  and 
half  the  antecedent   arrears.      It  was 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  House  that, 
in  the  majority  of  the  cases  where  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  applied, 
very  few  of  the  cases  came  within  the 
first  limitation,  and  hardly  any  under 
the  second.    In  the  Glenbeigh  case  the 
tenants  were  not  legal  tenants  at  all, 
but  squatters  who  had  retaken  forcible 
possession  of  their  holdings ;  they  would 
not  come  under  the  first  limitation,  and 
there  was  not  a  single  tenant  who  would 
have  come  under  the  second  by  paying 
half  his  rent  for   1886  and  half    the 
arrears.      He  thought  he  had  clearly 
established  that  there  was  no  connection 
whatever  between  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.     While  they  had 
heard  in  that  House  from  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  faint  disapproval 
of  the  Plan   of  Campaign,  and   from 
others,  including  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, what  sounded  like  faint  praise 
of  it,  he  believed  there  was    but  one 
opinion  of  it  throughout  the  country, 
and  that  was  an  absolute  chorus  and 
tempest  of  indignant  condemnation.    If 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  a  challenge 
to    the    Government,    he    hoped    they 
would  take  it  up,  not  in  the  interest  of 


the  landlords — though  some  pity  might 
be  felt  even  for  them — but  in  the  supe- 
rior interests  of  the  principles  of  pro- 
perty, order,  and  law.    In  this  matter,  he 
believed,  public  opinion  was  decidedly 
ahead  of  Parliamentary  opinion.  In  that 
House  opinion  was  largely  formed  by 
nice  calculations  of  votes  and  the  pros- 
pects of  the  Lobbies ;  but  public  opinion 
was  uninfluenced  by  anything  of  that 
kind.    It  looked  at  things  from  a  broader 
standpoint  and  with  much  clearer  vision, 
and  had  pronounced  in  an  unmistakable 
voice  that    the    conspiracy  should    be 
stamped  out.     Hon.  Members  opposite 
had  spoken  in  feeling    terms    of  the 
miseries  which  Irish  tenants  suffered, 
and  of  the  cruelties  to  which  they  were 
subjected ;  but  he  was  tempted  to  ask 
why  these  hon.  Members  were  silent 
during  the  domination  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  when  scenes 
of  infinitely  greater  and  more  horrible 
cruelty  were  being  perpetrated  day  and 
night  in  all  parts  of  Ireland.    They  had 
heard  about  the  barbarities  of  the  crow- 
bar, and  the  smoking  thatch ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  there  were  worse  barbarities 
still — namely,  those  of  the  loaded  gun, 
the  mutilated  animals,  and  the  mur« 
dered  women  and  men.     Irish  Mem- 
bers raised  a  great  clamour  about  the 
former;    but   through  the  latter  they 
sat  as  silent  as  stones.    Nothing  showed 
more    clearly    the    hoUowness  of  thia 
agitation    than    the    conduct    of   hoa. 
Members  now  and  their  former  attitude. 
In  face  of  this  Plan  of  Campaign,  whioh. 
had  been  so  cleverly  organized,  was  it 
not  permissible  that  Conservative  Mem* 
hers  should  have  their  Plan  of  Campaign 
also?     In  that   House,   and  on  every 
platform   in    the    country,  they  would 
have  their  Plan  of  Campaign  to  meet 
that  of  hon.  Members  opposite ;  but  it 
would  be  a  Plan  of  Campaign  without 
any  suspicion  of  violence,  or  illegality, 
or  intrigue.     On  that  side  of  the  Houae 
they  would  lose  no  opportunity  of  meet* 
ing  their  opponents  in  discussion,  aud 
of  endeavouring  to  substitute  sense  for 
sentimentalism— of  meeting  their  argu- 
ments by  arguments,  and  of  confronting 
their  statements  with  facts.     That^  be 
believed,   was  the  Plan  of  Campsigm 
which  ought  to  be,  and  would  be,  adopted 
by  Conservative  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  it  was  one  the  success  of  which  with 
the  public  opinion  of  the  couDtry  ooald 
not  for  f^  moment  bo  doubted. 
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Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
who  haA  just  sat  down  on  the  Bpeech  to 
which  the  House  has  been  listening. 
We  haye  seldom  heard  a  more  clever 
and,  certainly,  seldom  a  more  lively, 
maiden  speech.  He  has  spoken  more 
in  dispraise  than  in  praise,  and  ha« 
made  a  series  of  attacks  on  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House.  He 
commenced  by  attacking  my  hon.  Col- 
league (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  He  said  my 
hon.  Friend  showed  his  ignorance  by 
insbting  that  there  was  some  difference 
in  the  tone  of  the  letter  with  regard 
to  foreign  politics  that  the  noble  Lord 
read  at  Paadington  and  the  tone  of  the 
Address.  This,  he  said,  was  a  mistake, 
because  in  the  letter  Lord  Salisbury 
had  merely  said  the  outlook  was  black, 
whilst  in  the  Speech  he  said  there  was 
not  likely  to  be  a  disturbance  in  the 
South -East  of  Europe.  We  can  well 
understand  that  Lord  Salisbury  thinks, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  there  will  soon 
be  a  great  conflagration  in  Europe,  but 
thinks  it  will  not  break  out  in  the  South' 
East  of  Europe,  but  on  the  Ehine.  We 
ajre  confirmed  in  that,  not  merely  by  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington,  but  by  his  remarks 
as  to  his  own  impression  of  what  took 
place  in  the  Cabinet.  He  thinks  that 
these  large  curmaments  Lord  Salisbury 
is  asking  of  us  are  mainly  due  to  a  be- 
lief that  before  long  there  will  be  a 
great  war,  and  to  the  fact  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury wishes  to  play  a  great  part  in  it. 
That  Lord  Salisbury  does  want  to  play 
a  gpreat  part  there  is  no  doubt.  ['*  No, 
no!"]  No?  Then  does  he  want  to 
play  a  little  part  in  it  ?  I  regard  Lord 
Salisbury  as  the  g^eat  perturbator  of 
the  peace  of  Europe.  When  Prince 
Bismarck  and  everyone  was  trying  to 
calm  down  the  Balkan  Provinces  and 
prerent  Austria  and  Kussia  going  to 
war,  what  did  Lord  Salisbury  do  ?  Why, 
be  made  a  Jingo  speech  at  the  Guild- 
hall, in  which  he  said  that  if  Austria 
went  to  war  she  would  not  go  alone. 
We  know  from  the  past  career  of  Lord 
Salisbury  that  his  opinion  is  that  we 
ought  invariably  to  meddle  in  European 
disputes.  Wq  know  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
hisown  Colleague,  that  at  present  he  be- 
lieves that  a  European  war  will  break 
out,  and  that,  therefore,  we  may  legiti- 
lOatel^  suppose  tha(  he  is  n^ost  i^qi(ious 


and  desirous  of  meddling  in  that  war. 
Having  thus  attacked  my  hon.  Colleague 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  attack 
the  senior  Member — myself.  I  will  not 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  replying 
to  attacks  on  so  humble  an  individual. 
Having  done  that,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
flew  at  higher  game,  and  attacked  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad« 
dington.  He  was  indignant  with  the 
noble  Lord  for  saying  that  the  Liberal 
U<iionists  were  a  **  crutch."  He  con- 
sidered that  an  offensive  epithet,  and  de- 
clared that  the  Liberal  Unionists  wore  not 
a  '*  crutch,"  but  a  staff  to  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  Office.  I  confess  I  cannot  seo 
much  difference  between  a  '* crutch" 
and  a  "  staff."  The  hon.  Member  then 
attacked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone).  He  was  indignant  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  complaining  of 
Lord  Salisbury  holding  the  two  Offlces 
of  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  He  said  it  was  mon- 
strous that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  protest  against  this,  even 
though  it  were  a  fresh  precedent, 
seeinflf  that  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
had  himself  established  a  fresh  pre- 
cedent in  bringing  in  a  Home  Bule 
Bill.  I  confess  I  could  not  follow  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  there  pre- 
cisely. It  seems  to  me,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  most  undesirable  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury should  hold  these  two  Offices. 
When  Lord  Salisbury  replied  to  the 
charge  of  departing  from  Constitutional 
precedent  in  nolding  the  Offices  of  Prime 
Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary  at  the 
same  time,  he  said  he  was  under  the 
control  of  the  Cabinet.  Under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Cabinet!  Then  the  hon. 
Member  attacked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare),  and  said 
his  speech  would  remind  every  man  in 
the  House  of  the  Commination  Service 
on  the  first  day  of  Lent.  Well,  it  did 
not  remind  me,  for  the  simple  reasonjthat 
I  never  happen  to  be  in  church  on  the  first 
day  of  Lent.  Having  attacked  these 
Gentlemen,  and  having  attacked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Paruell)for  sham- 
ming an  illness  in  order  to  avoid  con- 
demning the  Plan  of  Campaign 

Me.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port) :  I  must  correct  that ;  it  is  not  a 
fair  statement  of  what  I  said.     What  I 
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did  saj  was,  that  I  sjmpatliized  with 
the  causes  which  had  prevented  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  from  expressing  his 
opinion,  but  that  a  new  light  seemed  to 
be  thrown  on  those  causes  by  certain 
passages  which  I  quoted  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  L  ABOUCHERE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber implied  that  it  was  a  political  illness ; 
but  I  will  not  dwell  on  the  point  far- 
ther. The  hon.  Gentleman  then  passed 
t'>  what  we  usually  do  pass  on  to  in 
these  debates — namely,  to  the  question 
of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member,  as  is 
usual  on  that  side  of  the  House,  de- 
nounced the  Flan  of  Campaign.  In  one 
thing  I  can  agree  with  him.  I  think 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  does  in  no 
measured  words  denounce  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  and  proposes  that  the  Flan 
should  be  met  by  changes  in  the  Crimi- 
nal Law — that  is  to  say,  in  other  words, 
by  coercion.  It  seems  to  me,  from  ob- 
servations I  have  heard  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that 
)xon.  Gentlemen  are  under  a  miscon- 
ception as  to  what  is  the  meaning  of 
individual  ownership  in  land.  No  indi- 
ridual,  Sir,  has  any  ownership  in  land. 
What  an  individual  has  is  the  right  to 
use  the  land,  and  he  only  has  that  right 
on  condition  that  he  makes  a  proper  use 
of  it — that  is  to  say,  renders  it  produc- 
tive for  the  common  good.  In  England 
you  generally  have  landlords  who  have 
built  houses  on  agricultural  land  and 
have  made  improvements,  and  I  can 
understand  their  having  some  sort  of 
special  property  in  that  which  has  re- 
sulted from  their  expenditure.  But  you 
do  not  find  that  condition  of  things  pre- 
vailing in  Ireland.  There  the  houses 
and  improvements  on  the  land  are  made 
by  the  tenants,  and  they  belone  entirely 
to  the  tenants ;  and  all  the  right,  there- 
fore, that  the  landlords  should  have, 
should  be  to  receive  a  gpround  rent  for 
the  use  ot  the  land.  Well,  what  is  this 
land  for  which  these  landlords  have  the 
right  to  receive  rent  ?  It  is  laid  down 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  The  first 
charge  upon  the  land  is  a  sufficiency  to 
enable  the  tenant  to  live  and  thrive ;  the 
second  charge  is  the  rent— that  is  to  say, 
any  margin  that  remains  after  the  tenant 
has  lived  and  thrived.  The  tenant  has  a 
preferred  charge  upon  the  land,  and  the 
second,  or  deferred,  charge  is  the  rent 
to  the  landlord  if  any  margin  remains. 
I  say  the  sooner  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
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who  are  landlords  understand  that,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  the  country,  and  the 
better  it  will  eventually  be  for  them- 
selves. The  Land  Courts  were  estab- 
lished to  fix  judicial  rents ;  these  judicial 
rents  were  estimated  according  to  the 
margin  after  the  tenant  had  lived  and 
thrived,  and  they  were  based  on  the 
existing  prices,  but  prices  have  fallen 
since  then ;  the  margin  that  existed  in 
the  judicial  rent  which  was  to  go  to  the 
landlord  does  not  exist  at  the  present 
moment.  Therefore,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  as  the  landlord  and  tenant  are  but 
partners  in  a  joint  property,  it  is  mon- 
strous that  the  landlord  should  take 
advantage  of  there  being  no  margin 
this  year,  and  of  the  tenant  being  unable 
to  pay  his  ground  rent,  and  not  only 
seize  the  land,  but  also  the  improve- 
ments effected  by  the  tenant,  and  the 
very  house  he  occupies.  Some  landlords 
in  Ireland  recognize  this ;  but  in  every 
class  there  is  a  residuum — there  is  a 
residuum  of  bad  landlords  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  admitted  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  landlords  ought  not  to 
exact  the  rent  which  they  are  exacting ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  certainly 
used  pressure  upon  those  landlords  to 
prevent  them  getting  such  rents  from 
their  tenants.  I  am  not  in  the  least 
complaining  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  having  done  so.  He  said  that 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  had 
complained.  They  do  not  complain  of 
that ;  but  they  complain  of  this — ^that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had, 
according  to  his  own  view,  violated  the 
conspiracy  law  by  confederating  with  the 
police  and  the  magistrates  to  use  pres- 
sure ;  and  that,  when  he  had  failed,  he 
then  turned  round  on  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers— who  were  more  clever  than  him- 
self in  exercising  pressure  on  the  land- 
lords-—and  wanted  to  prosecute  them  for 
doing  precisely  what  he  had  himself 
attempted  to  do.  It  is  asserted  that 
some  tenants  can  pay,  and  I  will  make 
that  concession  ;  but  there  are  others 
who  cannot  pay  their  full  rent,  and  even 
those  who  can  pay  their  full  rent  are 
unable  to  do  it  from  the  produce  of  the 
land  this  year.  They  have  to  take  it 
from  the  little  store  saved  through  their 
economy,  or  receive  it  from  a  daughter 
or  other  relative  who  has  gone  over  to 
America  and    is    in   receipt  of   goo4 
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wages,  or  thoy  have  to  procure  it  by 
depriyiDg  themselves  of  a  piece  of  furni- 
ture, or  Botnething  of  that  kind.  What 
would  have  happened  if  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  not  been  undertaken  ? 
Why,  no  doubt  there  would  have  been  a 
considerable  number  of  evictions ;  in  all 
human  probability  evictions  would  have 
lod  to  outrages.  If  you  had  turned  men 
out  of  their  houses  in  considerable  num- 
bers— and  there  are  a  great  many  who 
would  have  been  treated  in  that  way  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  pressure  which 
has  been  put  upon  the  landlords ^you 
would  have  inspired  in  many  breasts  a 
feeling  which  would  have  found  vent  in 
lawlessness  and  outrage.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  consider  that  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Irish  people  were  perfectly 
right  in  stepping  in.  How  did  thoy  step 
in  ?  They  proposed  that  all  the  tenants 
ahould  subscribe  to  a  common  fund ; 
that  the  subscription  should  be  the 
amount  of  what  these  Eepresentatives 
thought  was  the  fair  and  proper  rent 
they  should  pay;  this  rent  was  to  be 
offered  to  the  landlord  ;  if  the  landlord 
did  not  accept  it,  it  was  to  be  kept  in 
hand — not  thrown  away,  but  kept  in 
hand,  to  be  used,  not  to  support  these  ten- 
ants, but  really  to  support  those  evicted 
by  the  landlord.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  asserts 
that  there  wa9  intimidation;  but  the 
right  hoQ.  Qentleman  has  not  cited  one 
case,  and  he  cannot  cite  a  single  case  in 
which  there  were  speeches  of  intimida- 
tion. The  tenants  wore  perfectly  ready 
to  come  into  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
They  did  so  voluntarily  when  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
been  pointed  out  to  them ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  cite  one  case 
of  intimidation,  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear 
of  it.  The  fact,  is  that  this  Plan  of 
Campaign  i^  simply  the  application  of 
trades-unionism  to  agriculture.  The 
principle  of  trades-unionism  is  that  men, 
working-men,  labourers,  have  a  right 
to  combine  to  make  a  decent  wage  to 
themselves,  the  first  charge  upon  the 
property  that  is  brought  into  existence 
by  their  labour  and  by  the  money  of  the 
capitalist.  Well,  how  did  the  Govern- 
ment meet  this  ?  Why,  by  attempting 
to  arrest  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  con- 
cerned in  this  Plan  of  Campaign  on  that 
old,  miserable,  and  weak  law  of  oon- 
spiraer.  The  law  says  that  one  man 
may  do  a  thing,  but  that  two  men  in 
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combination  may  not  do  it ;  that  one 
man  may  do  a  thing,  but  that  another 
may  not  advise  him  to  do  it.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  this  law  of  conspiracy 
was  brought  into  operation  when  first 
trades-unionism  commenced.  It  was 
attempted  to  crush  out  trades-unionism 
by  means  of  it;  but  the  artizans  of 
England  were  strong  enough  to  be  able 
to  resist  it,  and  the  result  was  that 
trades  unions  were  especially  exempted 
from  the  law  of  oonspiracy.  The  land- 
lords of  Ireland  ought  to  be  thankful 
for  this  Plan  of  Campaign.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  case  of  Lord  Dillon.  He 
has  got  75  per  cent,  of  his  rent.  [An 
hon.  Member:  No,  80.]  He  has  got 
80  per  cent  of  his  rent  from  a  large 
numberof  holdings  of  five  and  six  pounds. 
Do  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  mean  to 
say  that  they  would  not  be  very  thank- 
ful to  the  Members  representing  their 
districts,  if  they  would  take  the  trouble 
to  collect  80  per  cent  of  their  rents  and 
hand  it  over  to  them  ?  Well,  now,  how 
do  the  Government  propose  to  meet  the 
state  of  things  which  is  existing  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  forPaddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  tells  us  that 
he  would  do  nothing.  He  is  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land. The  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  would  meet  the  whole 
question  by .  migration.  [An  hon. 
Mesibeb:  Or  emigration.]  Migration 
or  emigration,  I  am  not  sure  whicn.  He 
said  that  would  meet  the  case  of  Glen- 
beigh,  and  I  think  Mr.  Goschen,  the 
latest  convert  to  Conservatism,  says  the 
same  thing.  We  are  told  we  must  have 
sense  and  not  sentimentality  in  this 
matter.  Then  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  tells  us  to  take  what 
occurred  in  Glenbeigh  as  the  finest 
example  of  the  generous  magnanimity 
of  Irish  landlords.  Do  you  mean  to  tell 
me  that  when  these  tenants,  according 
to  Sir  Eedvera  Buller  himself,  could  not 
pay  one  gale  and  costs,  there  is  anything 
magnanimous  in  burning  their  houses 
over  their  heads.  We  are  told  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
that  in  London  persons  are  turned  out 
of  their  houses,  but  supposing  that  in 
any  part  of  London  a  number  of  these 
people  had  built  their  own  houses  and 
made  roads,  axid  that  there  was  some 
ground  landlord  who  had  a  small  ground 
charge  upon  the  land ;  and  supposing 
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that  these  men,  owing  to  circumstances 
over  which  they  had  no  control,  could 
not  pay  their  rent,  what  would  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Metropolis  say  if  they 
saw  proceeding  through  their  streets  a 
body  of  policemen y  marching  along  fol- 
lowed by  a  number  of  bailififs  carrying 
crowbars  and  petroleum  to  level  the 
houses  of  those  tenants  and  burn  them 
to  the  ground  ?  Should  we  not  regard 
it  as  monstrous?  I  tell  you  that  the 
opinion  of  Europe  is,  that  a  more  mon- 
strous and  iniquitous  crime  has  seldom 
been  committea  by  any  country  than  the 
crime  of  Glenbeigh.  The  Ohiof  Secre- 
tary says  he  does  not  justify  it,  but 
surely  it  would  have  been  better  if  he 
bad  tempered  law  with  humanity.  I  do 
not  believe  that  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  near  me,  if  he  had  been  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  would  have  con- 
sented to  send  an  armed  force  with 
an  expedition  such  as  was  despatched 
to  Glenbeigh  to  stand  by  while  the 
bailifis  destroyed  the  property  of 
those  imfortunate  people.  Lord  Salis- 
bury, as  the  head  of  the  Government, 
has  laid  down  what  his  view  is  of  what 
is  to  take  place  in  Ireland.  And  what 
is  his  view  ? 

« It  is  idlo,*'  he  said,  <'  to  talk  of  leaving  the 
Irish  people  to  govern  themselves.  You  know 
very  well  that  they  will  not  govern  themselves, 
bat  that  the  majority  will  govern  the  minority 
in  a  way  ntterly  inconsistent  with  its  rights, 
and  in  a  manner  utterlv  fatal  to  all  its  industrial 
and  commercial  hopes. ' 

That  is  the  real  Tory  way  of  looking  at 
the  matter,  for  the  Tories  will  never 
believe  that  people  can  govern  them- 
selves^they  always  think  that  it  isneces- 
saiT  for  some  superior  class  to  step  in 
and  govern  them.  The  result  of  this  is 
that  we  are  to  have  one  more  of  those 
detestable  Coercion  Bills  thrust  down 
the  throat  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Surely  England  ought  to  have  realized 
by  this  time  that  there  are  only 
two  ways  of  dealing  with  Ireland. 
That  is  to  sav  by  either  treating  it 
as  a  Crown  Colony — turning  the  Irish 
Members  out  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  ruling  the  country  by  the  sword, — 
or  by  some  species  of  Home  Eule  on  the 
lines  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  alluded  to  the  Liberal  Union- 
ists. I  do  not  think  that  they  will  Yerj 
cordially  thank  him  for  the  view  whid^ 
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he  expressed  in  regard  to  them.    It 
seems  they  are  to  trust  each  other — we 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  mutual 
confidence.    None  of  the  Liberal  Union- 
ists were  returned  by  Liberal  votes  at 
the  last  Election,  and  they  seem  to  hope 
in  this  House  that,  if  they  are  faithful 
to  their  friends  opposite,  at  the  next 
Election  they  will  again  be  returned  by 
Conservative  votes.    The  noble  Lord  has 
cleared  away  that  delusion   from  the 
minds  of  the  Liberal  Unionists.    They 
are  a  **  crutch," — they  are  to  be  thrown 
aside,  and  the  Conservative  Party  is  to 
run  without  them  in  the  future.    I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hossen- 
dale    (Marquess    of   Hartington)    will 
take  that  declaration  to  heart.    I  do  not 
believe  what  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  said — namely,  that  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  (Marquess  of  Hartington)  is  the 
crutch  of  the  Conservative  Party.     I 
believe  he   is  the  bit  in  the  teeth  of 
Gentlemen  opposite.    I  say  this,  I  oon* 
sider  it  most  improper  that  the  noble 
Marquess  should  take  his  seat  on  this 
side  of  the  House ;   his  prox>er  place  is 
on  the  Benches  opposite  ;  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Lord  does  not  see 
the  absolute  bad  taste  of  his  sitting 
among  the  Liberals.   When  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  were  casting  about  to  find 
a  leader,  what  did  they  do  ?  Why,  they 
telegraphed  here,  there,  and  everywhere 
to  the  noble  Marquess,  begging  him  to 
come  back  and  help  them.    The  noble 
Marquess  declined  to  join  them  himself, 
but  he  lent  them  a  Gentleman  in  whom 
he  had  confidence  to  sit  on  their  side  of 
the  House.     And  what  has  been  the 
result  of  this  action  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Marquess  ?    We  hear  of  all  sorts 
of  appeals  being  made,  of  conferences 
being  held  between  the  noble  Marquess 
and  Members  of  the  Government.    In 
fact,   the   (Government   do  not  dare  to 
attempt    a     policy    without     coming 
humbly  to  the  noble  Marquess  to  see 
first  if  he  agrees  with  it.     The  noble 
Marquess  is  the    master   of  the    po- 
sition  at    the    present   moment ;    the 
noble  Lord  is  tne  master  of  those  who 
sit  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  he  would  have  pursued 
— I  will  not  say  an  honest,  because  I  be- 
lieve him  to  be    a    most  honest  and 
honourable  man — but  I  think  he  would 
have  pursued  a  far  better  ooorae  if, 
having  this  power,  he  had  mooepted  the 
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responsibilities  of  it  instead  of  sa- 
peroiliously  handing  them  over  to 
Mr.  Qoschen,  and  had  taken  the 
lead  himself.  Then,  we  had  the  leader 
of  the  other  wing  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  the  right  non.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain).  It  seems  to  me  that  that 
right  hon.  Oentleman  hesitated,  and 
doubted  as  to  what  he  should  do.  At 
the  General  Election,  he  told  everybody 
that  the  Union  was  so  paramount  a 
matter  that  he  should  support  the  Con- 
servatiye  Gt)vernmeDt  against  any 
Liberal  Goyernment,  until  the  Liberals, 
by  seeing  the  Conservatives  in,  were 
coerced  into  giving  up  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  as  to  Home  Bule.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain ) 
has  very  considerably  changed  his  atti- 
tude since  the  Election.  He  now  in- 
forms his  friends,  the  Conservatives, 
that  he  will  desert  them,  as  he  previously 
deserted  his  own  Party,  if  their  policy 
is  reactionary  or  inadequate.  That  is  to 
say,  unless  the  policy  of  the  Government 
meets  with  his  approval,  he  will  simply 
vote  against  them  and  leave  them  to 
take  care  of  themselves.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  he  is  in  a  difficulty — 
he  does  not  like  to  vote  for  the  Liberals 
because  they  are  Home  Bulers,  and  he 
does  not  like  to  vote  for  the  Conserva- 
tives because  they  are  Tories.  It  seems, 
in  fact,  that  he  is  only  inclined  to  vote 
for  himself.  He  appears  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  he  has  elaborated, 
in  his  own  mind,  so  wonderful  a  scheme 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question, 
that  Tories  and  Whigs,  Liberals  and 
l^dicals,  all  ought  to  unite  to  say, 
''This  is  a  prophet  come  down  from 
Heaven.  Let  us  accept  him  and  vote 
for  his  proposal."  His  proposal  is 
somewhat  vague.  He  tells  us  he  wishes 
to  place  the  question  of  land  before  that 
of  Home  Bule.  We  do  not;  we  are 
pledged  to  a  Home  Bule  policy.  But 
even  on  the  question  of  land,  so  far  as  I 
can  make  out  from  his  speech,  he  says 
lie  intends  us  to  buy  all  the  land  that  is 
absolutely  worth  nothing  in  Ireland ; 
how  it  will  be  paid  for,  he  says,  is  a 
secret.  The  **  secret,*'  however,  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  pretty  well  divulged, 
because  I  find  that  ne  says  of  his  plan 
that  it  would  impose  no  excessive 
burden  or  risk  on  tne  taxpayer  of  the 
United  Kingdom.     We  do  not  want  it 


to  impose  any  burden  on  the  taxpayer 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  We  think  that 
if  there  is  one  thing  we  ought  to  resist 
more  than  another,  it  is  the  idea  that 
English  taxpayers  should  bear  any  bur- 
den or  risk  in  order  to  buy  out  Irish 
landlords.  We  wish  to  say  to  Ireland, 
**  Go,  govern  yourselves ;  arrange  mat- 
ters with  the  landlords  just  as  you  like ; 
you  must  settle  these  matters  your- 
selves, but  when  we  say  govern  your- 
selves we  do  not  intend  to  put  our  hands 
in  our  pockets  for  the  benefit  of  land- 
lords, of  whom  we  have  the  worst  and 
lowest  possible  opinion."  "^yhen  the 
Land  Question  is  settled  on  this  most 
extraordinary  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  is  prepared  to  look 
into  the  question  of  local  self-govern- 
ment in  Ireland  —  he  would  give 
Ireland  a  subordinate  local  authority, 
founded,  apparently,  on  the  model 
of  that  at  Birmingham.  He  looks 
upon  that  model,  no  doubt,  as  one  of  the 
most  perfect  schemes  of  self-government 
that  ever  existed.  The  Town  Council  of 
Birmingham,  however,  has  the  charge 
of  its  police,  and,  as  a  matter  of  detail, 
the  Irish  Local  Authority  was  not  to 
have  charge  of  the  police.  When  this 
Body  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
scribes was  established,  Ireland  was  to 
receive  an  Executive.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  protested  against  refusing  to 
give  it  an  Executive.  '*  We  have  a 
Mayor  in  Birmingham,"  he  said ;  '*  why 
should  they  not  have  a  Mayor  in  Ire- 
land? We  have  a  surveyor  in  Bir- 
mingham ;  why  should  they  not  have  a 
surveyor  in  Ireland  ?  We  have  a  trea- 
surer and  other  officials  in  Birmingham ; 
and  why  should  not  similar  appoint- 
ments be  made  in  Ireland  ?  "  He  said 
that  as  the  Irish  people  were  somewhat 
silly  and  easily  caught  with  words,  and 
desired  to  have  high-sounding  names  for 
their  officials — "  I  see  no  reason  why  you 
should  not  call  your  Mayor  a  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  your  Surveyor  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  or  what  you 
like.''  This  is  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman calls  a  national  settlement.  I 
call  it  a  Birmingham  settlement.  It  is 
a  Birmingham  settlement  that,  in  my 
mind,  will  meet  with  the  approbation  of 
exceedingly  few  Members  of  this  House. 
I  cannot  understand  that  it  will  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  the  Gentlemen 
sitting  round  the  Bound  Table,  of  whom 
I  see  one  dose  by  me  at  this  moment.  I 
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Bhould  like  to  know  about  that  Confer- 
ence.  I  myself  was  sorry  that  it  was 
ever  held,  as  it  seemed  to  me  to  place 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) on  an  equality  with  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  GladstonjB).  For  my  own  part,  I 
do  not  know  why  we  should  not  receive 
the  right  hon.  Gentloman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham.  In  speaking  in  the 
country  I  have  always  expressed  myself 
anxious  to  receive  him  with  open  arms, 
provided  that  he  would  repent.  I  thought, 
however,  that  as  the  preliminary  to  his 
being  received  with  open  arms  by  the 
Liberal  Party,  he  should  be  prepared  to 
say  that  our  Leader  is  liis  Leader,  and 
that  our  Irish  policy  is  his  Irish  policy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think  that,  perhaps,  the  scheme  he  pro- 
poses will  not  be  accepted  at  once,  but 
that,  after  a  little  time,  when  he  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  talking  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
over,  the  country  will  accept  this  sham 
and  bogus  and  bastard  Parliament  that 
he  suggests.  I  do  not  think  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  accept  it,  and  I  am 
certain  that  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
will  not ;  and  I  remember  this,  that  at 
the  Leeds  Conference,  which  was  at- 
tended by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  it  was  laid  down  that  no  system 
of  Home  Bule  would  be  acceptable  to 
the  English  Liberal  Party  that  was  not 
acceptable  to  the  Irish  Party.  I  deny 
that  the  scheme  of  the  ri$2^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham would  be  acceptable  to  the  Irish 
Party;  and  I,  therefore,  deny  that  it 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  mass  of  the 
Liberal  Party  all  over  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlenian  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  tells  us  that  the  Unionists 
are  increasing.  Where  does  he  discover 
that  ?  Did  he  discover  it  at  Liverpool  ? 
— are  Gentlemen  opposite  satisfied  with 
the  Liverpool  election  ?  I  received  a 
letter  from  a  friend  to-day  giving  me  an 
account  of  a  Liberal  Unionist  meeting 
which  took  place  in  his  part  of  the  coun- 
try. It  was  termed  a  '*  mass  meeting '' 
in  the  newspapers.  It  was  most  orderly, 
and  the  proceedings  were  marked  with 
great  unanimity;  but  there  was  one 
thing  very  peculiar  about  this  mass 
meeting,  that  it  consisted  of  exactly  six 
men.    I  venture  to  eay  that  if  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  or  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale,  were  to  go  into 
any  district — ^I  do  not  care  which — and 
attempt  to  pass  any  resolution  opposed 
to  Home  Bule,  unless  the  meeting  was 
composed  of  Tories,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  do  it,  if,  indeed,  they  succeeded 
in  securing  a  hearing.  Our  army  is 
perfectly  sound ;  there  are,  no  doubt,  a 
certain  number  of  superior  Gentlemen 
in  it,  and  these  superior  Gentlemen,  who 
have  no  followers,  wish  to  impose  their 
will  upon  us,  but  I  tell  them  that  they 
will  not  be  able  to  do  so.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  told  us  that  the 
battle  had  been  won.  Why,  Sir,  the 
battle  has  not  begun  yet.  We  mean  to 
fight  on — to  fight  again  and  again,  until 
the  Home  Kule  cause  prevails.  We 
have  nailed  our  colours  to  the  mast.  We 
are  not  bound  to  every  detail  in  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  But  we  recognize 
Home  Kule  as  stated  broadly  in  that 
Bill.  We  want  a  real,  genuine,  domestic 
Legislature  for  Ireland,  with  Acts  be- 
coming law  when  they  have  passed  that 
Legislature,  and  when  they  have  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  Crown ;  and 
we  want  a  real,  genuine  Executive,  pro- 
ceeding from,  and  dependent  upon,  that 
local  Legislature.  We  believe  that  by 
sticking  to  this  we  shall,  in  the  end, 
convince  the  country  that  we  are  in  tbo 
right.  We  very  nearly  won  at  the  last 
Election — we  were  within  70,000  votes  of 
winning.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  can- 
not believe  how  bad  our  organization 
was;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
we  had  Gentlemen  who  are  now  sitting 
on  this  side  of  the  House  firing  into  us 
during  the  whole  engagement.  Do  not 
think  that  we  are  going  to  give  up  because 
we  have  been  defeated  once.  Do  hon. 
Gentlemen  think  that  any  of  the  great 
reforms  wo  have  secured  in  modem 
times  would  have  been  obtained,  if  the 
Party  of  progress  had  yielded  the  causa 
after  one  defeat  ?  We  mean  to  go  on, 
because  we  believe  that  that  is  the  sole 
way  of  promoting  peace,  affection,  and 
goodwill  between  this  country  and  Ire- 
land. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  :  The  House  bas  had  the  advan- 
tage to-night  of  listening  to  more  tbam 
one  very  brilliant  speech,  and  I  veature 
to  say  that  that  wnich  has  just  fallen 
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from  tho  bon.  Member  for  Nortbampton 
is  not  tbe  least  brilliant.  I  am  sorry  to 
liave  to  disturb  one  of  bis  most  cberisbed 
delusions  ;  but  be  bas  gone  up  and 
don'n  tbe  country  saying  tbat  no  liberal 
Unionist  was  returned  to  Parliament  by 
Liberal  vot^s.  I  am  very  sorry  to  disturb 
tbe  illusion,  but  I  would  point  out  to 
him  tbat  I  am  a  living  example  to  tbe 
contrary.  At  my  election  I  was  opposed 
by  a  Tory,  and  I  bave  beaten  a  Tory. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Then  you  are 
the  only  one. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  I  beg  to  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  on  his  cou- 
rage, because  be  has  been  almost  the 
only  Home  Rule  Liberal  who  bas  had 
tho  courage  to  get  up  and  back  up 
through  thick  and  thin  tho  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Wo  have  waited  for  a  de- 
claration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone) ;  we  hope  to  hear  what 
Lord  Spencer  and  Lord  Granville  will 
have  to  say  in  **  another  place"  ;  and 
what  did  they  say?  Why,  that  they 
could  pronounce  no  opinion  while  judi- 
cial proceedings  were  in  progress.  As 
if  the  matter  had  not  been  decided  al- 
ready. The  Judges  have  pronounced  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  Ireland  to  be  ille- 
gal. [*'No,  no!"]  Hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  contradict  me ;  but  I  ask 
them  what  was  the  ground  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
was  bound  over  to  keep  the  peace  ? 
Thone  hon.  Members  toss  their  heads. 
The  Judges  of  Ireland— the  law  of  Ire- 
land— already  count  for  nothing  with  the 
Nationalist  Members.  A  deliberately 
pronounced  legal  opinion  is  to  be  met 
with  a  toss  of  the  head.  I  am  afraid  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  has  left 
the  House ;  but  if  be  were  here  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  what  is  his  opinion  about 
tbe  Commandment,  "Thou  shalt  not 
steal."  If  asked  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
upon  that,  would  he  say — **0h,  let  us 
wait  until  a  burglar  I  know  of  is  tried 
at  the  Old  Bailey.  Then  I  will  give  you 
my  view  of  that  Commandment."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was  much 
more  courageous  than  that,  for  he  backed 
up  tbe  Plan  of  Campaign  through  thick 
and  thin;  he  bas  nailed  his  colours  to 
the  mast ;  and  even  though  the  policy 
should  be  abandoned  by  some  of  his 
fiiends,  he,  liko  a  political  Casablanca, 
will  remain  to  bo  blown  up   with  the 


burning  deck.     For  the  hon.  Member 
to  try  to  induce  us  to  believe  in  the 
legality  of  tho  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
say  it  is  nothing  but  trades- unionism, 
is  to  play  with  the  intelligence  of  the 
House.   It  is  obvious  that  Irish  tenants, 
like  English  workmen   with  their  em- 
ployers are    at  liberty  to  combine  to 
make    what    terms    they    like    before 
entering  into  a  contract  with  the  land- 
lords ;  but  when  once  a  contract  is  en- 
tered into  they  must  be  compelled  to 
abide  by  it.     Then   there  is  another 
speech,  that  of  the  noble  Lord  tbe  Mem- 
ber   for  Paddington   (Lord    Randolph 
Churchill),  upon  which  I  would  make  a 
few  other  observations — and  I  am  sorry 
not  to  see  tho  noble  Lord  in  his  place. 
Tho  speech  I  refer  to  was  one  in  which 
he  sparred  all  round,  and  in  which  he 
had  the  goodness  to  direct  many  of  his 
remarks  to  the  Liberal  Unionists.    He 
spoke  of  us  as  a  '^  crutch."    He  said  he 
would  be  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
throwing  tbat  **  crutch  "  away — and  be 
wished   to  see  the  Conservative  Party 
stand  alone,  and  have  nothing  to  do  witu 
tbe  Liberal  Unionists.     When  he  said 
this,  Icould  not  help  carrying  my  memory 
back  to  the  speech  he  delivered  at  Dart- 
ford.    I  found  a  copy  of  that  speech  in 
the  Library,  and  with  tho  permission  of 
the  House  I  will  read  a  short  extract 
from  it.    It  was  delivered  on  the  4th  of 
October  last.    'J'he  noblo  Lord  alluded 
to  tbe  Liberal  Unionists  when  speaking 
of  the  great   sacrifices   that  the  Tory 
Members   bad    made   during   the   last 
Session.     Ho  said  of  their  success — 

"It  has  also  been  duo  to  the  loyal,  the  tho- 
roughly loyal,  support  which  we  have  received 
from  Lord  Hartington,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  and 
the  whole  Party  of  Liberal  Unionists.'* 

But  be  did  not  stop  there,  and  this  is 

the  passage  to  which  I  should  like  to 

direct  the  attention  of  the  House ;  and  I 

hope  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 

Fdddiogton  will  reflect  upon  it   if   he 

happens    to    glanco   his  eye  over  my 

speech — 

"  Tho  main  principle  and  guiding  motive  of 
our  policy — and  1  pray  you  to  bear  this  in  mind 
— will  bo  to  maintain  intact  and  unimpaired  tlio 
union  of  the  Unionist  Party.  We  know  how 
much— how  almost  entirely— tho  future  of  Eng- 
land depends  on  the  union  of  tbe  Unionist  Party 
— how  every  institution  which  wo  value,  all 
the  liberties  which  wo  prize,  ere,  for  the  time, 
bound  up  in  tho  union  of  that  Party.  Every- 
thing that  we  do,  either  in  domestic  or  in  foreign 
affairs,  will  be  subordinate  to  that  cardinal  prin- 
ciple, tho  union  of  tho  Unionist  Party.     I  am 
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not  ashamed  to  state,  before  this  great  meeting, 
that  we,  the  present  Government,  owe  much  of 
our  existence,  and  much  of  our  efficiency,  to 
the  Unionist  Liberals.*' 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  House  which  is 
Philip  sober  and  which  is  Philip  drunk  ? 
Was  it  PJiilip  sober  during  the  delivery 
of  that  speech  at  Dartford,  or  is  it  Philip 
sober  to-night  ?  If  it  was  Philip  sober 
at  Dartford,  what  have  we  heard  to- 
night but  a  wanton  insult  to  the  Liberal 
Unionists  ?  Sir,  it  is  a  great  deal  more 
than  a  wanton  insult.  From  the  point 
of  view  of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  it  is 
treason,  it  is  a  betrayal  of  the  best  in- 
terests of  England,  which,  he  said,  were 
bound  up  with  the  union  of  the  Unionist 
Party.  I  take  it  that  it  is  to-night  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  spoken  his  real 
mind,  for  he  is  now  free  and  unfettered, 
no  longer  connected  with  the  Ministry. 
At  Dartford  he  was  a  Minister,  and  he 
had  to  speak  in  a  manner  of  which  he 
knew  his  Colleagues  would  approve.  If, 
then,  it  is  to-night  that  he  is  speaking 
his  mind,  I  venture  to  say  that  his 
speech  at  Dartford,  if  it  was  not  a 
burlesque,  was  an  organized  hypocrisy. 
The  House  knows  that,  according  to  our 
opinion — we  may  be  right  or  we  may 
be  wrong — there  is  no  sacrifice  we 
Liberal  Unionists  are  not  prepared  to 
make  in  order  to  maintain  the  Union. 
But  has  the  House  considered  what 
value  the  noble  Lord  puts  on  the 
Union?  It  seems  to  me  he  cannot 
value  it  above  £500,000,  because  he 
says  that  if  the  Government  had  been 
willing  to  allow  an  economy  of  £500,000 
he  would  not  have  left  it.  Therefore,  it 
being  a  cardinal  principle  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  maintain  the  Union  and  the 
union  of  the  Unionist  Party,  the  value 
he  puts  upon  it  is  only  £500,000.  Well, 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  the  way 
in  which  an  English  statesman  should 
reply  to  the  sacrifices  made  by  men  like 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquees  of  Hart- 
ington)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
When  we  Unionists  speak  of  the  Union 
and  our  intention  to  sacrifice  all  to  main- 
tain that  Union,  we  mean  what  we  say ; 
and  it  seems  to  me,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Unionist  Party,  now  that  we  know  the 
extent  of  the  sacrifice  which  the  noble 
Lord  is  willing  to  make  to  maintain 
the  solidarity  of  that  Party,  that  we 
are  well  rid  of  the  noble  Lord  as  a 
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Member  of  the  Government.  We  do 
not  want  within  the  Unionist  Party  any 
man  who  puts  the  price  of  the  Union 
at  £500,000,  and  will  say  one  thing  in 
October  which  he  will  flatly  contradict 
on  the  following  January.  Our  course, 
Sir,  is  extremely  clear.  So  long  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  makes  it 
a  cardinal  part  of  his  Irish  policy  to 
establish  a  Legislative  Body  in  Dublin 
with  a  complete  executive  proceeding 
from  it,  Liberal  Unionists  will  have 
nothing  to  say  to  him.  Beyond  that,  we 
are  determined  to  support  the  present 
Government  in  maintaining  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  spoke  the  minds 
of  Liberal  Unionists  when  he  said  that 
our  idea  of  the  maintenance  of  the  law 
meant  a  permanent  alteration  of  the 
law  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  not  a 
temporary  addition  to  it  or  temporary 
alteration  of  it.  Our  position,  I  am 
perfectly  aware,  is  a  difficult  one.  It  is 
not  altogether  a  pleasant  one.  There 
are  many  of  our  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  with  whom  we  agree  on  all 
other  political  matters  except  this  ques- 
tion of  Irish  policy,  and  with  whom  it 
is  a  great  pain  to  us  to  differ ;  but  we 
place,  according  to  our  own  ideas,  this 
question  of  the  Union  before  every  other 
question  of  current  politics.  It  will 
rest  with  the  Government  whether  we 
shall  continue  to  support  them.  We 
cannot  abandon  entirely  our  Liberal 
principles,  and  support  them  in  reac- 
tionary legislation.  They  will  not,  I 
hope,  go  in  for  reactionary  legislation, 
Sir ;  but  if  they  do,  speaking  for  myself, 
I — and  I  know  many  others  will  do  the 
same — shall  not  be  able  to  give  a  vote 
to  turn  them  out.  \_LaMffhUr.']  No; 
we  wish  to  be  perfectly  plain  with  you. 
There  is  a  third  course.  If  they  make 
us  choose  between  abandoning  our  seats 
or  our  principles,  we  will  abandon  oar 
seats.  That,  Sir,  is  the  position  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists,  and  1  do  not  think 
that  the  House  will  consider  that  the 
position  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  is  consistent  with 
the  position  and  the  ideas  of  the  Party 
to  which  I  belong.  I  do  not  wish  to 
follow  the  noble  Lord  through  all 
the  length  of  his  speech.  I  have 
detained  the  House  too  long  already; 
but  I  wished,  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal 
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XJDionists,  to  take  up  the  challenge  that 
the  noblQ  Lord  has  thrown  down,  and  to 
tell  him  that  we  are  the  true  Unionists, 
and  not  he.  I  wish  to  tell  him  that  he 
is  playing  to  the  gallery— that  he  is  not 
thinking  of  what  is  right  or  wrong,  but 
of  what  may  win  an  election  at  some 
future  time.  We,  for  our  part,  do  not 
follow  that  course.  We  believe  the 
Union  is  the  right  thing,  and  we  are 
prepared  to  sacrifice  everything — even 
our  seats—  to  maintain  it. 

Thb  first  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geobgb  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing^ :  I  beg  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
tho  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Lord 
George  -ffawf/^on,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Dehhtefuriher  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

SUPREME  COURT  OP  JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  BILL.-[BiLL  I.] 

{Sir  MieAoH  Hieki-Beach,  Mr.  Jackson.) 

SECOND  BKADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5ir  Jitehael  Bieke-Beaeh.) 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  whether 
he  regards  this  as  the  commencement 
of  a  series  of  reforms  in  regard  to 
the  legal  administration  of  Ireland? 
There  is  no  matter  of  more  importance 
as  affecting  that  country  than  reform  of 
its  judidal  procedure  and  its  extremely 
costly  judicial  administration.  The  ex- 
travagance of  the  Irish  judiciary  and 
the  legal  branches  of  its  administration 
is  in  excess  not  only  of  anything  in 
England  or  Scotland,  but  I  think  it 
would  be  difficult  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  find  a  parallel  for  it  in  any  part 
of  the  world.  I  should  like  to  hear  from 
him  something  as  to  the  views  of  the 
present  Gk>vemment  on  the  matter.  The 
views  of  the  late  OoTcmment  and  of  Sir 
George  Trevelyan,  are  thoroughly  well 
known  to  the  House.  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  secre- 
tary for  Ireland  would  let  us  know  some- 
thing of  his  own  views  to-night.  I  would 
call  his  attention  to  one  particular  branch 
uf  Irish  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  administration  6i  law.  The  late 
Government  attempted  to  deal  with  it ; 


it  is  with  reference  to  the  amounts  paid 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  for 
their  services  in  their  legal  capacities. 
I  refer  particularly  to  the  salary  of  the 
Attorney   General  for   Ireland,   which 
was  fixed  by  the  late  Administration  at 
£4,000  a-year.    The  matter  formed  the 
subject  of  a  long  discussion  between  the 
late  Irish  Administration  and  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  the  decision  of  the  late  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  that  while 
the  then  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
could  not  be  displaced,  and  was  allowed 
to  retain  the  salary  of  £5,000  a-year,  in 
future  appointments  it  should  be  under- 
stood that  the  salaries  should  be  re- 
duced from  £5,000  to  £4,000,  in  addi- 
tion to  fees.  [Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
dissented.]    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  shakes  his  head;   but  if  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  the  decision  of 
the  late  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
that,  in  future,  the  salary  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  should  be 
£4,000  a-year  and  fees.    I  hare  rea- 
son to  remember  this,  because  the  then 
Lord  Lieutenant  (Lord  Aberdeen)  ob- 
jected to  it,  and  it  was  reconsidered; 
and  then  the  Government  deliberately, 
and,  as  they  thought,  finally,  settled  the 
question,  deciding  that  £4,000  a-year, 
in  addition  to  fees,  was  handsome  re- 
muneration for  an  Irish  Attorney  General. 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  is  receiving  at 
present  £4,000  or  £5,000  a-jear?    I 
throw  out  this  point  as  a  small  part  of 
an  enormous  saving  which   might  be 
effected  in  the  cost  of  Irish  legal  adminis- 
tration,  and  which  could  be  effected  if 
expenditure  on  these  matters  in  Ireland 
were  put  in  the  same  position  as  in  this 
country.   By  this  Bill  we  are  wiping  out 
one  Judge  in  Ireland ;  but  I  think  we 
could    go   further   than    that    in    the 
direction  of  retrenchment  without  injury 
to  Irish  legal  administration.  I  cordially 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  There  is  much  in  what  the 
right  hon.  Member  has  said  with  which 
I  am  disposed  to  sympathize;  but  I 
think  he  has  taken  too  much  a  Treasury 
view  of  the  matter.  I  entirely  agree  in 
considering  that  this  Bill  is  only  a  step 
—and  a  small  step — in  the  work  of  Irish 
legal  reform.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  required  to  be  done,  both  in  the 
way  of  economy  and  efficiency,  in  this 
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field ;  and  certainly  I  shall  do  my  best, 
if  it  be  my  lot  to  remain  long  euough  in 
Office,  to  attain  these  ends.  But  I  will 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  near 
him  (Mr.  Childers)  introduced  a  measure 
in  1885  for  the  general  reform  of  the 
Irish  judiciary;  but  the  measure  di<l  not 
get  a  very  favourable  reception  from  the 
House — in  fact,  so  unfavourablo  was 
the  reception  that  it  did  not  sucreod  in 
passing  a  second  reading.  That  is  the 
main  reason  why,  in  bringing  for\^ard 
the  present  Bill,  I  have  attempted  to 
take  but  a  small  step  Orst.  Though  a 
step,  it  will  be  generally,  if  not  almost 
universally,  admitted  that  the  Bill  is  a 
good  and  necessary  step  ns  far  as  it 
goes,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  proceed 
with  the  matter  in  the  future  as  soon  as 
a  reasonable  opportunity  offers.  With 
regard  to  the  second  point  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  would  say  that 
my  own  recollection  of  the  position  in 
which  the  subject  was  loft  by  the  last 
Gtivernment  does  not  at  all  tally  with 
his.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  cor> 
rect  in  saying  that  the  Treasury  desired 
to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Irish  Attor- 
ney General  to  £4,000  n-year ;  but  the 
Irish  Government  never  consented  to 
that  reduction,  and  when  the  present 
Government  came  into  OtRco  they  found 
that  the  Irii<h  Government  had  not  only 
strongly  protested  against  the  change, 
but  had  simply  declined  to  agree  to  it. 
I  thought  there  was  great  force  in  the 
contention  of  the  Irish  Government; 
therefore  we  left  the  matter  in  abey- 
ance. The  present  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  receives  precisely  the  £ame 
salary  as  his  Predecessor;  and  though 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  the  question 
as  between  the  Treasury  and  the  Irish 
Government  ought  not  to  be  further 
considered,  still  the  course  to  be  taken 
is  by  no  means  eo  clear  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  supposes.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that,  in  all  cases,  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  be 
adequately  paid  at  £4,000  a-year. 

Mb.  childers  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  lias  referred 
to  a  Bill,  introduced  in  1885,  dealing 
very  largely  with  the  arrangements 
and  salaries  of  Judges  and  officials  in 
the  Irish  Gmrts  of  Justice.  That  Bill 
wasbr.iuglit  in  I»y  the  then  Liberal  Go- 
vernment after  conferonce  with  tholiish 
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Executive,  and  had  their  entire  ap- 
proval. Some  opposition,  no  doubt, 
was  shown  to  the  measure  when  it  came 
into  this  House ;  but  the  reason  why  it 
did  not  go  to  a  second  reading  was  that 
the  Go^rernment  had  been  defeated  on 
another  question*  and  had  resigned.  It 
was  one  of  tho  Bills  on  the  Paper  for 
discussion,  and  one  which,  had  wo  suc- 
ceeded in  our  Budget,  would,  together 
with  other  legislative  proposals,  have 
been  pushed  forward.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  very  excellent 
reasons  why  a  large  measure  for  amend- 
ing the  arrangements  of  the  Irish  Courts 
of  Justice  should  be  carried  through  Par- 
liament. In  supportincTy  therefore,  his 
view  that  tlio  present  Bill  ought  to  te 
passed  at  once,  I  do  so  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  the  acceptance  of  a 
small  part  of  the  measure  of  1883  leaves 
the  rest  of  the  question  entirely  open, 
and  that  we  expect  to  have,  I  do  not 
say  the  identical  Bill  of  1885,  but, 
a  large  and  complete  reform  of  the 
Irish  Courts  of  Justice.  With  regard 
to  the  salary  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland ;  having  listened  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  sub- 
ject, I  would  remind  him  that  when  tho 
salary  of  a  public  ofBcer  is  paid  out  of 
a  Vote  of  (his  House  it  is  settled  by  tho 
Treasury  and  no  Act  of  Parliament  is 
necessary ;  and  whero  the  Treasury  has 
passed  a  Minute  to  that  efloct  with  the 
consent  of  the  Prime  Minister  or  the 
Chmcellor  of  the  Exchequer,  their  deci- 
sion is  final.  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  not  that  tho  deci- 
sion in  this  case  sliould  be  reversed,  but 
that  the  decision  is  not  complete ;  but  I 
would  point  out  that  if  the  ^circum- 
stances have  been  accurately  dcFcribed 
on  both  sides  to  night  the  decision  is 
complete.  Of  course  it  can  be  reversed 
by  a  fresh  Minute  giving  reasons,  but 
this  is  liable  to  be  moved  for  in  Parlia- 
ment. Probably,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  prepared  for 
the  question  being  raised  to-night;  and 
he  will,  perhaps,  look  into  it,  at  the 
same  time  pardoning  me  for  stating, 
with  some  amount  of  Treasury  expe- 
rience, what  is  the  rule  in  these  cases. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kdkenny,  S.):  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  look  uix>n 
this  Bill  as  one  of  very  great  iuif^ortanro. 
It  may,  perhaps,  bo  held  to  bo  an  indica- 
tion of  that  policy  of  oconomy  which,  if 
it  had   been  adopted   before    by  Her 
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Majesty's  GoTenmeat  nugkl  )i%t#  MT«d 
them  the  lose  of  a  (\>Ueiigue;  but»  in 
other  reepecls^  it  is  di^tinollj  obje^tiau* 
able.  It  beftins  bj  saymg  that  c^rtdiu 
things  shall  be  done  which  mny  haTi> 
the  effect  of  saTing about  £1^500  a«year, 
and  it  loayes  altogether  iintouohea  the 
enormous  waste  of  publio  money  which 
takes  place,  owing  to  the  present 
remuneration  of  the  Attorney  Qeuornl 
and  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  In  the 
good  old  times  of  the  Grimes  Act.  and 
even  while  the  present  Crimes  Act  is  in 
existence,  I  believe  the  position  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  have 
been  and  to  bo,  with  the  ftinglo  excop* 
tion  of  that  of  tho  Ijord  Chancellor  of 
England,  the  most  lucrative  position  in 
the  Goremment;  and  I  am  sure  that  if 
any  real  economy  wero  intended  by  the 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Hacrfi' 
tary  for  Ireland,  he  would  bare  put  into 
tHe  Bill  a  claiuo  for  redoring  the  sabry 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and 
abolishing  the  system  of  payment  by 
resolta.  I  do  not  wish  to  weary  th^i 
Ho«M  with  aay  dtscussioo  or  the 
gen«nlqaestio«;  but  it  is  worthy  of  oot# 
that  in  the  month  of  November  last  y*ar 
ihm  Attovnej  General  ior  Irehmd  g^ve 
aa  opiAMm  that^  la  eertaia  «ae^s 
in  riinaf»^ly  eoaaccted  wirh  the  Ptaa  of 
Caoipaiga,  it  wtmli  be  i»pe«KbU  (r^ 
the  ijQfwenatmut  to  ni(er<4we,  hr  tit^ 
hamVarim  wer«  well  ^dtimd  th^t  thA 
ExecaSive  wimU  do  mfittiumg^  I  Tr'%Mt  I 
aas  »»a  as  ail  esceeviuKp  tU^  limifA  f4 
nfaivaarj^  wbhang^  I  ■mfsieCrtmi  cJtfte 


Tai-*   ^^gimntK   wSw*n.  '*/yit  ;t 

U%^  "due  SiM*- 
I  — y  f  Cat  *Xm  >fw)e#j*.tifm3»  Ufw^ 
ly  asiMft  XL  iiiibii*jiee  '<>  ^tM»^  y.agi  V 
ia  90C  swat  'i>  .inem   i^^m 


aad  aiaa)|rawaU(xa  ^^f  Ike  (Vauh^^^^  Hw^^a 
l>ivi4Mv»n  with  Uve  Q^^u'a  tWuv^^  j^ivi 
siun  of  the  Ui^sh  (VmvI<  i^u4  O^mmi^^ 
wilh  regard  tu  th«>  IC^v^hm^mit*  (^vUiv*H 
after  tht»i*e  iJiuU  inn^MV  H  v^v'ftM^«y  Kw  Out 
olHoe  uf  (l^iof  UaiH^u  uf  ih»»  Kjii^hm^urv. 
1  presMmii  I  i>hull  h^  ii\  (JriWv  Im  Vi^tVrUMK 
briofly  to  tht*  (HiMk(ituU(Ml  of  U»«(*mu4 
of  Quo^nV  IWiM  h«  U  is  mum^  MMforlM- 
nate  th»t  \\\xi^%  Jm<I^«ih  of  \\\\\\  K\a\\K  \\\\\ 
men  who  hnvo  hoMii  mviMMUml  fiMiM  Mtn 
oth<^r  l>lvlHionii,  1  Mndt^iHiMod  (hoMiiMMy 
of  ihe  law  to  ho  that  wh^n  ooom  a  )i«ir«iio 
bf^oame  Jod^fo  ho  wan  to  ho  ohovo  fill 
favour}  that  ho  ^t^%  Ifi  aMiO|it  oothiog 
from  elthor  Party  i  aiifl  »h»»t  ovoiilliiotf 
should  ha  dofio  hy  hiin  irM|iiiilmlly  m 
hftwoon  (ha  (Jrof»o  ttod  I  ha  (iMiitlo  Jo 
this  \h\U\u\%  t%i\\\%\s^\^  tlio  (ifiMtloMi 
liiviaUifi  -thri'oof  tha  Jioljisw  hava  haao 
prornotod,  aod  ih^r  ha«^o  haao  tha  thiaa 
who  bava  rriado  ihorr»a»lvaa  mm%  ohjM* 
tirmabia,  not  ah/fia  U^  tha  p«*^f(;|a  of  im 
land,  but  alvv  /  moaf-  *»ay,  t»»  jMMffJMio^/fl 
man  la  fr*Ua4.  I  aao  iroa^loa  >ha 
Ohiaf  H^t^ffatary  t*!  tf»a  (/^fd  f/^^oM^afft 
of  fralaod  wmU/I  hava  f»/f  bMMWa^^M>^^ 
now  t/>  give  tha  (iuift  fUpoh  tit  M^a  ^*/*' 

rijfht  b^#ft.  (hnllMnhh  hf^  ha4  fr  Ma»f# 
Inutn^u^rtf  f4  rli^  Urft^uttf^f  ih  #h«/ff  M^alt 

\9*4iif«*  h'%f^'f  aa4,  tb^a^/^'^,  f  ^^Am- 
nfAAd  >a»rf^AU7  tH»^/f^'  K  a>^>^.>  ^rA/j/a/# 
v»atf^*a^  SfanvKtf  /•,/  tM  (ff^A^yi  hirff^ft*  - 

rtft^trf  >Al^ft^*tfAt/  A/^rv^/U^.4  «»*^t  ^^^ 
^f^  pivy^^a'^r^^  »a  f^v*fM  if^r^\A   p^A 
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and,  therefore,  I  think  it  rieht  to  ask 
that  suffident  time  shall  he  allowed,  he- 
fore  the  Bill  is  taken  in  Oommittee,  to 
enahle  ns  to  consider  it  with  a  view  to 
its  amendment. 

Mb.  MAUEIOB  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  has  afforded  Irish  Members  an 
Opportunity  of  offering  their  sincere  con- 
dolence with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land for  the  somewhat  hard  measure  he 
iias  received.  There  has  been  a  vacancy 
in  the  office  ever  since  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  power,  now  nearly 
12  months  ago,  and  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division  in  Ireland  has  been  regarded  as 
the  almost  certain  reward  of  the  principal 
Law  Officers  of  theGt)vemment  in  power. 
I  am  aware  that  the  present  Government 
have  g^ood  reason  for  their  action,  for 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  in  the 
past  few  months,  has  considerably  helped 
to  increase  their  embarrassments.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sonth  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  Ohance)  has  referred  to  the 
celebrated  opinions  obtained  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  from  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  and  we  well  remember 
the  feeling  in  Ireland  when  it  was  known 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  received 
the  legal  endorsement  of  that  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  We' say 
now  that  his  opinion  has  considerably 
added  to  the  difficulties  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  no  doubt,  also,  to 
the  embarrassment  of  the  situation  there ; 
but  sitting  on  these  Benches,  and  having 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  before  us, 
I  think  it  is  only  proper  for  us  to  say  that 
we  think  it  a  somewhat  severe  mode  of 
censure  for  the  Government  to  adopt 
the  course  of  depriving  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  of  an  important 
and  distinguished  office,  which  I  think 
the  whole  of  his  Colleagues  and  the  Irish 
Bar  generally  believed  was  almost  cer- 
tain to  fall  upon  him.  With  regard  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  I  have  no 
complaint  to  make ;  but  I  say  that  the 
Bill  itself  does  not  go  far  enough.    The 

froposal,  so  far  as  it  goes,  is  one  which 
think  will  be  received  with  approval 
by  everyone  in  Ireland.  Everyone  who 
is  couvereant  with  the  Irish  judicial 
system  knows  that,  in  the  firbt  place, 
the  work  of  a  Judge  in  Ireland  is  not 
sufficient  to  keep  him  engaged  during  a 
fourth  part  of  the  year ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  although  the  Irish  Judges 

Mr,  Chance 


have  probably  less  to  do  than  any  other 
officials  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland, 
the  work  they  do  get  through  is,  per- 
haps, worse  done  than  that  under  any 
political  system  in  Europe.  It  is  well 
known  that  although  the  Common  Law 
Divisions  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
during  many  months  of  the  year,  rise 
after  a  few  hours'  work,  cases  of  im- 
portance are  postponed  from  month  to 
month,  and  I  may  say  from  year  to 
yeaV,  in  consequence  of  the  judicial 
system,  which  does  not  permit  the  Com- 
mon Law  Courts  to  be  fully  constituted 
f^  more  than  a  few  weeks  during  each 
sitting.  I  approve  the  provisions  of 
this  bill,  therefore,  so  far  as  it  tends  to 
consolidate  the  Common  Law  Divisions; 
but  I  say  that  when  these  Divisions 
have  been  consolidated  in  the  manner 
pr6posed,  the  amount  of  work  which 
the  Judges  have  to  do  will  place  three- 
fourths  of  them  in  the  possession  of 
sinecures — that  is  to  say,  they  will  be 
practically  idle.  Under  the  present 
system  they  enjoy  offices  of  emolument 
and  dignity ;  they  are  highly  paid  for 
th6  discharge  of  their  offices ;  and  they 
are  left,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
with  nothing  to  do.  Under  the  new 
system  the  work  will  be  divided,  and 
they  will  have  still  less  to  do;  and, 
therefore,  I  say  that  the  proper  com- 
plement of  this  Bill  would  be  to  cut 
down  the  Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland  to 
one-half  of  its  present  strength,  and  it 
would  then  be  quite  strong  enough  to 
get  through  all  its  work.  Unless  this 
is  done,  we  think  the  measure  of  the 
Government  will  be  inadequate;  whereas, 
if  they  make  proper  proposals  in  tho 
direction  indicated,  they  wul  be  received 
with  favour  by  the  Iririi  people.  There 
is  one  other  subject  to  wnioh  I  desire  to 
refer  before  doung  my  remarks,  and  I 
now  refer  to  the  effect  of  making 
the  Irish  Judges  Privy  Councillors.  We 
are  aware  that,  under  the  preseol 
arrangement,  they  are  both  Privy  Coun- 
cillors and  Judges ;  the  effect  of  which 
is  that  on  one  day  in  the  Priv^  CouocU 
they  may  direct  the  initiation  of  a 
prosecution,  and  on  the  next  sit  ia 
Court  to  try  the  individual  directed  to 
be  prosecuted.  I  have  only  referred  to 
this  subject  for  the  purpose  of  a^ng 
the  Government  whether  they  will  use 
the  opportunity  which  this  Bill  gives  them 
for  remedving  this  evil  state  of  afihirs 
by  providing  that  the  Irish  Privy  Oooft* 
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cillora  shall  be  Privy  Goimoillors,  and 
tho  Irish  Judges,  Judges  only  ? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  (Derby): 
Sir,  I  am  very  glad  there  is  to  be  a  com- 
mencement made  in  the  direction  of 
economy  in  the  Irish  judiciary.  On 
this  side  of  the  House  we  shall  give  it 
every  support.  I  only  hope  this  is  a 
small  beginning  of  reform  which  is  ex- 
tremely wanted.  It  is  perfectly  true,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy), 
that  the  staff  of  the  Irish  judicial  es- 
tablishment is  enormously  beyond  the 
work  it  has  to  do ;  and  I  believe  that 
the  salaries  of  the  Irish  Judges  are 
enormously  high,  considering  the  rela- 
tions they  bear  to  the  incomes  of  the 
Bar.  We  have  had  very  useful  lessons 
on  economy  read  to  us  from  those 
Benches,  and  I  hope  they  will  be  ap- 
plied, and  that  without  distinction  of 
Party,  to  this  question  of  the  Irish 
judicial  establishment.  I  know — and  I 
venture  to  say  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach) 
knows  very  well — the  strength  of  the 
legal  trades-union  in  Dublin.  It  is  one 
under  which  successive  Irish  Govern- 
ments have  suffered.  Its  members  are 
the  masters  of  the  Castle,  and  until  that 
is  thoroughly  understood  we  shall  get 
no  sound  and  good  reform,  either  in  the 
judiciary  or  in  some  other  matters.  If 
anybody  will  only  take  the  trouble  of 
summing  up  the  amount  which  is  spent 
upon  the  limited  numbers  of  those  who 
constitute  the  Irish  Bar,  he  would  find 
that  the  emoluments  in  which  they 
must  necessarily  share  would  make  the 
mouth  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Henry 
Matthews)  water,  either  in  his  present 
or  in  his  former  profession.  Now,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  by  the  noble 
Ix>rd  the  Member  for  South  Paddiogton 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  when  he 
was  an  economical  Member  of  the 
present  Administration,  to  look  into  the 
abuses  in,  and  the  unnecessary  waste 
upon,  the  Public  Service ;  and  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  richest  of  all  the  fields 
which  will  be  found  in  the  form  of 
abuses  will  be  found  in  the  Irish  legal 
establishment.  Assuring  the  Govern- 
ment of  every  possible  support  in  the 
commencement  of  a  reform  of  this 
character,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gbntleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
smy  (Mr.  Jackson),  with  reference  to 


what  has  passed  between  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  Fowler)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Minute  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject  of  the  salary  of 
the  Irish  Attorney  General  ?  I  was  not 
in  the  House  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  spoke  ;  but  I  understand  he 
advanced  the  rather  singular  arg\iment 
that  the  Irish  Government  had  not 
accepted  the  decision  of  the  Treasury. 
[Sir  MioHAEL  Hicks-Beaoh  :  The  late 
Irish  Government.]  Now,  if  every  De- 
partment was  at  liberty  to  say  it  did  not 
accept  the  decision  of  the  Treasury,  you 
would  have  uncommonly  little  control 
over  the  Expenditure  of  the  country. 
I  am  sure  I  should  have  been  very  glad, 
when  I  was  at  the  Home  Office,  if  I 
could  have  refused  to  accept  the  decision 
of  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  the 
salaries  of  that  Department.  To  say 
that  the  Irish  Government  never  ac- 
cepted the  decision  of  the  Treasury,  is 
opening  up  a  vista  of  unlimited  extrava- 
gance such  as  I  never  heard  of.  I  do 
not  wonder  at  the  resignation  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington,  if  this  doctrine  is  to  be  laid 
down  by  a  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  who  was  once  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Sib  MIOHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
What  I. meant  to  convey  was  tl^s — that 
the  question  was  not  setded.  According 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  the  Ques- 
tion was  the  subject  of  correspondence 
between  the  two  Departments :  the 
Treasury  took  one  vie^,  and  ihe  Irish 
Government  another.  When  we  came 
into  Office,  we  found  the  Attorney 
General  vacating  Office  receiving  the 
salary  which  the  Irish  Government 
thought  he  ought  to  receive. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUET  :  My 
memory  is  quite  clear  on  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
final  Minute  of  the  Treasury  has  not 
been  made  on  the  subject.  No  doubt, 
if  the  final  decision  of  the  Treasury  has 
not  been  given,  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  correct ;  but  if 
there  was  a  final  Minute  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject,  it  was,  of  course,  deci- 
sive. All  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is,  as  I  said  before, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
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the  House  the  Minute  of  the  Treasury  ? 
There  could  not  be  a  Minute  of  the 
Treasury  until  the  correspondence  was 
finished.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  WolTerhampton  is 
correct,  there  was  a  Minute  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject;  and  I  ^i-ish 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  lay  that  Minute  on  the  Table  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  If  I 
can  ascertain  clearly  what  it  is  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  wants,  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  comply  with  his  request.  My  own 
recollection  of  the  circumstances  rather 
leads  mo  to  the  conclusion  that  to  say 
there  was  a  Minute  passed,  would  not 
convey  a  correct  description  to  the 
Houso.  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  will  remember 
that  the  Question  was  the  subject  of 
correspondence  between  the  Treasury 
and  the  Irish  Gt>yemment ;  and  I 
believe  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  was  quite  right  in  say- 
ing that,  in  the  end,  the  salary  was 
maintained  at  the  same  rate ;  the  Irish 
Government,  I  will  not  say  doclioing, 
but  being  unable  to  accept  the  view 
of  the  Treasury.  I  believe  there  is 
also  a  letter  from  the  Treasury,  in 
which  they  express  the  opinion  that  the 
view  of  the  Treasury  must  be  taken  to 
be  final ;  but  I  will  look  into  the  matter, 
and  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  do  what 
I  can  ,to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Har- 
court.) 

Ma.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford. 
W.) :  I  would  really  recommend  the 
Government  to  enter  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible upon  economical  courses,  for  we 
all  know  that  the  longer  Governments 
remain  in  OfHce  the  more  extravagant 
their  expenditure  becomes.  While  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  is  in  this  com- 
municative mood,  I  would  suggest  that 
a  Return  be  given  to  the  House 
of  the  fees  which  have  been  paid  to  the 
Iiish  Attorney  General.  In  almost 
every  other  public  Department  there  is 
a  possibility  of  knowing  what  ihe 
charges  are;  but  in  regard  to  tho  Legal 
OfHces  of  the  Crown  there  is  always  a 
great  deal  of  mystification.  In  past 
times  no  one  has  known  what  Bench 
officials  have  got;  but  at  last  we  have 
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reached  the  richest  preserves  of  extra* 
vagance,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  be- 
fore this  Bill  passes  through  Committeo 
we  shall  be  informed  what  the  salaries 
and  emoluments  of  the  Offices  of  tho 
Irisli  Attorney  General  and  the  Irish 
Solicitor  General  are  really  worth.  It 
is  not  alone  the  money  question  I  look 
at ;  but  my  impression  is  that  the  high 
emoluments  given  to  the  Irish  officials 
have  been  intended  as  bribes. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  tho  fact  that 
there  is  no  mention  in  the  Bill  of  the 
Office  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. Therefore,  it  is  not  permissible  to 
continue  a  discussion  which  is  not  rele- 
vant to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  M.J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  this  Bill,  as 
far  as  it  goes,  will  commend  itself  to 
every  Member  of  the  House,  with  the 
exception  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Holmes). 
This  Bill  cannot  be  altogether  satisfac- 
tory to  him,  and,  at  the  same  time,  we 
have  a  right  to  maintain  that  it  is  hardly 
satisfactory  to  our  Party,  because  it 
does  not  go  far  enough.  It  will  effcot 
a  saving  of  £800  ayear  in  the  Irisli 
Estimates;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
when  there  is  an  amendment  of  tlio 
Judicature  Act,  wo  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  the  reform  should  be  of  a 
thorough  character,  especially  as  tlio 
present  Government  came  into  Office 
with  the  profession  of  economy  on  their 
lips,  which,  somehow  or  other,  they 
do  not  seem  anxious  to  fulfil.  There  are 
many  Judges  in  Ireland  who  practically 
have  no  functions  to  discharge,  while 
they  receive  large  salaries—as  large 
salaries  as  those  paid  to  Judges  in  Eng- 
land. The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
receives  £8,000  a-ycar  for  doing  very 
little ;  one  Judge  receives  £5,000  a-year, 
and  the  lowest  salary  paid — that  to  the 
Puisne  Judges— is  £3,800  a-year.  Every- 
body knows  that  these  sums  represent 
in  Ireland  twice  as  much  as  they  do  in 
England  ;  and  every  person  knows,  also, 
that  English  barristers  accepting  seats 
on  the  Bench  do  so  at  a  pecuniary 
sacrifice.  When  barristers  in  England 
arc  promoted  to  the  Bench,  it  almost  in- 
variably happens  that  they  have  been 
making  by  private  practice  considembljr 
greater  annual  incomes  than  th^  wiU 
receive  as  Puisne  Judges.    As  Judgra 
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they  receivo  £5,000  a-year,  or  consider- 
ably lees  than  they  have  made,  as    a 
rule,  in  following  their  profession  at  the 
Bar.    In  Ireland,  however,  the  case  is 
exactly  the  reverse.     I  venture  to  say 
thcTe  is  not  a  single  barrister  in  Ireland 
who  is,   at  the^  present  time,  making 
£3,000  a-year ;  while  in  England  there 
aro  men  at  the  Bar  making  £15,000  a- 
year — £3,000  a-year  would  be  an  enor- 
mous   salary    in    Ireland.      I    believe 
£1,500  a-year  is  regarded  in  the  Four 
Courts  as  quite  a  princely  salary ;  and 
the  result  is  that  the  high  salaries  paid 
to  Judges  are  nothing  more  than  bribes 
to  Members  of  the  Bar  for  their  political 
services;  such  has  always  been  regarded 
as  the  case  in  Ireland.    That  the  Lord 
Chancellor  should  get  £8,000  a-year  is  a 
relic  of  the  corruption  of  the  Union.     It 
is  one  of  the  many  legal  abases  which 
exist  at  the  present  time,  and  is  a  matter 
of  disgrace  and  discredit  to  the  Irish 
Executive.    The  Supreme  Court  of  Ire- 
land could  be  cut  down  to  less  than  half 
its  present  numbers,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  the  legal  work  of  Ireland  could  be 
satisfactorily  performed.    I  was  recently 
speaking  to  an  Australian  lawyer,  and 
he  told  me  the  Judges  in  Australia  have 
worked  as  long  as  12  and  14  hours  a- 
day.     That,  of  course,  is  excessive ;  but 
there  are  Judges  in  Ireland  who  will 
not  work  two  hours  a-day,  and  yet  for 
such  services  they  receive  from  £3,800 
to  £5,000  a-year.     I  maintain  that  that 
is  a  scandal;    and  I   say  that  if  the 
Government  wish  to  set  an  example  of 
economy,  there  is  no  more  suitable  field 
to  start  upon  than  that  of  the  judiciary 
in  Ireland.    I  should  be  in  favour  of 
the    Government  appointing  no  other 
Judges  in  Ireland  imtil  the  present  num- 
ber has  been  reduced  to  one- half  what  it 
i^  and  then  I  should  be  in  favour  of 
cutting  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  down 
to  about  one-half.    There  is  not  a  Judge 
in  Ireland   who   is  worth   more   than 
£2,000  a-year.     Considering  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  and  the  class  of  lawyers 
in  the  country,  £2,000  a-year  would  be 
equal  to  the  deserts  of  any  of  the  Irish 
lawyers.     If  the  Government  intend  to 
adopt  a  policy  of  retrenchment  in  this 
particular  direction,    I    think    I    may 
safely  assure  them  of  every  support  from 
the  quarter  of  the  House  in  which  I 
sit. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  committed  for  To- 
morrow."— C ^ir  Michael  Eicki-  Beach, ) 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  As 
an  Amendment,  I  move  that  the  Bill  be 
committed  for  this  day  fortniglit.  The 
Bill  will  have  to  be  considerably  alterod. 
Itstitlo  is  a  wide  one,  and  a  great  many 
subjects  would  be  relevant  to  it.  I 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  give  me  at  least  a 
fortnight  to  consider  the  Bill.  There  is 
no  urgent  necessity  to  press  it  on.  The 
Queen's  Bench  Division  will  now,  of 
course,  have  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do 
in  reference  to  the  criminal  prosecutions 
pending ;  and  as  to  the  civil  work  of  the 
country,  I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man there  is  no  pressure.  There  may 
be  a  few  cases  to  be  tried  by  jury,  but 
they  can  be  taken  before  one  Judge. 
There  is  no  urgent  necesnty  for  the  sit- 
ting of  Judges  as  a  Divisional  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**  To-morrow,"  and  insert  **  this  day 
fortnight." — {Mr,  Chance.) 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
That  is  the  most  extraordinary  statement 
I  ever  heard  in  this  House.  [Mr. 
Change  :  It  is  nevertheless  true.]  I  said, 
in  introducing  this  Bill,  that  if  it  was 
delayed  either  on  the  ground  of  objec- 
tion or  in  regard  to  its  scope — if  there 
was  any  attempt  to  tack  to  it  other  re- 
forms— it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  it,  and  that 
we  should  be  compelled,  much  against 
our  will,  to  fill  up  the  vacant  office.  We 
ask  the  House  to  take  this  little  step  in 
judicial  reform;  but  if  hon.  Members 
treat  the  Bill  in  the  manner  which  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Chance)  has  just 
suggested,  our  object  of  economy  will 
be  defeated,  and  they  will  have  defeated 
it.  I  am  quite  willing  to  postpone  the 
Committee  stage  until  Thursday ;  but  I 
decline  to  postpone  it  longer.  This  is  a 
small  measure.  As  I  said  last  week,  it  is 
a  measure  which, as  far  as  it  goes,  every- 
one agrees  with.  It  is  a  measure  which, 
if  it  is  to  be  passed  at  all,  it  is  essential 
should  be  passed  at  once. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  With  the  permission 
of  the  House  I  will  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion  withdrawn. 

Bill  committed  for  TJiursday, 
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BALLOT  ACT  (1872)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
MOTION  FOB  LEAVE.        FIRST    READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  nren  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  'The  Ballot  Act,  1872.'"— 
{Colonel  Saunderson.) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  What 
is  the  object  of  the  Bill  ?  [A  pause.] 
Unless  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman 
has  the  courtesy  to  explain  the  object  of 
the  measure,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  I  have  no  objection  to  state  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  alter  the  Ballot  Act,  so  as  to 
prevent  what  sometimes  now  occurs  at 
Mections — that  is,  voters  being  brought 
up  to  the  poll  and  declared  to  be  illite- 
rate, although  they  are  perfectly  capable 
of  reading  the  names  of  the  candidates 
on  the  ballot  paper;  in  order  that 
pressure  may  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  them  by  those  who  know  them 
and  are  in  a  position  to  influence  them 
in  the  votes  they  give.  I  had  intended 
that  the  Bill  should  apply  to  Ireland 
only ;  but  I  believe  it  may,  with  advan- 
tage, apply  to  the  United  Kingdom  at 
large.  I  cannot  speak  from  personal 
knowledge  as  to  England  and  Scotlaiid, 
but  I  can  speak  with  such  knowledge 
of  Ireland.  Being  aware,  as  I  am, 
that  in  Ireland  voters  are  brought  up  to 
the  poll  who  are  perfectly  competent  to 
decide  as  to  the  vote  they  give,  and  yet 
are  caused  to  declare  themselves  illite- 
rate, so  that  others  mav  discover  how 
they  vote,  I  have  felt  it  necessary,  in 
order  to  carnr  out  the  purpose  of  the 
Ballot  Act,  which  is  to  enable  a  voter  to 
record  his  vote  without  fear  of  any  un- 
due influence,  to  brin^  in  this  Bill. 
Unless  some  Bill  of  thisKind  is  brought 
in  and  carried,  elections,  in  Ireland  cer- 
tainly, will  never  be  conducted  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principle  which  I  believe 
this  House  wishes  to  enforce,  and  that 
is  that  a  man  shall  give  his  vote  free 
from  any  outside  influence  and  control. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  should  imagine  it  would  be 
perfectly  competent  to  put  down  the 
practices  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  has  described  by 
means  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act. 


Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  shall 
not  oppose  the  introduction  of  the  Bill ; 
but  I  shall  be  bound  to  do  so  on  the 
second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Colonel  Waring, 
and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time, 
[BiU  138.1 

DBADrAQB    AND  IHPBOVEMENT  OF    LANDS 
(IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL  OBDEB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order,  under  *'  The  Drainage  and 
Improyement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863," 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  relating  to 
the  Follistown  Drainage  District  in  the  Connty 
of  Meath,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Jackson  and  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach. 
^lilpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  127.] 

PABLIAHENTABY    FBANOHISB     (EXTENSION 
TO  women)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  BUI  to  extend 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  duly  qualified 
Women,  ordertd  to  be  brou^t  in  by  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  IlUngworth, 
Mr.  McLaren,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Howortk, 
Mr.  Madure,  and  Mr.  Stansfeld. 
BiW presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

BOBOUOH  FUNDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  amend  an 
Act  of  the  35th  and  36th  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign,  chapter  ninety-one,  intitided  "An  Aet 
to  authorise  the  apphcation  of  Funds  of  Muni* 
cipal  Corporations  and  other  goyeming  bodies 
in  certain  cases, ' '  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  and  Mr.  Woodhead. 
IMCLpreeented,  andread  the  firrt  time.  [BiU  129.] 

COAL  MINES,   &0.,   BEQULATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  ol  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  BiU 
to  consolidate,  with  amendments,  Uie  Coal 
Mines  Acts,  1872  and  1886,  and  **  The  Strati- 
fied Ironstone  Mines  (Gunpowder)  Act,  1881/* 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  SeoTBiarx 
Matthews  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley. 
hiMpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  130.] 

OBIMINAL  LAW  (sOOTLAND)  PEOCSDUBB 

BHA, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Matthewt»  BUI 
to  simplify  and  amend  Procedure  in  the  Sa* 
perior  Criminal  Law  Courts  of  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sewetary  Matthewa, 
Mr.  Secretary  Balfour,  The  Lord  Adrocat*, 
and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 
l^\!^pre$ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  131 .] 

FIBST  OFFBNDXBS  BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  BiU  to 
permit  the  oonditioiial  release  of  first  Offuidera 
in  certain  cases,  ordered  to  be  brooglit  in  hf 
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Mr.  Howard  Ylncent,  Lord  Randolph  Spencer 
Churchill,  ^Sir  Henry   Selwin-Ibbetson,    Mr. 
Hoare,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Hastinga,  Mr.  Law- 
Bon,  and  Mr.  MoUoy. 
BiWpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  132.] 

AQRIOULTURAL  TENANTS  BELIEF  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  .for  the 
relief  of  Agricultural  Tenants,  oi'dered  to  be 
Inrought  in  by  Mr.  8eale-Hayne  and  Sir  Bern- 
hard  Samnelaon. 
BiXi pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  133.] 

DEA00N8   (OHUBCH  OF  ENOLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gedge,*BiU  to  amend  the 
Acts  41  Geo.  3.  c.  63,  and  1  and  2  Vic.  c.  106, 
BO  far  as  they  relate  to  Deacons  of  the  Church 
of  England,  [ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Oedffe,  Viscount  Folkestone,  Mr.  Hoare,  and 
Mr.  Maclnnes. 
Billi^re#m/^,;and  read.thc  first  time.  [Bill  134.] 

IITDB  FABK  COBNER  (nEW  STBEETS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Bill  to 

provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the  New  Streets 

at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 

by  Mr.  David  Plunket  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

BiU prttented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  135.] 

PUBLIO  PABK8  AND    WOBKS   (iCETBOPOLIs) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Bill  for 
the  transfer  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  and  the  maintenance  of  certain  Public 
Parks  and  Works  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  David  Plunket  and  Mr. 

•TackBon. 

Billpivtffi^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl36.] 

LODQBBS*    GOODS  PBOTEOTION  ACT   (1871) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bill  to  amend  "The  Lodgers'  Goods  Protection 
Act,  1871."  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent, 
and  Mr.  Gent-Davis. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 37.] 

PtTBLIO  PETITIONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
Buoh  as  relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the 
House  all  requisite  information  reroectin^  their 
contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from  time  to 
time  to  the  House ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  signa- 
tures to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  those 
signatures  to  which  addresses  are  affixed: — 
And  that  such  Committee  have  power  to  direct 
the  printing  in  ex  extmtQ  of  sucn  Petitions,  or 
of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to 
require  it: — And  that  such  Committee  have 
power  to  report  their  opinion  and  observations 
hereupon  to  the  House. ; 


The  Committee  was  accordingly  iiowUnated 
of,  —  Sir  Charlbs  Foostbr,  Mr.  Wzlliak 
LowTHBR,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bbntinck,  Mr. 
Hugh  Elliot,  Colonel  Bridoeman,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Yiscount  Ltm- 
INOTON,  Mr.  WiooTN,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  Mr. 
MoiiGAN  Howard,  Mr.  Hrnpt  Tolt.imachb, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Jahbs  A. 
Camprill. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — (^iV 
C/mrlee  Fonter,) 

PBINTINQ. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters 
which  relate  to  the  Printing  executed  by  Order 
of  this  House,  and  for  the  purpose  of  selecting 
and  arrangfing  for  Printing,  Returns  and  Papers 
presented  in  pursuance  of  Motions  made  by 
Members  of  this  House : — ^The  Committee  was 
accordingly  nominated  of, — Sir  Joseph  Pbasb, 
Mr.  Stansfbld,  Mr.  Raikbs,  Mr.  Whitbrbad, 
Sir  Gborob  Russell,  Mr.  Parnbll,  Colonel 
ToTTBNHAiff,  Mr.  Sbxton,  Mr.  Hbnrt  H. 
Fo^LBR,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Ordered,  That  three  be  the  quorum. — {Mr, 
Akeri'  Douglat.) 

xitchbn  and  befbe8hhbnt  booms 
(house  of  commons). 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
control  the  arrangements  of  the  Kitchen  and 
Refreshment  Rooms  in  Uie  department  of  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House:— The 
Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of, — Mr. 
A.  H.  AoLAND,  Mr.  Aoo  -  Gardner,  Mr. 
BiooAR,  Mr.  William  Corbet,  Baron  Dues- 
DALB,  Mr.  Fbnwick,  Mr.  Flowbr,  General 
Goldswortht,  Colonel  Hambro,  Mr.  Herbert, 
Viscount  Lewisham,  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Baron 
DE Rothschild,  Mr.  Sheil.  and  Mr.  Ybrburoh. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (iTr. 
Akeri'Dotiglae.) 

sale  of  intoxicating  liquobs  on  sunday 
(oobnwall)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays  in  the  county  of  Cornwall,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr;  Borlase, 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  Adand, 
Mr.  Bickford- Smith,  and  Mr.  Courtney. 
BiXi presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  139.] 

MINBBS'  WAGES  PAYMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  Wages  of 
Miners,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Conybeare,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  Borlase,  and  Mr. 
Clancy. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  140.] 

WATER  COMPANIES  (bBGUIATION  OF 

powers)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fulton,  Bill  to  limit  the 
powers  of  the  Water  Companies  to  cut  off  the 
tenants*  water  supply  where  the  rate  is  paid  by 
the  landlord,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Fulton,  Captain  Colomb,  and  Mr.  C.  R. 
Spencer. 
BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billlil.] 
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MEBOHANDISE    MARKS  ACT   (1862) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Comidered  in  Oommitteo. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

"Retolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  *'  The  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1862." 

Resolution    reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Baron  Henry  Do  Worms  and 
Mr.  Attorney  General. 
Billj9/'^«^;i^«(f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  142.] 

BOD  FISEINQ   (sCsOTIJkND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Laing  brown,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Rod  Fitthing  in 
Scotland,  ordirtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Laing  Brown,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Wallace,  I^lr. 
Dopald  Crawford,  and  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland. 
^i)lpresefUedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  143.] 

SITES  FOB  CHUBCHE8,  &0.    (IBELAHD) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Byrne,  Bill  to  facilitat^^t 
the  a'^ttirin^  of  Sites  fot  Churches  and  Schools, 
and  for  Residences  for  Clergymen  and  School 
Teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Byrne,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Shoohy, 
Mr.  Jordan,  and  Colonel  Nolan. 
JMUXprescntcd^  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 

SANITATION  OF  HOUSES   (METBOPOLIS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Bill  for 
better   Sanitation    of  Houses  in   the  Metro- 
polis, ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland  and  Mr.  Tomlinson. 
lS\\ipre9ented,  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o* clock. 


HOUSE     OP    LORDS, 
Tu$sdatff  Ui  February f  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Pint  Readiny -^ 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  •  (12;. 

STATE-DIBEOTED  EMIGRATION. 

PETITION  PEE3ENTED. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  preseiitlng  a 
PatitioQ  sigaed  by  II  gontlemea,  in 
favour  of  State-directed  Emigration, 
said,  he  would  take  that  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  deep  regrot  that  their 
Lordships  had  not  seen  their  way  to 
pass  the  second  reading  of  the  Women's 
Suffrage  Bill,  which  he  had  introduced. 
He  was,  farther,  sorry  that  the  House 


was  not  in  possession  of  tho  objections 
to  the  measure ;  but  he  understood  that 
it  would  come  up  again  on  the  2nd  of 
August.  He  had.  on  other  occasions, 
brought  forward  the  measure  as  late  as 
that  date,  and  hoped  to  be  in  his 
place  this  year,  when  he  trusted  they 
might  see  the  same  Government  in 
power,  and  all  the  objections  removed. 
He  also  cherished  the  hope  that  if  a 
measure  for  the  same  object  should  pass 
the  other  House,  their  Lordships  might 
subject  it  to  any  necessary  revision,  and 
make  it  exactly  like  the  Bill  he  had  pre* 
sented  to  their  .Lordships. 

SOLICITORS   (iEBLAND)   BILL   [h  L."]. 
A  Bill  to  amend  tho  laws  for  the  regulation 
of  the  profession  of  solicitors  in  Ireland — Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  FitxGbeald;  read  I*. 
(No.  12.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o* clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a.quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Taesdatfy  Ut  Felruary^  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committbbs —Standing 
Orders,  nominated;  Selection,  Hominatcd. 

Punuc  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Rtmdimf  — 
Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  an«l  Devon)  *  [146]; 
Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment*  [U7]. 

IFithdrawn — Felonioos  Use  of  Firearms*  [119] 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


PARLIAMENT-STANDING  ORDERS. 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committee  oq 
Standing  Orders  do  consist  of  Twelve 
Members : — The  Oommittee  was  accord- 
ingly nominated  of, — Mr.  Barclay,  Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr. 
Dwyer  Gray,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  William 
Lowther,  Sir  John  Mowbray,  Coloael 
Nolan,  Sir  Lyon  Play/air,  Mr.  Sdater- 
Booth,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
bread. — (5/r  John  Motcbray,) 

PARUAMENT— SELECTION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  of  Selee- 
tion  do  consist  of  Nine  Members: — ^The 
Committee  was  accordingly  nominmted  of, 
— Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Sir  Archi* 
bald  Orr  Ewing,  Sir  Bobert  Fowkr, 
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Mr.  IlliDgworth,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy, 
Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr.  Whitbread,  aod 
the  Chairman  of  tho  Select  Oommittee 
on  Standing  Orders. — {Sir  John  How- 
bray.) 

BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL. 

Petition  and  Order  of  Leave  [Ist  Feb- 
ruary, 1886]  read;  Bill  read  the  first 
and  second  time ;  and  (the  Bill  having 
been  reported  and  considered  in  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament), 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  ordered  to  be  read 
the  third  time."— ( J/r.  Dodds,) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  no- 
tice  that  this  Motion,  in  reference  to  an 
important  Irish  Bill,  is  made  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  entirely  unconnected 
with  Ireland ;  and  I  notice,  also,  what 
has  heen  observed  upon  previous  stages 
of  the  Bill,  that  the  Motion  is  made  in 
the  absence  of  both  Members  for  Bel- 
fast, inmiediately  concerned  in  the  pro- 
motion of  the  measure.  In  a  former 
SdssioQ,  it  will  be  remembered,  the 
House  inserted  a  clause  assimilating  the 
municipal  franchise  in  Belfast  to  the 
Parliamentary  franchise ;  and,  speaking 
here  as  the  Kepresentative  of  60,000  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Belfast,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  cannot  assent  to  any  Motion 
which  will  advance  the  Bill  until  an 
undertaking  is  given  by  those  who  pro- 
moted it  ^at  no  attempt  will  be  made 
in  the  House  of  Lords  to  remove  that 
Franchise  Clause.  If  that  clause  should 
be  removed,  I  shall  consider  it  my  duty 
to  oppose  the  Bill  when  it  is  returned  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  Since  the  Bill 
was  last  before  the  House,  important 
reasons  have  been  made  public  why  the 
Corporation  of  Belfast,  upon  its  present 
restricted  electorate,  should  not  be  en- 
trusted with  the  manipulation  of  £500,000 
gI  the  public  money;  and,  in  the  absence 
of  Members  responsible  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill,  I  ask  that  further 
progress  of  it  may  be  postponed  until 
this  day  week. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  have  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  present 
Motion  is  in  pursuance  of  a  Beeolution 
of  the  House,  in  order  that  the  Bill  may 
be  replaced  in  the  same  position  as  it  oc- 
cupied in  the  last  Session.  The  Motion 
now  is  only  that  the  Bill  be  ordered  to 
be  read  a  third  time ;  and  the  Motion 
for   third   reading   will  come   up   on 

yOL.  CCOX.     [thibd  bbbibs.] 


Friday,  when  the  hon.  Member  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  making  any  ob- 
servations upon  that  stage.  Two  days' 
interval  must  elapse  between  the  present 
Order  and  the  Motion  for  third  reading. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  am  obliged,  Sir, 
to  be  absent  this  week  upon  official 
business  connected  with  the  Shrievalty 
of  Dublin ;  and  I,  therefore,  hope  that 
a  day  may  be  named  when  I  shall  be 
able  to  be  present,  say  Friday  week. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  impossible  at 
this  stage  to  fix  any  other  day.  The  Bill 
will  be  set  down  for  the  third  reading  on 
Friday  next,  and  the  House  will  then 
deal  with  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time 
on  Friday. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAW  AND    JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 
JURORS  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  criminal 
cases  in  Ireland,  the  Grown  Solicitor,  in 
directing  jurors  to  stand  by,  acts  upon 
his  owu  discretion  only  or  upon  instruc- 
tions given  to  him ;  if  such  instructions 
are  given  to  him  are  they  of  a  general 
character,  dealing  with  all  prosecutions, 
or  are  they  of  a  special  character  deal- 
ing only  with  particular  cases  or  classes 
of  cases ;  if  of  a  general  character  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cause  them  to 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
forthwith ;  and,  if  of  a  special  cha- 
racter, are  such  instructions  given  by 
the  Attorney  General  or  by  some  other 
person ;  and»  if  so,  by  whom  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  allow  me  to  answer  -  this 
Question,  as  it  is  connected  with  my 
Department.  A  Crown  Solicitor,  in  di- 
recting jurors  to  stand  by,  acts  under 
general  directions  applicable  to  all  pro- 
secutions. These  directions  have  been 
in  existence  for  a  great  number  of  yearp, 
and  form  part  of  the  instructions  given 
him  on  entering  on  the  duties  of  his  office. 
There  is  no  objection  to  laying  tho 
directions  on  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
but,  as  they  are  not  long,  it  might,  per- 
haps, be  the  more  convenient  course  if 
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I  were  to  read  them  now.    They  are  as 
follow : — 

*'The  Clerks  of  the  Crown  for  the  several 
counlies  shall  procure  from  the  Sheriff  and  fur- 
nish to  the  respective  Crown  Solicitors  some 
time  before  the  day  appointed  for  the  com- 
mencement of  each  Assizes  a  true  list  of  the  jury 
summoned :  &nd  for  the  purpose  of  duly  exer- 
cising the  right  of  the  Crown  to  direct  jurors  to 
stand  by,  and,  if  need  be,  to  challenge  tor  cause, 
the  Crown  Solicitor  shall  make  due  inquiries  in 
reference  to  the  persons  summoned ;  and  when  in 
any  case  he  shall  have  sufficient  reason  to 
believe  that  any  person  coming  to  bo  sworn  as  a 
juror  is  open  to  challenge  for  affinity  to  the 
person  on  trial,  partiality,  bodily  or  mental  in- 
firmity rendering  him  unfit  to  serve  as  a  juror, 
or  other  sufficient  ground  on  which  a  challenge, 
if  made,  could  be  sustained,  he  shall  direct 
such  juror  to  stand  by ;  and  he  shall  also,  in  the 
ezerciso  of  a  due  discretion,  direct  to  stand  by 
nil  such  persons  as  he  shall  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve are  likely  to  be  hindered  from  giving  an 
impartial  verdict,  by  favour  towards  the  ac- 
cused, fear  of  the  consequences  to  their  persons, 
property,  or  trade,  or  other  improper  motive, 
although  same  may  not  amount  to  a  legal 
ground  of  challenge,  or  may  not  admit  of  legal 
proof;  and  in  the  discharge  of  this  duty  the 
Crown  Solicitor  will  not  interfere  unless  the 
circumstances  of  tho  case  require  it,  and  will 
then  act  with  due  care  and  caution,  but  also 
with  promptness  and  decision,  and,  if  time  per- 
mit, should  consult  the  leading  Crown  counsel 
in  the  case.  In  all  cases  of  peculiar  local  ex- 
citement in  any  particular  town  or  district  of 
the  county  it  will  be  prudent,  if  tho  panel  per- 
mit, to  set  aside  all  persons  returned  from  such 
locality ;  and  in  all  cases  every  vintner,  pub- 
lican, and  retailer  of  spirituous  and  malt  liquors 
shall,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  ordered  to 
stand  by.** 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Miglit  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  Question 
arising  out  of  the  answer  which  he  has 
given  ?  One  of  the  grounds,  as  I  under- 
stand, for  ordering  a  juror  to  stand  by, 
is  affinity  to  the  person  accused  ?  Tl^he 
Attobnby  Genebal  for  Ibeland  :  Yes.  J 
Well,  I  should  like  to  know,  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Sligo  trials  all 
Oatholics  in  a  g^eat  many  cases  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside,  and  the  jury  was 
made,  by  the  challenges  of  the  Crown, 
to  consist  exclusively  of  Protestants, 
whether  the  interpretation  put  on  that 
portion  of  the  instructions  by  the  Go- 
vernment is  that  every  Catholic  juror  is 
prevented,  by  affinity  to  every  Catholic 
prisoner,  from  taking  part  in  his  trial  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  :  I  can  certainly  say  that  it 
is  not  so  looked  upon  by  me ;  and  I 
know  that  it  is  not  so  looked  npon  by 
tho  Crown  Solicitor. 

lite  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman if  these  instructions  rest  upon 
statutory  authority ;  or,  if  not,  on  what 
authority  do  they  rest  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND :  The  instructions  do  not 
rest  on  statutory  authority.  The  in- 
structions are  issued  for  the  purpose  of 
telling  the  Crown  Solicitor  what  his 
duties  are  to  bo  upon  his  taking  office. 
As  I  have  saiJ,  I  am  not  responsible  for 
their  issue,  and  they  have  been  in  exist- 
ence certainly  for  20  years. 

COMMISSION  ON  AGRICULTUliE,  1881-2 
—MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  INDOOR 
POOR. 

Mr. E.HUBBARD  (Bucks, N.) asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  ^[inisters 
will  consider  the  most  practicable  means 
of  carrying  into  Law  the  following 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  on 
Agriculture,  1881-2 — namely,  that  the 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  indoor 
poor  be  defrayed  by  a  rate  upon  the  per- 
sonal as  well  as  the  real  property  of  the 
counties,  or  of  areas  wider  than  the  ex- 
isting unions;  and  that,  without  dis- 
turbing existing  contracts  of  tenancy, 
all  rates  should,  in  future,  be  borne 
equally  by  owners  and  occupiers  ? 

Tub  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  RiTomK) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
question  of  how  property,  other  than 
real  property,  can  be  brought  into  con- 
tribution for  Poor  Law  and  other  pur- 
poses is  seriously  occupying  the  attention 
of  the  Government ;  but  they  certainly 
cannot  commit  themselves  to  the  par- 
ticular mode  suggested  by  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission.  With 
regard  to  the  division  of  rates,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  understand  that,  as  this 
necessarily  forms  a  question  for  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  the  Bill 
for  the  Reform  of  Local  Government,  I 
am  unable,  at  present,  to  give  him  any 
information  on  the  subject. 

POST     OFFICE-PARCELS     POST     BE- 
TWEEN  FRANCE  AND  EGYPT. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  he  \iill  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  necessary  Papers  to  explain 
why  the  Governments  of  England  and 
France,  each  of  whom  has  connected  its 
Parcels  Post  with  most  of  the  civilized 
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Countries  of  Europe,  have  failed,  after 
Several  years  of  negotiation,  to  estab- 
lish the  same  system  between  France 
and  England  ? 

The  P0STMA8TEE  GENEE  AL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  A 
Parcel  Post  Convention  between  GFreat 
Britain  and  France  was  signed  at  Paris 
on  the  18th  of  June  last,  but  still  awaits 
the  approval  of  the  French  Chambers. 
The  Foreign  Office  is  still  in  corre- 
spondence with  Her  Majesty's  Ambassa- 
dor at  Paris  on  the  subject.  In  the 
meantime,  it  would  not  be  usual  to  lay 
Papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  NORTHERX  PACIFIC  —  EYACUA- 
TION  OF  PORT  HAMILTON. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Port 
Hamilton  is  to  be  shortly  evacuated  by 
Her  Majesty's  Forces;  and,  if  so,  what 
arrangements  have  been  made  with  the 
Chinese  or  any  other  G-overnment  re- 
garding its  future  custody  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  and  Mr.  YOUNQ  (Christchurch) 
had  the  following  Questions  on  the 
Paper : — 

To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Port 
Hamilton  has  been  evacuated  ? 

To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Port  Ha- 
milton has  been  given  up  to  the  Corean 
Qovernment;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
and  what  conditions  were  attached  to 
Buch  transfer;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  acted  under  naval 
advice  in  the  matter  ? 

The  UN  dee  SECRET AEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  With  the  permission  of 
thehon.  Member  for  Christchurch,  I  will 
answer  his  Question  at  the  same  time;  and 
I  am  also  requested  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  to  answer'  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eye  Division  of 
Suffolk.  Port  Hamilton  will  shortly  be 
evacuated  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces.  No 
arrangements  have  been  made  respect- 
ing its  future  custody ;  but  it  is  under- 
stood that  a  Corean  official  will  be  pre- 
sent at  the  time  of  the  departure  of  the 
Pritish  ships.  No  conditions  have  been 
made  with  the  Corean  Gk)vernment ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vernment  did  not  de- 
termine to  retire  from  Port  Hamilton 
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till  they  had  received  a  guarantee  that 
no  part  of  Corea,  including  Port  Hamil- 
ton, will  be  occupied  by  any  Foreign 
Power.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
acted  under  naval  advice  when  they  de- 
cided to  leave  Port  Hamilton.  Papers 
on  the  subject  will  shortly  be  presented 
to  Parliament. 

EGYPT —  OPENING  OF  TRADE  WITH 
THE  SOUDAN. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Q-overnment  pro- 
pose to  give  effect  to  the  resolution 
taken  last  July  to  raise  the  blockade 
maintained  at  Suakin  and  on  the  Nile 
against  trade  with  the  Soudan ;  and,  if 
so,  when  orders  for  raising  it  are  likely 
to  be  issued  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  resolutioa  was  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  last  July  to  allow 
trade  with  the  Soudan  to  be  re- 
opened; but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  very  desirous  that  this 
should  be  done,  so  soon  as  it  should 
appear  that  its  effect  would  be  benefi- 
cial. Since  last  July  the  approach  of  a 
hostile  force  to  the  Egyptian  outposts  on 
the  Nile  rendered  a  postponement  ne- 
C'ossary ;  but  since  October  trade  has 
been  gradually  reviving  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Suakin,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  now  assented  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  of  Egypt  to 
allow  trade  to  be  re-opened  in  the  Nile 
Valley — t)f  course,  excluding  traffic  in 
arms  and  ammunition — ana  orders  to 
this  effect  will,  no  doubt,  be  immediately 
issued  by  the  Egyptian  authorities. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  that  part 
of  the  Question  relative  to  the  blockade 
of  Suakin. 

Sir  JAMES  FERQUSSON:  I  am 
glad  to  state  that  since  October  a  trade 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin  has 
been  springing  up,  and  at  certain  points 
markets  have  been  established.  It  is 
intended  that,  under  proper  restrictions, 
trading  shall  be  allowed  also  from 
Suakin. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT— CUL- 
TIVATION OF  HOPS. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,   Rye) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of - 
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I  were  to  read  them  now.    They  are  as 
follow : — 

**  The  Clerks  of  the  Crown  for  the  several 
counlies  shall  procure  from  the  Sheriff  and  fur- 
nish to  the  respective  Crown  Solicitors  somo 
time  before  the  day  appointed  for  the  com- 
mencement of  each  Assizes  a  true  list  of  the  jury 
summoned :  end  for  the  purpose  of  duly  exer- 
cising the  right  of  the  Crown  to  direct  jurors  to 
stand  by,  and,  if  need  be,  to  challenge  for  cause, 
the  Crown  Solicitor  shall  make  due  inquiries  in 
reference  to  the  persons  summoned ;  and  when  in 
any  case  he  shall  have  sufficient  reason  to 
believe  that  any  person  coming  to  bo  sworn  as  a 
juror  is  open  to  challengo  for  affinity  to  the 
person  on  trial,  partiality,  bodily  or  mental  in- 
firmity rendering  him  unfit  to  serve  as  a  juror, 
or  other  sufficient  ground  on  which  a  challenge, 
if  made,  could  be  sustained,  he  shall  direct 
such  juror  to  stand  by ;  and  he  shall  also,  in  the 
ezerciso  of  a  due  discretion,  direct  to  stand  by 
nil  such  persons  as  he  shall  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve are  likely  to  be  hindered  from  giving  an 
impartial  verdict,  by  favour  towards  the  ac- 
cused, fear  of  the  consequences  to  their  persons, 
property,  or  trade,  or  other  improper  motive, 
although  same  may  not  amount  to  a  legal 
ground  of  challenge,  or  may  not  admit  of  legal 
proof;  and  in  the  discharge  of  this  duty  the 
Crown  Solicitor  will  not  interfere  unless  the 
circumstances  of  tho  case  require  it,  and  will 
then  act  with  due  care  and  caution,  but  also 
with  promptness  and  decision,  and,  if  time  per- 
mit, should  consult  the  leading  Crown  counsel 
in  the  case.  In  all  cases  of  peculiar  local  ex- 
citement in  any  particular  town  or  district  of 
the  county  it  will  bo  prudent,  if  the  panel  per- 
mit, to  set  aside  all  persons  returned  from  such 
locality ;  and  in  all  cases  every  vintner,  pub- 
lican, and  retailer  of  spirituous  and  malt  liquors 
shall,  as  a  matter  of  course,  bo  ordered  to 
stand  by." 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Miglit  I  ask  the  right  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  Question 
arising  out  of  the  answer  which  he  has 
given  ?  One  of  the  grounds,  as  I  under- 
stand, for  ordering  a  juror  to  stand  bj, 
is  affinity  to  tho  person  accused  ?  ['J^he 
Attorney  Genebal  for  Ireland  :  Yes.  J 
Well,  I  should  like  to  know,  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Sligo  trials  all 
Catholics  in  a  g^eat  many  cases  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside,  and  the  jury  was 
made,  by  the  challenges  of  the  Crown, 
to  consist  exclusively  of  Protestants, 
whether  the  interpretation  put  on  that 
portion  of  the  instructions  by  the  Go- 
vernment is  that  every  Catholic  juror  is 
prevented,  by  affinity  to  every  Catholic 
prisoner,  from  taking  part  in  his  trial  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  :  I  can  certainly  say  that  it 
is  not  so  looked  upon  by  me ;  and  I 
know  that  it  is  not  so  looked  upon  by 
the  Crown  Solicitor. 

Tke  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman if  these  instructions  rest  upon 
statutory  authority ;  or,  if  not,  on  what 
authority  do  they  rest  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND :  The  instructions  do  not 
rest  on  statutory  authority.  The  in- 
structions are  issued  for  the  purpose  of 
telling  the  Crown  Solicitor  what  his 
duties  are  to  be  upon  his  taking  office. 
As  I  Iiave  saiJ,  I  am  not  responsible  for 
their  issue,  and  they  have  been  in  exist- 
ence certainly  for  20  years. 

COMMISSION  ON  AGRICULTUKE,  1881-2 
—MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  INDOOR 
POOR. 

Mr. E.HUBBARD  (Bucks, N.) asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  ^linisters 
will  consider  the  most  practicable  means 
of  carrying  into  Law  the  following 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  on 
Agriculture,  1881-2 — namely,  that  the 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  indoor 
poor  be  defrayed  by  a  rate  upon  the  per- 
sonal as  well  as  the  real  property  of  the 
counties,  or  of  areas  wider  than  the  ex- 
isting unions;  and  that,  without  dis- 
turbing existing  contracts  of  tenancy, 
all  rates  should,  in  future,  be  borne 
equally  by  owners  and  occupiers  ? 

TiiE  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  RiToniK) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
question  of  how  property,  other  than 
real  property,  can  be  brought  into  con- 
tribution for  Poor  Law  and  other  pur- 
poses is  seriously  occupying  the  attention 
of  the  Government ;  but  they  certainly 
cannot  commit  themselves  to  the  par- 
ticular mode  suggested  by  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission.  With 
regard  to  the  division  of  rates,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  understand  that,  as  this 
necessarily  forms  a  question  for  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  the  Bill 
for  the  Reform  of  Local  Government,  I 
am  unable,  at  present,  to  give  him  any 
information  on  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE-PARCELS  POST  BE- 
TWEEN  FRANCE  AND  EGYPT. 
Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  he  ^lill  lay  upon  tho  Table  of  the 
House  the  necessary  Papers  to  explain 
why  the  Governments  of  England  and 
France,  each  of  whom  has  connected  its 
Parcels  Post  with  most  of  the  dvilixed 
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)[K>UQtries  of  Europe,  have  failed,  after 
feeveral  years  of  negotiation,  to  estab- 
lish the  same  system  between  France 
and  England  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ra-IKks)  (Cambridge  University) :  A 
Parcel  Post  Convention  between  Great 
Britain  and  France  was  signed  at  Paris 
on  the  18th  of  June  last,  but  still  awaits 
the  approval  of  the  French  Chambers. 
The  Foreign  Office  is  still  in  corre- 
spondence with  Her  Majesty's  Ambassa- 
dor at  Paris  on  the  subject.  In  the 
meantime,  it  would  not  be  usual  to  lay 
Papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  NORTHERX  PACIFIC  —  EVACUA- 
TION  OF  PORT  HAMILTON. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Port 
Hamilton  is  to  be  shortly  evacuated  by 
Her  Majesty's  Forces;  and,  if  so,  what 
arrangements  have  been  made  with  the 
Chinese  or  any  other  Government  re- 
garding its  future  custody  ? 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  and  Mr.  YOUNG  (Christchurch) 
had  the  following  Questions  on  the 
Paper : — 

To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Port 
Hamilton  has  been  evacuated  ? 

To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Port  Ha- 
milton has  been  given  up  to  the  Corean 
C)h)vernment;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
and  what  conditions  were  attached  to 
such  transfer;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gx>Terament  acted  under  naval 
advice  in  the  matter  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  With  the  permission  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Christchurch,  I  will 
answer  his  Question  at  the  same  time ;  and 
I  am  also  requested  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  to  answei'  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eye  Division  of 
Suffolk.  Port  Hamilton  will  shortly  bo 
evacuated  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces.  No 
arrangements  have  been  made  respect- 
ing its  future  custody ;  but  it  is  under- 
stood that  a  Corean  official  will  be  pre- 
sent at  the  time  of  the  departure  of  the 
Pridsh  ships.  No  conditions  have  been 
made  with  the  Corean  Gt)vernment ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vernment  did  not  de- 
termine to  retire  from  Port  Hamilton 
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till  they  had  received  a  guarantee  that 
no  part  of  Corea,  including  Port  Hamil- 
ton, will  be  occupied  by  any  Foreign 
Power.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
acted  under  naval  advice  when  they  de- 
cided to  leave  Port  Hamilton.  Papers 
on  the  subject  will  shortly  be  presented 
to  Parliament. 

EGYPT  -  OPENING  OF  TRADE  WITH 
THE  SOUDAN. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
AflPairs,  Whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  give  effect  to  the  resolution 
taken  last  July  to  raise  the  blockade 
maintained  at  Suakin  and  on  the  Nile 
against  trade  with  the  Soudan ;  and,  if 
so,  when  orders  for  raising  it  are  likely 
to  be  issued  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  resolution  was  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  last  July  to  aUow 
trade  with  the  Soudan  to  be  re- 
opened; but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  very  desirous  that  this 
should  be  done,  so  soon  as  it  should 
appear  that  its  efiPect  would  be  benefi- 
cial. Since  last  July  the  approach  of  a 
hostile  force  to  the  Egyptian  outposts  on 
the  Nile  rendered  a  postponement  ne- 
cessary ;  but  since  October  trade  has 
been  gradually  reviving  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Suakin,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  now  assented  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  of  Egypt  to 
allow  trade  to  be  re-opened  in  the  Nile 
Valley— <)f  course,  excluding  traffic  in 
arms  and  ammunition — and  orders  to 
this  effect  will,  no  doubt,  be  immediately 
issued  by  the  Egyptian  authorities. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  that  part 
of  the  Question  relative  to  the  blockade 
of  Suakin. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  I  am 
glad  to  state  that  since  October  a  trade 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin  has 
been  springing  up,  and  at  certain  points 
markets  have  been  established.  It  is 
intended  that,  under  proper  restrictions, 
trading  shall  be  allowed  also  from 
Suakin. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT— CUL- 
TIVATION  OF  HOPS. 

Mb.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
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Lancaster,  Whether  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  causing  the  issue  of  a  Eeturn 
showing  the  acreage  of  land  which  has 
ceased. to  be  cultivated  for  hops  since 
June  last  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  duchy 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
E.) :  The  reduced  acreage  under  hops 
wil],  of  course,  be  shown  in  the  Agricul- 
tmal  Eeturus  for  this  year.  A  special 
intermediate  Beturn  would,  I  fear,  be 
iuconvenient  and  expensive ;  but  I  will 
ask  the  Land  Commissioners,  who  are, 
I  understand,  likely  to  make  iDquiries 
into  the  opf  ration  cf  the  Extraordinary 
3)ithe  Act,  whether  they  will  be  able  to 
furoisli  the  information  asked  for. 

THE    PARKS    (REGENT'S    PARK)— DIS- 
MISSAL OF  A  CONSTABLE. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther a  park  constable  named  Sullivan, 
employed  at  the  Eegent's  Park,  was 
dismissed  from  his  position  about  two 
months  ago;  what  are  the  facts  con- 
nected with  his  dismissal ;  whether  the 
man's  character  was  excellent,  and  his 
efficiency  unquestioned ;  whether  he  has 
been  a  total  abstainer  for  years ;  whe- 
ther a  Petition,  numerously  and  influen- 
tially  signed,  was  forwarded  to,  and  re- 
ceived by,  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works ;  and,  whether  this  was  acknow- 
ledged ? 

The  FIE8T  C0MMI8SI0NEE  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  Sullivan 
was  appointed  by  me  in  November, 
1885,  to  be  a  constable  in  Eegent's 
Park,  subject,  in  the  usual  way,  to  six 
months'  probation.  The  reports  of  his 
conduct  during  that  time  were  unsatis- 
factory ;  but  I  gave  him  a  further  term 
of  three  months'  probation.  At  the 
end  of  this  term,  his  reports  being  rather 
worse  than  before,  it  was  impossible  for 
me  to  confirm  his  appointment.  It  is 
true  that  a  Petition  was  subsequently 
presented  on  his  behalf,  and  it  was  very 
carefully  considered  by  me ;  but  I  felt 
obliged  to  adhere  to  my  decision. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH-THE    SUTTON 
CEMETERY. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Qovernment  have,  since  the  last  Session, 
ti^en  any  steps  to  inform  themselves  as 
to  the  proposed  site  for  a  cemetery  at 
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Sutton ;  what  was  the  nature  of  the  in« 
formation  obtained ;  and,  what  the  GK>- 
yernment  propose  to  do  iu  the  matter  P 

The  PEESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BO  AED  (Mr.  Eitchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (who 
replied)  said :  I  presume  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  to  the  site  situated  between 
the  Banstead  and  Brighton  roads.  The 
Sutton  Burial  Board  applied  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  approve  of 
the  appropriation  of  that  site  for  the 
purpose  of  a  cemetery.  After  a  public 
inquiry  by  one  of  their  Inspectors,  the 
Board  felt  themselves  unable  to  give  the 
approval  asked  for,  and  they  have  so 
informed  the  Burial  Board. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTIONS 
FROM  GWEEDORE. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Crown  to  enter  a 
nolle  prosequi  in  the  case  of  the  people 
from  Gweedore,  who  were  evicted  and 
returned  for  trial  for  having  gone  back 
to  their  evicted  homes ;  and,  if  not,  why 
are  the  trials  not  proceeded  with,  in- 
stead of  having  those  people,  who  are 
miserably  poor,  kept  for  many  days  at 
Lifford,  a  distance  (which  they  were 
obliged  to  walk)  of  nearly  60  miles  from 
their  homes  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity),  in  reply,  said,  that,  althoogh 
immediately  after  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion he  took  every  means  in  his  power 
to  get  the  information,  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  he  had  as  yet  got  absolutely 
none ;  but  he  could  tell  &e  hon.  Mem- 
ber that,  if  their  trials  were  postponed 
by  reason  of  any  default  on  the  part  of 
those  representing  the  Crown,  he  would 
take  care  that  they  should  be  properly 
dealt  with. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS— ALLOWANCES 
TO  THE  CONSTABULARY. 

Mb.  CONrBEAEE  (Cornwall,  0am- 
borne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is 
the  total  cost  to  the  British  Taxpayers, 
inclusive  of  special  allowances,  provi- 
sions, travelling  and  car  ezpenseSi  of  the 
force  of  150  Constabulary  employed 
during  the  last  three  weeks  on  special 
duty  in  connection  with  the  Qlenbeigh 
Evictions  ? 


Mb.  HENET  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.  B.,  Holmfirtli)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  state- 
ment in  The  Pall  Mall  Gautte  of  27th 
January,  1887 : — 

**  The  C.  D.  Acts  are  in  foil  force  in  the 
most  shameless  way  in  Egypt,  whereyer  our 
troops  are  stationed.  The  women  in  Cairo  are 
examined  twice  a  week  by  surgeons,  and,  if  any 
are  found  to  be  diseased,  the  house  in  which 
they  reside  are  marked  with  the  English  Broad 
Arrow,  to  deter  *  Tommy  Atkins  '  from  patron- 
izing those  establishments.  Not  only  so,  but 
when  I  was  there  an  English  sergeant  was 
stationed  on  picket  duty  as  a  kind  of  oflScial 
ffnide  to  the  houses  of  ill-fame  which  Her 
Majesty's  soldiers  were  encouraged  to  patronise. 
That  is,  he  was  a  guide  of  the  negatiye  kind, 
and  stood  on  guard  to  preyent  the  soldiers  from 
going  into  the  houses  where  the  women  were 
certified  as  diseased ; " 

whether  this  statement  is  accurate ;  and, 
what  steps  will  he  taken  in  the  matter  ? 
The  SEOEETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staivhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  My  attention  has  heen  called  to 
tins  matter  only  by  the  Question  of  the 


hon.  Member,  and  we  have  no  informa- 
tion at  the  War  Office  concerning  it.  I 
will  ask  the  General  Officer  command- 
ing in  Egypt  to  report  to  me  upon  the 
subject. 

NOTICES  OF  MOTIONS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address, 
in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  the  Notices  of  Motions. — 
{Mr.  W.  If.  Smith,) 

ORDERS    OF    TEE   BAY. 
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The  chief  SEORETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
This  Question  refers  to  a  number  of 
matters  of  financial  detail  which  ob- 
viously require  time  for  collection  and 
esamination  before  the  result  can  be 
arrived  at.  I  am  informed  that  the  In- 
spector General  will  be  able  to  supply 
the  answer  in  about  eight  days. 

POST   OFFICE— AN  IMPERIAL  PENNY 

POSTAGE. 

Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  for  the  information 
of  hon.  Members,  copies  of  the  letters, 
dated  September  25th  and  November 
drd»  1886,  and  January  25th,  1887, 
addressed  to  him  on  the  subject  of  an 
Imperial  Penny  Postage,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker 
Henton)  ? 

ThePOSTMASTER  GENERA.L  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  it  would  not  be  in  accordance 
with  precedent  if  he  were  to  present  the 
Correspondence ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  move  for  it,  he  should  offer 
no  objection  to  its  being  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

EGYPT  —  ARMY     OF     OCCUPATION  — 
HEALTH  OP  THE  TROOPS. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [fOXTRTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing):  The  speakers  in 
the  desultory  discussion  of  the  last  three 
nights  have  directed  their  attention 
mainly  to  three  subjects — the  condition 
of  affairs  in  Ireland,  the  foreign  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment,  and  the 
National  Expenditure.  Two  of  these 
have  been  already  thoroughly  dealt  with. 
The  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  intend  to  take  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land has  been  explained  in  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  and  the 
question  of  the  foreign  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  so 
clearly  stated  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  it  is  even  beyond  the  in- 
genuity of  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  make  an  in- 
telligible misrepresentation  of  it.  It  is 
not  necessary,  therefore,  for  me  to  go  at 
length  into  these  subjects.  But  I  should 
like  to  make  a  few  observations  with  re- 
gard to  expenditure,  especially  in  re- 
ference to  some  of  the  statements  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).  He 
laid  before  the  House  two  proposals, 
neither  of  them  new ;  but  it  is  the 
first  time  that  anyone  who  has  occupied 
the  position  of  Leader  of  the  House  and 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  invebted 
with  his  authority  such  an  alteration  in 
practice.    The  first  proposal  is  that  in 
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future  the  BepresentatiTes  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  War  Office  in  this  House 
should  circulate  a  printed  statoment  of 
the  policy  of  their  respective  Depart- 
ments, instead  of  making  a  speech  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Estimates.  That 
small  change  is  one  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  perfectly 
ready  to  assent  to,  if  it  were  the  general 
wish  of  the  House ;  but,  of  course, 
until  we  can  obtain  an  authentic  opi- 
nion as  to  the  wish  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House  we  cannot  give 
our  assent.  But  the  second  proposal  of 
my  noble  Friend  raises  much  broader 
issues.  Now,  according  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  this  country,  the  Executive  for 
the  time  must  be  primarily  and  ulti- 
mately responsible  for  any  expenditure 
it  recommends  to  this  House.  But  both 
within  the  limits  and  outside  the  limits 
of  that  responsibility  there  are  at  present 
two  checks  which  are  supposed  to  insure 
an  adequate  return  for  the  expenditure 
incurred.  The  first  of  these  checks  is 
exercised  within  the  Government  by  the 
Treasuryover  the  spending  Departments; 
and  the  second,  which  is  outside  the  Go- 
vernment, is  the  criticism  of  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  Estimates.  Every- 
one who  has  been  a  Member  of  this 
House  for  many  years  must  admit 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  in  its 
collective  capacity,  discharges  its  duty  of 
criticism  in  a  very  perfunctory  and  un- 
satisfactory manner.  The  late  Prime 
Minister,  a  high  authority  on  finance, 
always  holds  up  those  ideal  days  before 
the  Beform  Bill,  when  the  expenditure 
of  this  countnr  was  very  low.  It  is 
a  curious  fact  that  in  proportion  as  the 
expenditure  has  increased,  so  have  the 
discussions  on  the  Estimates.  Anyone 
can  understand  how  and  why  expendi- 
ture has  increased,  because  nine  speeches 
out  of  ten  propose  to  increase  it.  So 
much  is  that  the  case  that  when,  for 
instance,  on  the  Navy  Estimates  a  re- 
duction is  proposed,  it  is  almost  invariably 
done  with  a  view  of  extorting  from  the 
Government  a  promise  that  next  year 
the  Vote  will  be  increased.  The  distri- 
bution of  the  representation  into  single- 
Membered  constituencies  has  drawn 
closer  the  connection  between  the  Mem- 
ber and  his  constituents,  and  it  will  be 
found  even  more  than  in  the  past  that 
the  grievances  of  certain  employes  of  the 
Government  are  likely  to  be  urged,  and 
an  attempt  made  on  the  part  of  new 
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Members  to  obtain  for  their  localities  a 
larger  proportion  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  public  money.  I  now  come  to  the 
second  check  upon  expenditure — namely, 
the  Treasury  control.  The  late  Prime 
Minister,  the  other  night,  not  only  was 
pleased  that  my  noble  Friend  had  raised 
the  flag  of  economy,  but  he  specially 
emphasized  the  fact  that  my  noble 
Friend  had  done  so  in  the  only  way  in 
which  it  was  posf^ible  for  anyone  con- 
nected with  the  Treasury  to  act.  My 
noble  Friend  looked  at  totals  and  dis- 
regarded items  ;  and  in  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Prime  Minister  that  was  tho 
right  course,  for,  he  added,  if  details 
were  discussed  the  knowledge  of  the 
spending  Departments  would  enable 
them  to  cope  on  unequal  terms  with  the 
Treasury.  I  always  understood  that 
knowledge  was  power;  but  can  any 
system  be  eflective  which,  according  to 
the  opinion  of  the  man  most  experienced, 
is  based  upon  ignorance  ?  If  it  be  the 
right  principle  to  check  totals  and  to 
disregard  items,  such  a  system  must 
ultimately  degenerate,  and  it  has  de- 
generated into  what  I  consider  this 
fallacy — that  the  test  of  whether  a  De- 
partment is  economical  or  extravagant 
is  by  looking  at  the  outlay  alone,  irre- 
spective of  the  results  attained  by  that 
outlay.  It  is  well  worthy  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  whether  or  not 
there  may  not  be,  as  my  noble  Friend  has 
suggested,  some  change  brought  about 
in  the  spending  Departments.  But  I 
must  at  once  state  that  there  are  great 
initial  difficulties  to  assenting  off-hand  to 
the  proposals  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  made.  The  House  of  Commons' 
Committee  is  undoubtedly  admirably 
fitted  to  undertake  certain  duties;  but 
to  require  any  Committee  composed  of 
hon.  Members  upon  whom  the  full 
pressure  of  Parliamentary  duties  is  im- 
posed to  undertake  in  addition  the  task 
of  investigating  our  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Expenditure,  would  be  to  import 
upon  them  a  duty  which  they  could  not 
properly  ful61  within  any  reasonable 
number  of  years.  We  must,  therefore, 
at  once  dismiss  the  proposition  made 
last  year  by  the  late  Government  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  generally  into  our  Army  and 
Navy  Expenditure.  But  if  ww  were  dis- 
posed to  give  our  favourable  considera- 
tion to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  liord, 
the  first  dilhculty  that  would  face  us 
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would  be  that  the  Committee  would  have 
to  go  into  broad  questions  of  policy,  and 
that  the  Government  would  have  to 
allow  them  to  shape  a  policy  for  them 
for  which  the  Government  alone  would 
be  responsible.  A  further  difficulty 
would  be  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  any  Committee  such  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  proposed  to  go  into  the  technical 
or  expert  side  of  the  question,  because 
the  House  will  see  that  the  composition 
of  any  Committee  which  has  to  deal  with 
scientific  questions  must  bo  very  different 
from  the  composition  of  a  Committee 
which  has  to  deal  with  financial  ques- 
tions. I  do  not  see,  however,  that  these 
difficulties  are  insuperable,  and  I  think 
that  they  might  be  overcome.  There 
are,  certainly,  two  questions  upon  which 
the  Government  would  be  glad  to  have 
the  assistance  of  the  House.  The  first 
question  is,  whether  the  scale  of  the 
military  and  naval  establishments  is  too 
large  for  the  work  they  have  to  perform ; 
and  associated  with  that  question  is 
another — namely,  whether  the  country 
gets  an  adequate  return  for  the  expen- 
diture which  year  after  year  the  House 
is  asked  to  sanction.  That  question  is 
somewhat  clouded  by  what  I  think  to 
be  the  inaccurate  theory  held  by  many 
hon.  Members  in  this  House  as  to  what 
constitutes  economy.  Those  hon.  Mem- 
bers appear  to  think  that  economy  should 
be  judged,  not  by  the  results  achieved 
by  a  certain  expenditure,  but  by  the 
amount  of  the  expenditure.  In  their 
opinion,  the  Ministers  who  proposed 
a  perfectly  nugatory  expenditure  of 
£11,500,000  would  be  a  greater  econo- 
mist than  he  who  spent  £12,000,000 
with  the  most  admirable  results.  I  re- 
present a  Department  which  spends  a 
great  deal  of  money,  and  which  at  times 
receives  directions  to  effect  large  and 
summary  reductions  in  its  expenditure. 
The  complaints  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— and,  to  an  extent,  they  are  legiti- 
mate complaints — have  been  that  the 
strength  of  the  Government  establish- 
ments is  in  excess  of  the  work  they  have 
to  perform.  Both  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  and  the  Board  with  which  I 
waa  previously  associated  felt  that  to  be 
a  just  complaint;  and,  wherever  it  has 
been  possible,  we  have  got  rid  of  redun- 
dant establishments.  But  the  process 
is  a  very  slow  one,  and  has  to  be  carried 
out  both  in  the  clerical  and  in  the  com- 
batant branches  of  the  establishment. 


It  has  been  the  practice  to  enlist  men  for 
continuous  service,  and  it  is  not  possible, 
without  a  breach  of  contract,  to  sum- 
marily dismiss  them.  But  there  are 
certain  Estimates  in  the  Navy  Votes 
which  cannot  be  reduced,  which  provide 
the  work  for  the  establishments  to  do. 
If  those  Estimates  were  to  be  reduced, 
tlie  result  would  be  exactly  the  reverse 
of  what  is  intended,  because  the  estab- 
lishments would  remain  practically  un- 
touched, while  the  work  they  did  would 
be  diminished.  This  is  especially  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  manufacturing 
branches  of  the  Departments^  The 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  are  great 
manufacturers,  and  are  great  employers 
of  labour.  Complaints  are  often  made 
that  the  cost  of  shipbuilding  in  the 
Dockyards  is  excessive  as  compared  with 
that  of  work  done  in  private  yards ;  and 
it  is  as  well  the  House  should  know 
what  is  the  cause  of  that  excessive  cost. 
If  a  shipbuilder  gets  an  order  to  buil<i 
a  ship,  the  first  thing  he  does  is  to  put 
the  maximum  amount  of  labour  which 
can  be  economically  employed  upon  the 
work,  thereby  consuming  the  maximum 
amount  of  material  in  the  shortest  time. 
That  is  a  course  which  is  the  reverse 
of  what  is  meant  by  economy  as  under- 
stood in  this  House.  If  the  Admiralty 
contract  to  build  a  ship,  the  longer  they 
are  in  building  it  the  better  pleased 
the  Treasury  are.  I  can  give  a  remark- 
able illustration  of  this  in  the  build- 
ing of  the  Trafalgar.  In  1 886  the  Ad- 
miralty found  that  their  Predecessors 
had  announced  their  intention  of  build- 
ing this  and  another  great  ship.  They 
were  to  be  each  of  12,000  tons.  Tho 
amount  on  the  Estimates  of  that  year 
for  the  building  of  these  ships  was  only 
12  tons,  at  which  rate  the  House  will 
see  the  ships  would  take  1,000  years  to 
build.  The  incoming  Conservative  Go- 
vernment  reversed  that,  and  applied  the 
principle  which  prevails  in  all  private 
yards  of  putting  the  largest  amount  of 
labour  which  could  possibly  be  put  on 
each  ship,  and  with  excellent  results. 
For  the  cost  of  building,  so  far  as  the 
average  cost  of  labour  is  concerned,  as 
compared  with  the  two  preceding  iron- 
clads, the  Camperdown  and  the  CoIomus^ 
was  £16  13«.  per  ton  on  the  Trafalgar; 
whereas  in  the  case  of  the  Cafnper^ 
down  it  was  £25  Is,  per  ton,  and  of 
the  Colossus  £26  lbs.  The  House  will, 
thoret'ore,    see    that    this    question   is 
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well  worthy  of  their  attention.    If  the 
Admiralty  are  to  coDtinue  to  be  manu- 
facturers,  as  I  believe  it  is  essential 
they  should,  this  House  must  draw  a 
distinction    between     the    methods    in 
which  it  votes  money  for  manufacturing 
purposes,  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
combatant    establishments.     Therefore, 
if  the  House  is  favourably  disposed  to- 
wards   the  proposition    of    my    noble 
Friend,  it  must  not  be  assumed  either 
that  I,  as  representing  the  Admiralty, 
or  my  right  hon.  Friend,  as  represent- 
ing the  War  Department,  admit  that 
we  are  extravagant,  or  that  the  expres- 
sion in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  that  the 
Estimates  have  been  framed  with  a  care- 
ful regard  to  the  economy  is  in  any  way 
incorrect.     My  belief  is  that,   if  it  is 
possible  to  get  over  the  initial  difficulty 
to  the  appointment  of  such  a  Committee 
as  I  have  described,  the  appointment  of 
that  Committee  would  not  tend  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Estimates.   On  the  con- 
trary,  I  think  the  Committee  will  be 
astonished  at  the  moderation  of  the  de- 
mands   of    the    Admiralty.      [**Hear, 
hear  !  "  and  Opposition  laughter.]  I  know 
that  that  must  seem  a  somewhat  ridicu- 
lous contention  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen ; 
but  I  will  lay  before  the  House  certain 
facts  which    I    think    will    materially 
modify  their  views.    My  noble  Friend, 
when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  sent 
round  a  Circular  calling  attention  to  the 
great  growth  of  expenditure  during  the 
last  few  years.     I  at  once  had  a  careful 
analysis  and  investigation  made  as  to 
the  growth  of   expenditure    that    had 
taken  place  during  the  last  10  years  in 
the  Naval  Votes,  and  the  causes  of  it,  to 
ascertain  how  far  it  was  capable  of  re- 
duction.  As  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose,  as  soon  as  this  debate  is  con- 
cluded, to  take  the  time  of  the  House  for 
the  discussion  of  Procedure,  and,  conse- 
quently, no  discussion  on  National  Ex- 
penditure can  occur  for  some  time  to 
come,  perhaps  the  House  will  excuse 
me  if  I  take  a  few  minutes  in  deal- 
ing with  this  question.     In  the  interval 
between    1876    and   1886  the  cost    of 
the  Navy  had  increased   16  per  cent. 
Now,  the  extent  of  the  duties  which 
would  be  imposed  upon  the  Navy  in 
the  event  of  war  is  governed  by  the 
amount  of  commerce  which  would  have 
to  be  protected.     The  investigation  I 
had  made  showed  the  extent  to  which 
our  Mercantile  Marine  had  increased 
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during  those  10  years.  I  found  that 
during  those  10  years  the  amount  of 
steam  tonnage  of  the  British  Mercantile 
Marine  which  would  have  to  be  pro- 
tected had  increased  cent  per  cent.  Not- 
withstanding the  large  decrease  in 
sailing  tonnage,  the  steam  tonnage  had 
increased  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be 
very  largely  in  excess  of  what  it  was  10 
years  before.  That  increase  was  very 
remarkable  when  compared  with  the 
development  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  of 
foreign  nations.  Whereas  the  combined 
Mercantile  Marine  of  France,  Germany, 
Bussia,  Italy,  and  Austria  were  consi- 
derably more  than  half  the  tonnage  of 
the  British  Empire  10  years  ago,  the 
tonnage  of  the  British  Empire  at  the 
present  moment  is  considerably  more 
than  one-half  the  aggpregate  tonnage  of 
these  five  nations.  I  also  made  inquiries 
as  to  the  expenditure  of  foreign  nations 
on  their  Navies  during  those  10  years. 
The  increases  are  also  noteworthy. 
During  that  period  the  expenditure  of 
the  French  has  increased  39  per  cent, 
that  of  Germany  43  per  cent,  Bussia  45 
per  cent,  and  Italy  133  per  cent. 
Austria  remains  very  much  the  same.  I 
think  the  House  will  admit  that  il  the 
duties  of  the  British  Navy  have  been 
doubled  during  the  past  10  years,  and  if 
the  expenditure  of  foreigpi  nations  on  an 
average  has  been  increased  by  some- 
thing like  50  per  cent,  an  increase  of 
something  like  16  per  cent  in  the  ex- 
penditure on  our  Navy  is  not  an  exorbi- 
tant demand  on  the  British  taxpayer. 
But  that  is  not  all.  I  am  taking  a  year 
which  is  unfavourable — the  present  year 
— as  the  Estimates  next  year  will  eJiow 
a  considerable  reduction.  It  is  no  use 
keeping  a  Navy  unless  it  be  adequate  to 
perform  its  duties ;  it  would  be  maoh 
better  to  get  rid  of  it  and  abolish  it  al- 
together. We  are  compelled  to  keep  m 
strong  Navy,  because  we  draw  the 
greatest  proportion  of  our  food  supplies 
from  abroad.  We  are  getting  closer 
packed,  and  are  depending  for  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  food  supply  for  our  in- 
creasing population  on  supplies  from 
abroad.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
quite  clear  that  we  must  do  one  of  two 
things.  We  must  either  endeavour  to 
stimulate  food  supplies  at  home  by  m 
system  of  protection,  or  we  must  take 
measures  to  safeguard  the  transport  of 
our  food  supplies  from  abroad.  This  is 
not  a  precaution  in  the  interest  of  the 
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rich,  but  in  that  of  the  poor ;  for,  if  we 
are  unfortuDate  enough  to  come  into 
collision  with  foreign  nations,  they  would 
be  the  first  to  sufiFer  from  scarcity  in  the 
food  supply.     Now,  Sir,  I  haye  shown 
that  the  increase  on  the  Navy  during 
the  past  10  years  has  only  been  16  per 
cent.    That  has  been  entirely  due  to  one 
item  alone,  the  great  development  in  the 
defensive  strength  of   ships    rendered 
necessary  by  recent  inventions.    It  used 
to  be  assumed  that  a  large  expenditure 
was  brought  about  by  a  combination  of 
the  services,  or  by  those  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  respective  services ;  but  the 
dangerous  combination  which  exists  at 
the  present  time  is  from  the  increase  in 
armaments   of   foreign    nations.     The 
enormous    sums    of  money    spent    by 
foreign  nations  on  warlike  munitions 
has   made    the    manufacture  of  these 
articles     a    very    lucrative     business. 
Science,  art,  and  iogenuity  have  com- 
bined to  make  more  deadly  every  day 
the  weapons  of  war ;  and  the  result  has 
been  that  the  destructive  power  of  in- 
struments   of   war,  year  by  year,  has 
increased  and  is  increasing.  It  is  essen- 
tial, if  we  maintain  the  Navy,  that  it 
should  be  armed  with  the  latest  im- 
provements   and    the    most    improved 
weapons ;  and  it  is  from  this  cause,  and 
not  from  any  increase  in  the  establish- 
ment, that  there  has  been  certain  ad- 
ditional expenditure  during  the  past  few 
years.      These  great  ships  and  these 
huge  guns  take  years  in  their  construc- 
tion, and  it  is  absolutely  impossible  that 
this  country  can  ever  get  a  satisfactory 
return  for  its  expenditure  unless  the 
policy  it  pursues  with  regard  to  the 
Army    and    the    Navy   is   continuous. 
Spasmodic  expenditure  and    summary 
reduction  are  absolutely  ruinous,   and 
that  is,  undoubtedly,  the  result  of  the 
present  system.    Therefore,  if  the  pro- 
position   of    my    noble     Friend     be 
assented  to  and  the  difficulties  I  have 
indicated  could  be  got  over,  I  believe 
lliat  we  should  be  able  to  insure  some- 
thing like  continuity  in  our  naval  policy, 
because  there  would  be  a  certain  number 
of  Members  in  the  possession  of  official 
information  which  would  enable  them  to 
apply  a  true  test  as  to  whether  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Government  was  eco- 
nomical or  not.     Until  very  recently  it 
was  not  the  practice  of  the  spending  De- 
partments to  lay  any  liability  record  be- 
fore Parliament.    When  I  went  to  the 


Admiralty  in  1885  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible to  ascertain  what  our  liabihties 
were ;  and  it  was  afterwards  discovered 
that,  owing  to  a  miscalculation,  a  sum  of 
£80,000  had  been  spent  which  was  not 
provided  for.  What  I  object  to  under 
the  present  systeAi — I  speak  as  the  He- 
presentative  of  one  of  the  great  spending 
Departments — is,  that  if  an  agitation  is 
got  up  out-of-doors,  or  in  tms  House, 
however  powerful  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  Treasury  may  be,  they 
cannot  prevent  the  War  Office  or  the 
Admiralty  going  into  great  expenditure. 
The  general  result  of  this  is  that  by  the 
time  198.  in  the  pound  is  spent  the  agita- 
tion has  cooled  down,  and  they  then 
decline  to  spend  the  last  shilling,  which 
would  enable  the  previous  Ids.  to  be 
of  any  avail.  When  we  came  into 
Office  we  found  there  was  a  liability 
on  one  item  alone  of  something  like 
£3,000,000.     It  is  true  that  our  ex- 

Eenditure  is  higher  in  the  present  year ; 
ut  we  propose  next  year,  notwithstand- 
ing the  addition  to  the  ships,   to  re- 
duce that  liability  to  £350,000.    Where 
the  test   of  extravagance  or  economy 
is  based  on  outlay  alone,  no  cognizance 
is    taken    of   this    great   reduction  of 
liability.     When  I  heard  the  late  Prime 
Minister  say  that  the  only  way  of  deal- 
ing with  a  Department  was  by  a  sum- 
mary reduction  of  expenditure,  so  far  as 
the  Admiralty  is  concerned,  if  that  rule 
had  been  adopted  we  should  hare  been 
forced  to  apply  to  our  creditors  under 
contracts  made  by  the  late  Government 
a  system  of  payment  not  very  dissimilar 
to  the  Plan  of  Oampaicfu.    There  is  an- 
other point  which  I  think  is  deserving 
of  attention — I  think  there  should  be 
greater  caution  and  calculation  before 
large  schemes  of  expenditure  are  em- 
barked upon ;  but  if  the  necessity  for 
that  expenditure  be  proved,  then  it  ought 
to  be  expedited,  and  the  work  in  hand 
completed  with  the   greatest  despatch 
possible.    If  there  could  be  a  more  tho- 
rough investigation  than  that  which  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  its  corporate  ca- 
pacity, can  exercise,  I  think  it  might  lead 
to  very  desirable  results.    My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  considering  whether  or  not  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  some   proposition 
similar  to  that  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  made.    Whether  we  can  get  over 
these  difficulties  or  not,  I  am  certain  of 
one  thing ;  and  that  is  that  no  Govem- 
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ment,  if  it  were  to  accept  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Oommittee^  could  pledge 
iteelf  to  accept  all  or  any  of  the  recom- 
mcDdations  it  might  make,  for,  inas- 
much as  the  QoYernment,  and  not  the 
Committee,  are  responsible  for  the  policy 
of  the  expenditure  to  the  country,  they 
could  not  tie  their  hands  beforehand.  I 
think  I  have  shown  that,  so  far  at  least 
as  the  Admiralty  is  concerned,  we  have 
not  been  guilty  of  extravagance  ;  and  I 
am  bound,  in  fairness,  to  say  that,  if 
there  was  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
Army  Estimates,  that  was  mainly  due 
to  demands  which  we  felt  it  our  duty  to 
press  upon  the  War  Office.  The  dif- 
ferences which  arose  between  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  War  Office  and  the  Ad- 
miralty were  almost  entirely,  due  to  the 
fact  of  past  Governments  not  having 
paid  their  way  as  they  proceeded.  The 
accumulated  arrears  of  seven  years  have 
been  heaped  upon  the  Estimates  of  two 
years.  I  think,  if  a  more  thorough 
examination  of  the  Estimates  were  made 
than  is  usual  in  this  House,  that  each 
Government  would  be  compelled  to  pay 
their  way,  and  not  postpone  and  heap 
up  liabilities  for  their  successors.  The 
speech  my  noble  Friend  made  yesterday 
brought  back  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment how  great  a  subtraction  from  our 
strength  his  separation  from  us  has 
made.  But,  at  any  rate,  we  were  con- 
soled in  one  respect,  because  my  noble 
Friend  stated,  in  the  clearest  and  most 
emphatic  way,  that  if  we  are  not  to 
have  the  advantage  of  his  guidance  and 
his  advice,  as  we  had  in  the  past,  at 
least  we  shall  have  his  support  in  re- 
ference to  the  great  question  of  the  hour ; 
he  is  at  one  with  us  in  our  wish  for  tlie 
maintenance  of  the  Union  and  the  autho- 
rity of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  will  ever 
be  ready  to  give  us  the  benefit  of  his 
powerful  advocacy  and  influence.  My 
noble  Friend  spoke  in  a  sanguine  tone 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  consi- 
dered the  victory  practically  won ;  and 
he  hinted  that  we  might  with  advantage 
disband  the  Unionist  army  which  had 
won  it.  I  believe  the  last  Election  has 
secured  for  a  generation  to  come  the  in- 
tegrity of  our  Empire ;  but,  as  the  Chief. 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  stated 
the  other  night,  it  is  no  use  maintaining 
the  Union  between  those  two  countries 
unless  in  Ireland  the  authority  of  the 
law  is  upheld.  We  have  yet  that 
struggle  to  overcome.     I  believe  the 
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issue  will  be  successful.  I  believe  we 
are  on  the  eve  of  the  last  battle  to  be 
fought  for  some  time  to  come.  Cer- 
tainly, until  a  battle  has  been  fought, 
until  there  is  no  likelihood  of  any  fur- 
ther encounter  occurring,  no  Member 
of  the  Government  would  be  willing 
to  insult  those  allies  by  whose  assist- 
ance we  gained  so  great  and  unexpected 
a  victory  last  year,  and  by  whose  further 
co-operation  we  hope  to  secure  the  fruits 
of  that  victory.  Now,  we  take  our  stand 
upon  two  of  the  greatest  principles  on 
which  civilization  rests — the  unity  of 
the  Empire  and  the  liberty  of  the  indi- 
vidual. The  first  has  been  made  safe, 
and  the  second  is  being  made  secure 
against  coercion.  Until  that  desirable 
end  is  obtained,  and  until  those  prin- 
ciples are  absolutely  secured  against  any 
future  combination,  we  cannot  afford  to 
part  with  a  single  one  of  our  Friends 
opposite,  who  have  given  us  such  strong 
proof  of  their  devotion  to  our  cause  by 
tbe  self-sacrifice  which  they  have  im- 
posed upon  themselves,  and  whose  joint 
action  with  us  in  the  future  will,  as  I 
believe  it  has  in  the  past,  bring  the 
cause  we  have  at  heart  to  a  triumphant 
conclusion. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  into  the  latter  part  of  bia 
argument.  The  noble  Lord  began  by 
promising  that  he  would  only  deal  with 
questions  of  finance,  and  I  propose  to 
follow  his  example  in  that  declaration, 
and  not  the  inconsistent  course  he 
pursued  in  his  last  few  sentences.  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  to  the  House 
on  the  subject  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).  I  will  say 
at  once  that  I  was  one  of  those  who 
greatly  regretted  the  secession  of  the 
noble  Lord  from  the  Government  and 
tbe  Chancellorship  of  the  Exchequer,  not 
only  because  during  last  Session  the  noble 
Lord  appeared,  in  answering  Queationa 
put  to  the  Government  in  the  House,  to 
be  following  sound  rules  of  finance,  bat 
also  because,  on  every  opportunity  he  had 
during  the  Recess,  whether  it  might  be 
to  deputations  or  in  other  ways,  of  giving 
his  opinions  on  financial  questions,  he 
used  those  opportunities  to  lay  down 
wLat  seemed  to  me  sound  financial 
principles.  Therefore,  while  saying  no* 
thing  as  to  the  merits  of  the  question 
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vhich  was  the  immediate  cause  of  bis 
eecessioD,  and  with  no  reference  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  succeeds  him,  I 
regret  the  loss  the  Government  has  sus- 
tained in  the  noble  Lord  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ;  and  I  think,  in  the 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  delivered 
yesterday,  he  thoroughly  justified  the 
impression  he  had  previously  made  of 
the  position  he  had  taken  up.  I  am  not 
the  only  one  who  felt  the  value  of  the 
positions  taken  up  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  I  will  endeavour  in  a  few  words  to 
state  exactly  what  I  mean.  In  that 
speech,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  has  told  us 
that  for  our  present  financial  difficulties, 
or  rather  for  the  cure  of  those  financial 
evils  which  he  stated  eo  plainly  and 
fairly,  he  had  two  proposals  to  make, 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken 
(Ix>rd  George  Hamilton)  has  referred  to 
both  of  those  proposals.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  suggests 
that  it  would  tend  to  improve  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates, and  to  improve  the  control  of 
the  House  over  the  extravagance  which 
obtains  in  the  two  Administrative  De- 
partments, if  the  Estimates  were  accom- 
panied by  a  Memorandum  in  the  nature 
of  what  the  French  call  an  0xpos6  des 
motifs  drawn  up  by  the  Minister  respon- 
sible for  the  Estimates ;  'a  full  Memo- 
randum, which  would  obviate  a  good 
deal  of  the  detail  which  overlays  the 
Minister's  speech  in  introducing  the 
Estimates,  and  the  debate  afterwards. 
I  did  not  understand  from  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  proposed  to  supersede  the 
statement  of  the  responsible  Minister  by 
this  Memorandum.  What  I  understood 
Lini  to  say  was  that  this  Memorandum 
would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers to  prepare  them  for  discussing  the 
Estimates— [Lord  Eandolph  Churchill 
assented.] — a  week  or  more  before  the 
speech  of  the  Minister  introducing  those 
Estimates.  1  think,  if  we  had  this 
explanation  in  detail  of  the  Estimates 
at  that  time,  it  would  greatly  facilitate 
the  discussion  of  the  Estimates  by  the 
House ;  and  it  would,  at  the  same  time, 
enable  hon.  Members  who  desired  to  ask 
questions  on  matters  of  detail  to  find  for 
themselves  the  answers  to  those  ques- 
tions; and  therefore,  in  that  respect,  the 
Memorandum  might  lighten  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister ;  for  if  this  Memo- 
randum were  habitually  attached  to  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  the  Minister 


himself  would  be  saved  a  great  mass  of 
detail  which  hon.  Members  would  have 
in  their  hands.  Therefore,  as  to  that 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  House  that  it  has  great 
merit,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will 
press  it  on  his  former  Colleagues,  and 
that  it  will  become  the  rule  in  all  future 
Estimates.  The  second  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  to  refer  the  Estimates 
to  a  Committee.  Now,  I  am  not  quite 
sure  whether  I  understand  exactly  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.  Does  he 
say  that  there  should  be  a  Standing 
Committee  for  the  Military  and  Naval 
Estimates  ?  [Lord  Randolph  Chuechill 
dissented.]  Or  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees? [Lord  Randolph  Chuhchill 
again  dissented.]  Or  does  the  noble 
Lord  propose  that  at  this  time,  and 
not  necessarily  followed  by  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  same  process  in  future  years, 
there  should  be  a  thorough  overhauling 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  ?  [Lord 
Randolph  Chubchill  assented.]  If  that 
is  so,  I  can  only  say  that  I  strongly  sup- 
port that  suggestion.  But  I  think  no- 
thing could  be  more  mischievous  than  a 
Standing  Committee  on  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates,  even  if  it  were  com- 
posed of  men  of  great  authority  on  those 
subjects.  The  result  would  inevitably 
be  that  this  Committee  would  be  the 
masters  of  the  situation,  and  not  the 
Ministers  who  are  responsible  to  the 
House  and  the  country.  If  the  same 
Chairman  were  appointed  year  after 
year,  and  supported  by  a  powerful  Com- 
mittee, not  only  hon.  Members,  but  the 
Army  and  Navy  Departments,  would 
look  to  that  Chairman  as  the  person 
with  the  greatest  power  in  the  matter, 
and  not  to  the  Minister;  and,  if  that 
should  be  the  case,  an  irresponsible 
Member  of  Parliament  having  this 
enormous  power,  then  I  say  good-bye 
to  all  control  of  the  administration  of 
the  Army  or  the  Navy.  I  am  further 
bound  to  uphold  this  plan,  because  it  is 
identical  with  a  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  as  Prime 
Minister,  and  myself  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  1888,  1884,  and  1685. 
We  found,  unfortunately,  that  the  pro- 
posal was  not  agreeable  to  the  general 
body  of  the  House,  and  we  most  re- 
luctantly abandoned  it.  Wo  believe 
now,  as  we  believed  then,  that  it  would 
be  most  beneficial.    Now,  Sir,  let  me 
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remind  the  House  of  what  really  hap- 
pened, because  I  think  it  is  important 
that  those  who  hare  desired  financial 
and  administrative  economy — I  am  not 
speaking  exclusively  of  any  one  side  of 
the  House — should  know  exactly  what 
took  place  in  recent  years  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  1883  I  had  the  honour  of 
opening  this  Budget,  and  in  my  Finan- 
cial Statement  I  went  with  some  detail 
into  the  Military  and  Naval  Expendi- 
ture of  the  previous  20  years.  1  think 
I  began  with  the  year  1862  or  1863, 
and  1  showed  what  the  expenditure  on 
the  Army  and  Navv  had  been  in  five  or 
six  different  periods  within  that  time, 
during  what  years  the  Estimates  had 
fallen,  and  when  and  why  they  were 
raised.  On  the  following  day  we  did 
our  best,  on  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Peter  Bylands),  to  explain  the  salient 
points  of  these  fluctuating  charges ;  and 
we  impressed  on  the  House  that  if  they 
wished  to  have  this  expenditure  put  6n 
such  a  footing  that  everyone  could  see  to 
what  the  increased  Estimates  were  due, 
that  could  best  be  done  by  appointing  a 
Committee  to  examine  thoroughly  into 
Army  and  Navy  Expenditure.  *  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty will  forgive  me  if  I  ]:<Bmind  him 
of  the  ground  on  which  he  based  his 
opposition  to  that  proposal.  He  said  it 
was  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  my  two  Col- 
leagues— the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ; 
and  on  that  ground  he  could  not  sup- 
port it.  When  the  noble  Lord  brought 
forward  that  argument,  I  think  he  must 
have  done  so  merely  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  without  sufficiently  consider- 
ing tliat  no  Cabinet,  having  deliberately 
decided  upon  such  inquiry,  could  be 
supposed  to  be  censuring  Members  of 
their  own  body.  Well,  we  were  de- 
feated, or,  rather,  the  noble  Lord  blocked 
our  Motion,  and  for  a  month  we  never 
could  bring  in  on ;  but,  as  he  has 
changed  his  mind  and  is  ready  to  sup- 
port this  proposal,  I  will  throw  that  in 
nis  teeth  no  longer.  I  trust  the  House 
will  now  support  Her  Majesty's  GK>vem- 
ment  in  taking  steps  which  to  them 
appear  wise  for  helping  the  House  to 
exercise  more  control  over  expenditure. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  when  he 
said — 

Mr.  Childers 


''Parliament  is  impotent^  unlefls  the  Ck>« 
Temment  leads  the  way,  in  respect  to  the 
control  of  this  expenditure." 

The  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  gave  a  good 
illustration  of  the  impotence  of  Parlia- 
ment in  dealing  with  the  small  details 
of  Estimates  when  they  are  brought 
before  this  House  on  the  authority  of 
the  Government,  and  how  rarely  it  hap- 
pens that  any  sensible  impression  has 
been  made  upon  the  Estimates,  even  in 
small  points,  much  less  upon  any  large 
source  of  expenditure.  During  the  27 
years  that  I  have  been  in  the  House  I 
do  not  remember  any  case  of  sensible 
reduction  of  expenditure,  either  in  the 
Army  or  the  Navy,  being  effected  by  a 
vote  of  this  House,  although  some  20 
years  previously,  no  doubt,  there  was 
an  instance  in  which  economy  in  the 
Army  was  brought  about.  Whether 
this  is  connected,  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
Biiggested,  with  the  democratic  constitu- 
tion of  the  House,  or  whatever  the  cause 
nfay  be,  there  can  be  no  question  that  it  is 
practically  impossible  for  those  who  are 
not  themselves  in  the  secrets  of  Office 
to  control  and  reduce  Tublic  Expendi- 
ture upon  the  great  Services,  and  that 
it  must  rest  with  the  (Government  itself 
to  propose  to  Parliament  the  proper 
measures  to  be  taken.  At  the  same 
time,  do  not  let  it  be  assumed  that  even 
with  a  powerful  Committee,  led  by  the 
Government,  it  will  be  over-easy  to 
effect  very  great  reductions,  unless  that 
Committee  is  thoroughly  impressed  with 
the  relative  importance  of  the  economies 
suggested,  and  appreciates  what  in  reality 
the  great  sources  of  increased  expendi- 
ture have  been.  I  have  taken  some 
trouble  to  see  in  what  consists  the  large 
increase  in  the  Naval  and  Military  ]&- 
penditure  since  1 867-  8,  when  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
At  that  period  the  Estimates  were  fairly 
controlled ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  with- 
out any  very  violent  desire  to  reduce 
them.  The  noble  Lord  stated  the  other 
day  that  the  increase  in  the  Naval  and 
Military  Estimates  since  about  that  time, 
and  comparing  averages  of  years,  was 
£6,000,000,  and  he  was  not  very  far 
wrong.  As  between  1867-8  and  1886-6, 
the  increase  of  the  net  Army  and  Navy 
Expenditure  is  about  £6,260,000.  Tbs 
House  may,  perhaps,  be  ourioos  to 
know  in  what  that  increase  really  oon- 
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•Uts.    The  Army  has  had  15,000  men 
added  to  it.    The  Yotes  for  pay,  cloth- 
ing, and  provisions  have  increased  by 
about;  £2,000,000.      The  increase  for 
retired  pay  and  pensions  is  £750,000, 
and  the  increase  for  ordnance  and  all 
other  Votes  is  £1,250,000,  the  total  in- 
crease in  the  Army  Expenditure  being 
£4,000,000.    In  regard  to  the  Army, 
therefore,  it  will  have  to  be  remembered 
that  the  main  items  of  increase — pay, 
pension,  food,  and  clothing — are  very 
aifficult  to  attack.    But  the  increase  of 
Navy  Expenditure  is  totally  different. 
Instead  of  there  having  been  an  increase 
of  15,000  men,  there  has  been  a  decrease 
of  6,000 ;  for  our  ships,  although  afford- 
ing a  vastly  larger  fighting  power,  now 
require  a  much  smaller  number  of  men 
than  18  years  ago.    The  Votes  for  pay, 
clothing,  and  provisions  have  been  re- 
duced by    £500,000,   while  the  Votes 
for  retired  pay  and  pensions  have  been 
increased  by  £500,000 ;  but  the  Votes 
for  shipbuilding  and  ship-repairing  have 
increased  by  £2,000,000.    ^ut  everyone 
knows  that  great  war  ships,  which  used 
to  cost  £100,000  or  £200,000,  now  cost 
£500,000   or  £1,000,000  each.     Other 
Votes  have  increased  by  £250,000.  Thus 
the  Navy  increase  has  been  £2,250,000. 
There  wiU,  of  course,  be  some  difficulty 
in  dissociating  the  economical  ^m  the 
political  parts  of  the  inquiry.  Of  course, 
no  Qovernment  could  refer  to  a  Oom- 
mittee   high    questions    of   policy  in- 
volving expenditure  on  the  Navy  and 
Army,  especially  on  the  Navy.    I  think, 
however,  that  an  inquiry,  carefully  con- 
ducted by  men  of  position  and  experi- 
ence, and,  above  all,  by  business  men,  will 
be  able  to  effect  a  great  deal  without 
touching  politics  at  all.    I  hope  that 
such  a  Oommittee,   if  appointed,   will 
bear  in  mind  what  the  noble  Lord  the 
First    Lord    of   the    Admiralty   (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  has  so  well  said  to- 
night, as  to  the  advantages  of  proceeding 
rapidly  when  buildine  ships.      When 
you  have  once  decided  what  ships  you 
want  to  build,  I  am  sure  that  it  is  a 
sound  rule  to  build  and  complete  them 
as  speedily  as  possible,  without  waiting 
to  see  what  further  improvements  science 
or  experience  might  suggest.    The  ten- 
dency of  the  Departments  is  to  make 
aoiall  changes  and  improvements  as  the 
work  goes  on ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  these 
had  better  be  introduced  into  the  next 
ahipi  and  not  delay  the  particular  ship 


in  hand.  I  do  not  assent  to  all  his  doc- 
trines; but,  speaking  generally,  I  be- 
lieve that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty has  given  the  House  good  advice, 
and  I  feel  certain  that  if,  in  addition 
to  his  improvements,  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
is  adopted,  we  shall  get  both  the  effi- 
ciency and  the  economy  mentioned  in 
the  Queen^s  Speech.  That  being  so,  I 
shall  be  most  happy,  to  the  best  of  my 
humble  powers,  to  facilitate  and  assist 
the  carrying  out  of  the  plan  which  he 
has  suggested. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Childers)  in  his  observa- 
tions with  respect  to  the  Army  and 
Navy,  of  which  he  has  so  large  expe- 
rience, as  I  have  neither  title  nor  know- 
ledge  to  qualify  me  to  do  so,  further 
than  to  say  that,  in  case  of  either  wan- 
ton negligence  or  extravagant  expendi- 
ture, I  am  certain  it  is  not  from  this 
Government  or  this  side  of  the  House 
that  any  opposition  to  a  most  sweeping 
inquiry  will  be  made.  Indeed,  I  do  not 
think  that  I  should  have  intervened  in 
this  debate  but  for  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill), 
which,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge, 
must  be  regarded  as  the  prelude  to  a 
series  of  attacks  on  the  financial  policy 
of  the  Government  as  a  whole.  I  am 
not  concerned,  nor  am  I  called  upon,  to 
undertake  a  defence  of  the  Government 
in  these  matters,  which  is  perfectly  well 
able  to  take  care  of  itself.  But  I  am 
concerned,  in  common  with  Gentlemen 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
in  common,  I  have  no  doubt,  with  many 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union  and  the 
Unionist  Party — to  use  the  language  of 
the  noble  Lord  himself — ''intact  and 
unimpaired,"  and  on  those  grounds  I 
ask  permission  to  make  some  observa- 
tions on  his  speech.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton^  to-night  con* 
g^atulated  himself  on  tne  fact  that  it 
was  evident  that  the  support  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
was  still  to  be  given  to  the  cardinal 
principle  and  policy  of  the  Government — 
namely,  the  maintenance  of  the  Union 
and  of  the  Unionist  Party  *^  intact  and 
unimpaired."  But  I  must  say  that  some 
of  the  noble  Lord's  references  last  night 
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to  the  Liberal  UnionistB  and  their 
Leaders  were  not  so  satisfactory  in  that 
respect  as  thoy  might  have  been.  Even 
if  that  were  so,  I  confess  that  I  am  one 
of  those  who  prefer  to  judge  a  man  by 
what  he  does  rather  than  by  what  he 
says.  Therefore,  I  ask  permission  to 
intervene  in  this  debate.  Let  me  just 
say  a  word  or  two  upon  what  the  noble 
Lord  said  with  reference  to  Ireland. 
We  have  reason  to  be  grateful  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  his  references  to  Ireland ; 
and,  speaking  as  an  English  landlord,  I 
will  venture  to  tender  him  my  thanks 
for  his  able  vindication  of  the  landlords 
of  that  country,  and  for  the  generous 
and  just  tribute  which  he  paid  to  the 
manner  in  which  many  Irish  landlords 
are  endeavouring  to  perform  their  duties, 
although  by  the  legislation  of  this  House 
they  have  long  ago  been  deprived  of  all 
the  rights  which  attach  to  property  in 
Ireland.  Most  cordially,  also,  would  I  re- 
echo the  sentiments  which  the  noble  Lord 
expressed  towards  the  Chief  Secretary 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  in  reference 
to  the  way  in  which  my  right  hon. 
5'riend  has  fulfilled  the  most  formidable 
and  most  difficult  and  most  thankless 
tusk  which  can  fall  to  the  lot  of  any 
Minister  in  these  days — namely,  the 
government  of  Ireland.  There  is  rauCh, 
indeed,  which  I  should  like  to  add  upon 
this  subject  had  it  not  been  so  well  said 
already  by  the  noble  Lord.  In  the  next 
place,  may  I  be  permitted  to  refer  in  a 
single  sentence  to  the  references  which 
fell  last  night  from  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
New  Bules  of  Procedure,  and  the  per- 
sonal references  which  he  did  me  the 
honour  of  making  to  myself  ?  The  noble 
Lord  assured  us  that  the  Bules  laid 
upon  the  Table  are  precisely  the  same  as 
they  were  when  he  left  the  Cabinet.  I 
can  well  believe  it,  and  I  am  glad  to 
hear  it.  Knowing,  as  I  do,  the  ex- 
tremely intractable  and  wilful,  and 
sometimes,  I  might  say,  almost  im- 
possible disposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  must  say  that  I  think  that  the  greatest 
credit  is  done  to  my  speeches  and  per- 
ambulations throughout  the  country — 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  somewhat 
scornfully  alluded— by  the  form  which 
the  New  Bules  have  actually  assumed. 
The  noble  Lord  is  a  master  of  exposition 
— he  is  an  absolute  master  of  language 
— and  no  one  will  convince  me  that  he 
could  have  expressed  himself  with  the 
singular   infelicity    and    extraordinary 
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clumsiness  which  he  must  have  shown 
if  these  Bules  are  what  he  intended 
them  to  be.  I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  that  I  have  been  successful  in 
converting  either  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self— no  small  matter  in  itself — or  in 
inducing  his  Colleagues  to  resist  much 
more  stringent  propositions.  I  have, 
therefore,  no  acknowledgment  to  make, 
as  he  said  very  properly  last  night,  to 
the  extremely  Badical  Member  for  South 
Paddington.  But,  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  I  have  every  reason  to  congratu- 
late myself.  If  the  Bules  of  Proceduro 
havo  not  been  altered,  there  is  some- 
thing else  which  has  been,  according 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill) — if  they  are  framed  with  due 
regard  to  efficiency  and  economy — and 
that  is  the  Estimates,  and  the  expendi- 
ture which  they  involved,  upon  which  the 
noble  Lord  informed  us  that  he  resigned. 
Yesterday,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  the  third 
day  on  which  wo  have  had  debate  since 
Parliament  re- assembled.  We  have 
been  favoured  by  the  noble  Lord  with 
two  explanations  of  that  resignation 
already.  A  resignation  must  be  some- 
what awkward  and  somewhat  serious 
in  the  mind  of  the  person  who  resigns, 
if  it  requires  an  explanation  every  other 
day.  Last  night  we  were  told  em- 
phatically by  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was 
not  upon  the  coaling  stations  that  his 
resignation  was  made.  And  yet — I 
heard  his  statement  and  read  it  after- 
wards with  the  greatest  care —it  ap- 
pears that  the  letter  to  Lord  Salisbury 
was  absolutely  clear,  and  that  there  is 
no  foundation  whatever  for  his  strictures 
on  the  Prime  Minister,  when  the  noble 
Lord  charges  him  with  being  such  a 
master  of  tactics  and  fastening  the  ques- 
tion of  the  coaling  stations  upon  him  as 
the  cause  of  his  resignation.  This  is 
what  the  noble  Lord  wrote — 

''  The  War  Estimates  might  bo  very  cod- 
siderably  reduced  if  the  expenditure  on  the 
fortifications  and  guns  and  garrisons  of  military 
ports,  mercantile  ports,  and  coaling  stations 
were  abandoned  or  modified.  But  of  this  I  wo 
no  chance,  and,  under  the  circumstance*,  I 
cannot  continue  to  be  responsible  for  th« 
finances." 

Well,  if  this  is  not  a  perfectly  distinct 
resignation  upon  a  specified  point  I  do 
not  know  what  it  is,  and  therefore  his 
retort  upon  the  Prime  Minister  was  un- 
called for,  and  unjustified  by  any  thine 
which  happened.    Then  the  noble  Lord 
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Bays  that  he  was  pledged  up  to  the  eyes 
to  retrenchment,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  reconsider  his 
position.  But  in  which  direction  ?  By 
previous  speeches  to  an  increase  of  ex- 
penditure, or  by  previous  speeches  in 
favour  of  reduction?  What  is  no  in- 
frequent occurrence  with  the  noble  Lord 
— lie  was  distinctly  pledged  both  ways. 
I  am  going  to  quote,  in  defence  of  the 
Government  and  the  attitude  they  have 
taken  up,  one  or  two  singular  and  re- 
markable statements  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  former  days.  I  remember  reading 
with  great  interest  at  the  time  tho  ac- 
count of  an  interview  between  the  noble 
Lord  and  some  representative  of  a  well- 
known  journal  in  this  country.  The  Pall 
Mall  Oatette,  It  is,  among  other  things, 
on  the  subject  of  the  expenditure  on  tlie 
Army  and  Navy — 

"  As  to  the  Navy,  if  all  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette 
says  is  true,  then  nothing  short  of  an  immediate 
ezpenditare  on  an  adequate  scale  can  be  thought 
of.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  all  I  have  heard 
entirely  bears  out  *  The  Truth  about  the  Navy,' 
and  I  shall  be  much  surprised  if  the  debate  in 
the  House  of  Commons  does  not  conclusively 

make   in   the   same   direction For  my 

own  part,  if  *  The  Truth  about  the  Navy  *  be 
admitted,  then  a  large  expenditure  spread  over 
a  number  of  years  should  be  incurred,  and  I 
should  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  about  it,  for 
I  believe  it  would  be  as  popular  as  it  would  be 
patriotic.*' 

Then,  so  large  were  the  noble  Lord's 
ideas  that  he  goes  on — 

'*Even  worse  than  nothing  would  be  a 
wretched  million  or  two,  which  would  do  no 
good,  but  an  infinity  of  harm  in  hanging  tho 
whole  question  up.*' 

I  suppose  the  noble  Lord  has  changed  his 
opinions  on  the  subject,  and  something 
has  led  him  to  believe  that  such  an  expen- 
diture would  not  be  popular.  Now,  I  wish 
to  quote  an  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
which  more  importance  attaches,  because 
it  was  made  after  the  period  when  he 
had  succeeded  to  the  responsible  position 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  in  this 
country.  Speaking  on  the  12th  of 
August,  1885,  and  addressing  a  large 
meeting  in  Dorsetshire,  ho  made  this 
statement,  which  contrasts  most  remark- 
ably with  the  position  and  the  altitude 
which  he  has  recently  adopted — 

•*  The  policy  we  are  pursuing  is  a  great  one. 
It  is  a  policy  upon  which  we  shall  go  to  the 
country.  It  is  a  policy  which  has  for  its  ob- 
ject the  strengthening  of  the  Empire  at  homo 

and  abroad It    is  a  policy  by  which 

we  mean  to  create  an  cfllcicnt  and  overwhelm- 


ing Navy  adequate  to  tho  defence  of  our  com* 
merce,  our  coasts,  and  our  Colonies." 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  given  the  House  two 
instances  in  which,  most  undoubtedly, 
the  noble  Lord  was  pledged  to  a  very 
large  increase  of  expenditure,  because 
it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  by  a  re- 
duction of  expenditure  you  can  create 
an  adequate,  and  even  an  overwhelming 
Navy.  But  I  wish  to  be  perfectly  fair, 
and  I  will  give  to  the  House  his  latest 
statements  as  a  Minister,  and  while  ho 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
question  of  expenditure.  And  this  is 
the  statement  that  he  made,  speaking 
on  a  celebrated  occasion  at  Dartford, 
and  when  he  made  that  speech  which 
created  so  much  sensation  in  the  country. 
He  dwelt  there  for  some  time  on  his 
eagerness  and  great  anxiety,  represent- 
ing the  particular  Office  that  he  then 
filled,  to  do  that  which  undoubtedly  was 
most  desirable  and  most  praiseworthy  in 
itself— to  bring  about,  if  possible,  a 
great  reduction  in  expenditure,  and  con- 
sequently in  the  taxation  of  the  people. 
And  he  said — 

''I  frankly  confess  that  I  shall  be  bitterly 
disappointed  if  it  is  not  in  my  power  in  one,  or, 
at  any  rate,  in  two  years,  to  show  to  the  public 
that  a  very  honest  and  very  earnest  eflfort  has 
been  made  in  that  direction,  and  that  it  has 
been  attended  with  a  practical  and  sensible 
result." 

That  was  a  statement  with  which  no  one 
would  dream  of  quarrelling  for  a  mo- 
ment, but  which  was  deserving  of  every 
possible  support  and  praise.  But  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  satisfied  to  give  one 
or  two  years  for  the  attainment  of  this 
result,  but  he  hardly  allowed  one  or  two 
months  to  go  by  before  he  came  forward 
with  his  proposals  to  his  Colleagues  in 
the  Cabinet,  and  then,  because  his  views 
were  not  at  once  accepted,  he  thought  it 
his  imperative  duty  to  resign.  What  I 
want  to  call  tho  attention  of  the  House 
to  is  this.  Granted  that  he  was  pledged 
to  a  reduction  of  expenditure,  was  he 
not  pledged  to  something  else  besides, 
and  pledged  ten  times  more  than  on  that 
question  ?  What  did  he  say  at  Dartford 
about  the  duty  of  the  Government  and 
the  cardinal  principle  of  their  policy  ?  I 
am  almost  afraid  of  wearying  tho  House 
by  frequent  quotations,  but  the  House 
and  the  country  ought  to  be  reminded  of 
these  explicit  statements  made  within  so 
short  a  period ;  and  I  must  ask  the 
House  to  listen  to  the  words  used  by  the 
noble  Lord  only  about  three  months  ago. 
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At  Dartford,  the  noble  Lord  unfolded  a 
great  programme  of  policy  to  the  people 
on  the  part  of  his  Oolleagues  as  well  as 
of  himself.  He  dealt  with  a  great 
variety  of  subjects  at  that  time,  includ- 
ing, of  course,  the  question  of  expendi- 
ture ;  but  he  declared  that  one  and  all 
of  those  subjects  must  be  held  subordi- 
nate to  the  great  cardinal  principle  of 
the  maintenance,  intact  and  unimpaired, 
of  the  union  of  the  Unionist  Party.  The 
noble  Lord  said— 

"Now,  let  me  turn  to  the  policy  of  the 
fatore.  The  main  principle  of  that  policy— I 
pray  yoa  to  bear  in  mind — the  guiding  principle 
and  motive  of  the  policy  of  the  Gk>Temment  in 
the  future  will  be  to  maintain  intact  and  unim- 
paired the  union  of  the  Unionist  Party.  We 
Know  how  much  depends,  how  almost  entirely 
the  future  of  England  depends,  on  the  union  of 
tiie  Unionist  Party ;  how  every  institution  which 
we  yalue,  all  the  liberties  which  we  prize,  are 
for  the  time  bound  up  in  the  union  of  the  Party ; 
and  everything  we  do  " — 

I  \)eg  the  House  to  mark  this — 

"  Everything  we  do,  either  in  domestic  or 
foreign  affairs,  shall  be  subordinated  to  the 
cardinal  principle  of  the  union  of  the  Unionist 
Party.  Subject  to  that  principle,' '  he  says,  **  let 
us  examine  the  details  of  what  we  may  propose 
to  get  next  Session." 

And  then  he  proceeds  to  deal  with  all 
those  secondary  and  subordinate  ques- 
tions to  which  I  have  already  alluded. 
Well,  I  listened  with  great  attention  to 
hear  what  defence  would  be  set  up  by 
the  noble  Lord  in  reference  to  this  part 
of  the  question.  He  says  it  is  quite  true 
that  it  IS  our  duty  to  maintain  the  Union, 
but  that  the  right  way  of  doing  it  is  to 

''identify  the  Government  of  the  Union — 
the  Party  of  the  Union —in  the  minds  of  the 
English  people  with  good  government,  with 
efficient  administration,  and  with  progressive 
legislation." 

Undoubtedly,  in  this  he  was  perfectly 
right;  but  the  noble  Lord  has  no 
monopoly  in  the  Oonser?ati?e  Party,  and 
he  never  has  had,  so  far  as  I  know,  of 
the  desire  either  for  good  government, 
efficient  administration,  or  progressive 
legislation.  What,  I  ask,  is  the  most 
difficult  point  in  the  government  of  this 
country  at  the  present  moment  ?  Un- 
doubtedly, it  IS  the  government  of 
Lrelaud ;  and  on  that  very  question,  the 
cardinal  question  of  all,  in  the  govern- 
ment of  this  country  at  this  time,  the 
noble  Lord  last  night  extended  his 
blessing  to  the  Ministry ;  and,  therefore, 
it  dearly  cannot  be  on  that  point  that 
he  is  dissatisfied.    Theo>  as  to  progres- 
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sive  legislation,  I  take  the  programme 
of  (the  Government,  and  wittt  that  the 
noble  Lord  last  night  expressed .  his 
satisfaction.  He  said  it  was  an  ample 
and  abundant  programme,  and  he  was 
mightily  pleased  with  it,  because  he  said 
that  it  bore  a  strong  family  resemblance 
to  a  famous  speech  made  in  Kent.  It  is 
quite  true  that  it  was  shadowed  forth  in 
the  speech  made  at  Dartford ;  and  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  closure, 
which  everybody  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  mean  dosare  by  a  bare  majority 
— a  point  to  which  I  took  objection — 
with  that  single  exception,  I  expressed 
my  hearty  approval  of  the  Dartford  pro- 
gramme.  What  was  the  Dartford  pro- 
gramme ?  It  was  not  the  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington.  I  heard  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self spend  at  least  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
in  explaining  to  a  popular  audience  at 
Bradford  that  this  Dartford  programme, 
about  which  so  much  fuss  was  made  at 
the  time,  was  nothing  more  nor  less,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  measure  re- 
lating to  the  question  of  tithes,  than  a 
perfect  copy  of  the  origioal  programme 
laid  down  by  Lord  Salisbury  at  New- 

Eort  the  year  before.  Theo,  I  want  to 
now — and  I  have  cited  the  noble  Lord 
himself  as  a  witness  on  this  subject — I 
want  to  know  whether  it  is  possible  that 
he  can  have  adopted  this  course  for  a 
single  moment-  because  we  are  refusing 
to  identify  ourselves  as  a  Party  with 
progressire  legislation  ?  As  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  said  last  nisht  with  reference 
to  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Unionists 
and  their  Party,  and  as  to  the  taunts 
which  he  levelled  at  them,  I  must  saj 
that  I  heard  his  language  with  pro- 
found regret.  It  is  barely  three  months 
ago  since  there  was  nothing  which  the 
noble  Lord  could  say  that  was  suffi- 
ciently good  of  the  whole  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  and  their  Leaders.  He 
praised  their  self-sacrifice,  he  praised 
their  loyalty,  he  praised  their  honour- 
able conduct ;  and  I  desire  for  myself, 
aod  I  am  certain  also  for  the  whole 
of  the  Party  on  this  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House,  to  say  that  we 
resent  and  utterly  repudiate  the  taunts 
which  the  noble  Lord  flung  at  them. 
The  fact  is,  I  am  very  much  afraid,  that 
by  the  two  explanations  the  noble  Lord 
has  given  us,  he  has  only  made  hisposi- 
tion  worse  than  it  was  before,  lliero 
was  a  general  desire  and  a  general  die* 
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position  on  the  part  of  the  whole  Oon- 
servative  Party,  not  to  say  one  word  of 
condemnation  of  his  attitude  until  his 
explanation  was  heard,  and  if  his  expla- 
nation had  been  confined  to  what  he 
stated  in  his  first  speech  on  the  opening 
night  of  the  Session,  nothing  would  have 
fallen  from  me  on  the  subject.  But,  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
proved  last  night  that  he  had  not  the 
shadow  of  a  leg  to  stand  on.  The  noble 
Lord,  however,  is  not  satisfied,  and  he  is 
going  to  make  his  appeal  to  the  people. 
What  is  he  going  to  tell  them  about  the 
Union  ?  Why,  that  he,  the  Minister  of 
all  others  pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to 
maintain  the  union  of  the  Unionist 
Party  intact  and  unimpaired,  within  a 
brief  couple  of  months  afterwards  has, 
so  far  as  he  is  himself  concerned,  chucked 
the  fortunes  of  the  Unionist  Party  to 
the  winds ;  and,  by  his  resignation,  has 
dealt  at  the  cause  of  the  Union  about 
as  heavy  a  blow  as  was  possibly  in 
the  power  for  any  individual  man  to 
give  it.  And  why  is  this  done  ? 
Why  are  these  solemn  pledges  departed 
from  ?  Because — and  for  nothing  more 
— because  the  Government  would  not 
consent  to  leave  the  ports  and  coaling 
stations  of  the  Empire  undefended ;  and 
because  they  would  not  grant  the  noble 
Lord  a  reduction  of  £500,000  on  the 
Estimates.  Well,  what  has  he  got  to 
say  to  the  people  on  the  question  of  the 
Estimates  and  of  expenditure  ?  In  my 
humble  opinion,  this  is  more  extra- 
ordinary still.  Husband  your  resources 
— says  the  noble  Lord  in  effect — in  time 
of  peace ;  make  no  preparation  for  the 
possibilities  of  war ;  leave  your  ports 
and  your  coaling  stations  altogether 
undefended ;  repose  on  the  undying  his- 
toric memories  of  the  past,  so  that  when 
war  is  actually  upon  you,  and  the  fight 
has  already  begun,  then  you  will  be 
able  to  display  the  exuberance  of  your 
resources  in  all  their  irresistible  might. 
That  is  the  noble  Lord's  idea  of  states- 
manlike economy  and  efficiency.  The 
noble  Lord  made  a  suggestion  last 
night  by  proposing  that  all  these  mat- 
ters should  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  this  House.  We  have  had  a  great 
many  Committees  in  this  House  on 
many  different  subjects,  and  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  inquiries  they  make  if 
good  is  to  be  the  result ;  but  does  tho 
noble  Lord  suppose  that  these  matters 
have  never  been  the  subject  of  iu- 
quiriea  before?    I  think,   considering 
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the  responsibility  of  his  position,  and 
more  than  all  considering  the  enormous 
responsibility  which  attached  to  his 
resignation,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  made  himself  more  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  everything  that  has 
transpired  in  this  respect  in  the  past. 
But  I  wish  to  remind  the  House  that 
this  question  was  carefully  considered 
some  years  ago  by  a  Boyal  Commission 
presided  over  by  Lord  Dalhousie ;  and, 
in  the  report  of  that  Commission,  hon. 
Members  will  find  a  most  pregnant  sen- 
tence, which  is  more  than  ever  applio- 
able  to  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
day.  The  noble  Lord  has  told  us  to  put 
off  our  preparations  until  the  time  when 
war  begins.  What  was  the  report  of 
that  Commission,  presided  over  by  an 
able,  a  distinguished,  and  experienced 
statesman,  and  composed  of  men  who 
were  thoroughly  competent  to  sift  the 
question  to  the  bottom,  and  report  upon 
it?— 

"Recent  events,"  they  say,  **have  taught 
as  that  we  must  not  rely  in  future  on  having 
time  for  preparation.  Wars  will  be  sudden  in 
their  commencement,  and  short  in  their  dura« 
tion,  and  woe  to  that  country  which  is  Aot  pre- 
pared to  defend  itself  against  any  ooutingenoy 
that  may  arise,  or  comhinations  that  may  he 
formed  against  it.'* 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this 
country  are  likely  for  one  moment  to  be 
misled  by  the  extremely  foolish  senti- 
ments— I  believe  that  *'  clap-trap " 
would  be  the  right  word — I  will  not 
use  it — I  do  not  wish  for  a  moment, 
Sir,  to  depart  from  the  proper  courtesies 
of  debate — but  I  do  not  oelieve  for  a 
moment  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  be  misled  by  the  idle  and  the 
foolish  sentiments  which  the  noble  Lord 
expressed  on  this  point  last  night.  Let 
him,  in  Heaven's  name,  make  his 
appeal  to  the  people  when  he  likes. 
They  must  have  strangely  changed 
their  nature,  unless  the  noble  Lord  is 
destined  to  be  quickly  and  piteously 
disappointed.  What  the  people  of  this 
country  like  is  a  man  whose  Party  and 
whose  Leader  know  they  can  rely  upon 
him  in  the  hour  of  their  need.  What 
the  people  of  England  dislike  above  all 
— what  I  am  satisfied  he  will  find,  they 
will  bitterly  resent  in  a  great  crisis  of 
aflairs  like  the  pregent— i<*  the  desertion 
of  a  Government,  of  a  Party,  and  of  a 
cause  by  one  from  whom  they  had  every 
right  and  every  reason  to  believe,  from 
everything  which  he  had  said  before, 
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that  he  would  have  given  his  command- 
ing powers  and  all  his  efforts  to  their 
support. 

Mr.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall.  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  did  not  feel  called  upon 
to  make  any  apology  for  interposing  in 
the  debate,  because,  partly  owing  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  taken  a  somewhat 
active  part  in  recent  events  in  Ireland, 
and  particularly  in  reference  to  the 
atrocities  which  had  lately  taken  place 
at  Glenbeigh,  and  partly  that  during 
the  course  of  the  debate  he  had  been 
attacked  with  all  the  violence  and  ma- 
lignant ingenuity  of  which  the  junior 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party  were  cap- 
able, he  might  fairly  be  expected,  and 
even  claim  a  right,  to  say  something 
on  the  subject.  But  he  would  not 
have  troubled  the  House  in  saying  any- 
thing iu  self-defence,  had  he  not  felt 
bound  to  do  so  in  the  interests  of  the 
poor  persecuted  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  done 
him  the  honour  of  quoting  some  utter- 
ances of  his  in  Ireland,  and  he  thanked 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  having 
done  so,  because  it  gave  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  re-affirming  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Commons  what  he  had  said  on 
public  platforms  in  Ireland.  They  were 
utterances  of  which  he  was  not  ashamed, 
and  he  did  not  think,  under  the  circum- 
stances, anvone  could  blame  him  who 
had  a  grain  of  humanity  or  common 
sense  in  his  disposition.  He  found  a 
special  reference  to  these  utterances  of 
his  in  Notes  from  Ireland^  a  publica- 
tion of  the  Lrish  Loyal  and  !Patriotio 
Union,  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  his  speeches,  of  which 
he  made  no  doubt  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  and  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
taken  due  notice.  If  he  was  to  be 
hounded  down  in  this  fashion  for 
passages  quoted  from  his  speeches,  he 
wanted  to  know  where  were  these 
Gentlemen  who  devoted  so  much  atten- 
tion to  him  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  went  over  to  i)elf ast  to  incite 
his  fellow-countrymen  to  civil  war.  A 
few  moments  ago,  there  was  sitting  on 
the  opposite  Benches  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain),  who, 
notwithstanding  the  Oath  of  Allegiance 
to  Her  Majesty  which  he  had  taken  that 
evening  at  the  Table  of  the  House,  had 
uttered  the  most  treasonable  expressions 
-^had  not  only  incited  to  civil  war,  but  had 
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absolutely  used  treasonable  utterances 
against  Her  Majesty  herself.  No  evil 
effects  had  resulted  from  what  he  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  had  said  in  Ireland,  whilst 
the  worst  riots  known  in  their  recollec- 
tion  had  been  the  result,  had  been  the 
outcome  of  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast. 
He  had  only  to  say  with  reference  to  the 
attacks  made  upon  him — both  past, 
present,  and  future — that  he  stood  there 
fully  conscious  of  his  responsibility  as 
a  representative  of  the  democracy  of 
this  country.  Though  his  constituency 
was  in  a  distant  part  of  the  country,  it 
was,  perhaps,  aU  the  better  for  that, 
because  it  would  remain  uncorrupted  by 
the  taint  of  metropolitan  snobocracy.  He 
was  not  sent  to  that  House  to  bandy  per- 
sonalities with  the  professional  punsters 
and  the  political  buffoons  of  the  Tory 
Party.  The  issues  in  debates  of  this 
kind  were  grave  and  solemn,  and  he 
would  not  be  deterred  from  entering  on 
the  path  which  he  had  marked  out  for 
himself.  If  it  were  in  his  power  to 
assist  the  poor,  the  oppressed,  the 
struggling  and  the  weak,  against  the 
rich  and  powerful,  the  selfish  classes 
and  the  monopolists,  he  should  not 
hesitate  to  do  so.  He  had  no  fear 
but  that  his  constituents  would  fully 
approve  all  that  he  might  deem  it  his 
duty  to  do  in  that  behfldf.  Why  were 
the  Tory  Party  so  ang^  with  the 
part  he  had  taken?  Because  in  the 
past,  when  battles  were  waging  in  the 
House  on  behalf  of  Ireland,  the  Irid^ 
Members  had  to  fight  alone,  but  since 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  the  demo* 
cracy  of  England  had  felt  it  its  duty  to 
range  itself  with  the  people  of  Ireland ; 
and,  to-day,  the  democracy  of  England 
was  wide-awake,  and  was  determined  to 
fight  side  by  side  with  the  democracy  of 
Ireland  in  defence  of  the  rights  of  the 
people  against  the  interestsof  the  classes. 
Formerly  the  democracy  had  no  ears  to 
hear,  because  the  only  channel  of  infor- 
mation available  to  them — the  plutocratic 
Press  of  this  country — systematically 
kept  back  from  the  people  the  informa- 
tion which  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the 
Press  to  convey.  As  illustrating  this,  he 
might  mention  that  only  a  week  ago  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Meath,  a  mend 
of  his,  wrote  from  Glenbeigh  a  long  and 
interesting  and  important  letter,  meeting* 
false  statements  published  in  The  IVsMt 
with  reference  to  the  evictions,  and  hm 
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Bent  that  letter  to  Th3  Times,  and  also  to 
The  Daily  News,  The  Daily  News  had  the 
good  sense  and  the  ^ood  feeling  to  pub- 
lish the  letter,  but  The  Times  had  neither 
the  impartiality  nor  the  good  sense  to 
put  the  letter  in.  In  fact,  he  presumed 
that  The  Times  was  afraid  to  publish  the 
letter,  because  the  more  light  was  let  in 
upon  the  atrocities  of  OTenbeigh,  the 
worse  it  would  be  for  its  clients  and 
readers.  [Ironical  laughter,']  He  could 
assure  hon.  Members  who  laughed  that 
the  English  people  would  not  much 
longer  sufiPer  themselves  to  be  taxed  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  Irish  landlords 
to  turn  out  their  unfortunate  tenants  ; 
not  merely  when  they  would  not,  but 
when  they  could  not  pay  their  rents,  and 
to  demolish  and  burn  the  humble  houses 
which  they  themselves  had  built.  Now 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Tyrone  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton)  had 
condemned  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  for  interfering  on  an  estate 
as  to  which  he  knew  very  little,  but,  if 
the  hon.  Member  did  so,  his  conduct  was 
at  all  events  no  worse  than  that  of  the 
accredited  agents  of  the  Oovemment ; 
because  one  of  the  most  singular  por- 
tions of  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Plunket 
in  the  Dublin  Police  Court  was  that 
in  which  he  had  to  admit  that,  insti- 
gated by  the  Chief  Secretary  or  in  com- 
munication with  Sir  Bedvers  Buller,  he 
interfered  between  landlord  and  tenant 
in  a  case  of  which  admittedly  he  knew 
nothing  at  all.  It  had  been  said  by  some 
Members  on  the  opposite  Benches,  that 
on  extended  application  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Purchase  Act  would  settle  the 
Irish  difficulty,  and  was  the  weapon  which 
the  Nationalist  Party  most  dreaded. 
Well,  one  of  the  things  which  he  had 
been  advising  the  tenants  in  Ireland  to 
do  was  not  to  purchase  holdings  under 
that  Act,  or  under  any  similar  Act,  be- 
cause the  Land  Judges  were  creating  a 
block  in  the  business  of  the  Land  Court 
by  refusing  to  allow  estates  to  be  sold  at 
their  present  market  value.  As  a  rule, 
only  one-fourth,  or  at  the  most  one-third, 
of  the  purchase  value  of  the  property  in 
land  belonged  to  the  landlords,  and  the 
rest  to  the  tenants,  and  that  being  so,  it 
was  a  monstrous  thing  to  compel  the 
tenants  to  go  into  these  Courts  and  pay 
for  the  fee- simple  of  their  holdings  15 
and  20  years'  purchase  for  their  own 
property — for  the  improvements  effected 
by  themselves — when  five  or  six  years' 
purchase  would  more  likely  be  the  pro- 


per figure.    Many  statements  had  been 
published  in  the  newspapers  with  refer- 
ence to  the  treatment  of  the  Glenbeigh 
cottagers  by  the  landlord,  which  he  must 
stigmatize  as  false  statements.  They  had 
been  told  that  the  landlord  had  been  most 
generous  during  the  24  years  he  had 
been  on  the  estate  in  the  treatment  of  his 
tenants ;  that  the  agent.  Hoe,  offered  most 
magnanimous  terms  to  them;  that  the 
tenantry  had  broken  faith,  and  that  in 
consequence,  the  parish  priest,  Father 
Quilter,  had  left  them  to  their  own  re- 
sources; that  the  agitation  had  been 
wholly    instigated     by     the    National' 
League,  &c.     He  had  no  hesitation  in 
denouncing  every  one  of  those  state- 
ments   as    false.      Up    to     1879    the 
rents    at    Olenbeigh    had    been    paid 
regularly.    Indeed,   so  great   was  the 
desire  of  the  tenants  to  pay  at  that 
time  that — he  had  it  on  the  authority  of 
the  medical  officer — it  was  found  neces- 
sary on  rent  day  to  have  a  policeman  to 
keep  order  among  the  tenants  as  they 
rushed  into  the  agent's  office.     Had 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  heard  of  the  foraging  expeditions 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Winn  among  these  poor 
people  for  free  supplies  of  eggs,  and 
fowl,  and  fresh  butter?    He  had  dis- 
covered at  a  hotel,  where  he  was  staying 
at  Olenbeigh,  that  this  gentleman  lived 
three  months  at  the  hotel  some  years 
ago,  and  ran  up  a  bill  of  £90;  and  that 
he  decamped  one  day  without  paying 
it,  and   that  it  still  remained  unpaid. 
With  respect  to  rack-renting,  Mr.  Winn's 
son  alleged  that  the  rents  remained  the 
same  to-dav  as  they  were  86  years  ago. 
Hon.  Members  were  aware  that  Griffith's 
valuation  had  not  been  made  86  years 
ago,  but  that  it  was  made  somewhere 
about  1850.     He  and  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  taken  down  the  facts  from  more 
than  30  of  these  tenants,  and  ibund  that 
in  every  case  the  rent  was  grossly  above 
the  valuation,  and  in  many  cases  more 
than  double  the  valuation.      He  was 
also  informed  that  when  the  Hon.  Bow- 
land  Winn  came  into  the  property,  he 
got  rid  of  the  old  agent  who  remon- 
strated with  him  as  to  raising  the  rents 
at  all ;  and  the  rents  were  raised  until 
the  poor  people  were  as  rack-rented  as 
they  were  to-day.    He  could  give  the 
House  many  instances  of  what  he  would 
venture  to  characterize  as  tyranny  exer- 
cised over  the  tenants.     In  one  case, 
some  of  them  who  had  gone  into  a 
copse    and   cut    some    branches,    had 
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been  summoned  by  the  landlord  and 
fined   £26;    while,  in  another  case,  a 
man   had    been   fined   £5   for  having 
Bome  wood  in  his  possession  which  was 
not  worth  more  than  2b.    To  illustrate 
the  impartiality  of  which  they  had  heard 
in  connection  with  the  treatment  of  these 
tenants,  he  would  mention  that  at  the 
time  of  this  case  the  agent  of  the  estate 
was  acting  as  a  magistrate,  and  left  the 
Bench,  on  the  case  coming  on,  in  order 
to  give  evidence.    They  had  heard  of 
the  kindness   of  General    Buller   and 
Judge  Ourran.     From  evidence  which 
he  had  got,  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  these  poor  people,  when  they  went 
before  Judge  Curran,  were  bullied  and 
brow-beaten  by  him,  and  were  never 
allowed  to  toll  their  own  story;   and 
Father  Quilter  himself  had  described 
Judge  Curran's  conduct  as  worthy  of  a 
Star  Chamber  Court.      He  referred  to 
the  pamphlet  of  the  I.  L.  P.  U.  to  show 
that  Sir  Bed  vers  Buller  had  acted  cer- 
tainly not  impartially  as  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.     He  had  started  with 
a  misconception,  because  there  was  no 
evidence  given  of  the  alleged  combina- 
tion among  the  tenants  to  refuse  to 
pay  their   rents.      The  only  evidence 
was  that  there  had  not  been,  and  was 
not,  any  combination  on  the  estate  what- 
ever.   In  the  police  court,  he  swore  that 
he  was  not  sent  there  at  all  with  the 
view  of   interfering  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  connection   with  social 
order ;  while  he  had  written  to  Messrs. 
Darley  and    Boe,   the  agents   on  the 
Glenbeigh  estate,  in  these  terms — ^'I 
have  reason  to  be  anxious  about  the 
possibility  of  preserving  order  in  the 
district " ;  and  three  days  later  he  ad- 
vised and  instigated   the  levelling  of 
the  peasants'  homes.    If  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  wrote  the  truth  in  these  letters, 
he  must  have  sworn  what  was  false 
in    the   witness    box    in    Dublin.      If 
Sir  Bedvers  Buller  was  right  in  his 
conclusions,  all  the  evidence  which  they 
had  collected  showed  that  he  was  wrong 
in  asserting  that  there  was  a  deliberate 
combination   among  them  not  to  pay 
rents  which  they  were  able  to  pay.  Even 
in  the  presence  of  the  Sheriff,  when  a 
poor  man  was  proceeding  to  explain  why 
he  was  unable  to  pay,  he  was  at  once 
ahat  up  by  the  Sheriff;  and,  if  they  had 
not  been  on  the  spot,  the  whole  country 
would  continue  to  oelieve  that  these  poor 
people  were,  what  they  were  not— a  dis- 
honest set  of  people.    The  statement  of 
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Mr.  Boe  that  he  had  only  burnt  the 
houses  of  persons  who  could  afford  to 
pay,  was  not  correct  in  a  single  case.    It 
was  said  that  Mr.  Boe  was  anxious  to 
settle  with  the  tenants  in  every  case  he 
could.    But  this  was  not  borne  out  by 
the  facts,  for  in  more  than  one  instance 
when  a  tenant  brought  in  the  full  half- 
year's  rent,  part  of  which  had  in  most 
cases  been  borrowed,  Mr.  Boe  refused  to 
accept  it  on  the  technical  ground  that 
his  co-tenant  would  not  or  could  not  pay. 
He  could  also  mention  instances  in  which 
the  houses  of  poor   tenants  who  were 
destitute  were  burned  down.     In  one 
case — that  of  TomBurke— the  tenant  had 
no  stock  for  four  or  five  years.    He  had  a 
wife  and  four  children,  who  were  notori- 
ously supporting  themselves  by  begging 
round  the  country ;   and,  such  was  the 
destitution  in  this  case,  that  temporary 
relief  had  been  ordered  by  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities,  and  the  police,   with   the 
permission  of  their  commanding  officer, 
collected  £1  2t.  6i.  for  the  immediate 
assistance  of  this  poor  family.  He  wanted 
to  comment  upon  the  character  of  those 
ruffians  who  were  let  loose  upon  the  most 
inoffensive,  most  honest,  ana  most  indus- 
trious people  that  he  ever  came  across, 
and  who  demolished  their  houses  before 
their  eyes  and  turned  them  out  on  the 
mountain  side.     The  bailiffs  and  crow- 
bar brigade    were    men  of  the   most 
disreputable  antecedents,  some  of  whom, 
he  was   informed,  had   been  convicted 
of  felonies;  and  they  behaved  in  the 
most   ruffianly  manner,  and  used  the 
foulest  language.      The   Constabulary 
also,    in     many     instances,    behaved 
with    great    violence,    punching    and 
knocking  down  girls  with  the  butt-end 
of    their   rifles.     Would   the  Attorney 
General  allow  his  emissaries,  the  Con- 
stabulary, to  perpetrate  all  these  acts  of 
violence  and  brutality  upon  these  poor 

?eople  without  calling  them  to  account  ? 
f  they  wanted  to  train  up  the  poor 
children  of  the  poor  people,  if  they 
wanted  to  implant  in  their  hearts 
hatred  of  their  government,  if  they 
wanted  to  teach  them  to  grow  up 
patriotic  young  rebels — the  best  thing 
they  could  do  was  to  go  on  with  this 
fiendish  work  of  burning  the  roofs  of 
their  fathers.  Who  could  deny  that 
they  were  setting  a  premium  upon  vice 
when  they  let  loose  among  an  indus- 
trious and  moral  population,  ruffians 
whose  character  was  known  in  the  dis- 
trict to  be  of  the  worst  descripttoui  and 
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men  wbo  wero  knoTrn  ia  tlio  locality  to 
be  bastards.    These  teDants  were  indus- 
trious.   There  were  people  in  this  coun- 
try, especially  among  the  landlord  clasp, 
who  said  that  the  Irish  people  were  lazy; 
yet  these  were  the  people  who  them- 
selves lived  in  lazy  luxury  upon   the 
rents  which  could  not  be  put  into  their 
pockets  were  it  not  for  the  most  persis- 
tent industry  on  the  part  of  these  poor 
people.    In  the  houses  of  these  destitute 
tenants,  and  in  the  houses  of  the  shop- 
keepers, he  had  seen  processes  and  de- 
crees for  dififerent  articles  supplied  by 
the  shopkeepers,  but  which  they  did  not 
execute  because  they  knew   the  poor 
people  could  not  pay.    He  had  been  told 
by  one  shopkeeper  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, that  the  shopkeepers  were  on  the 
brink  of  ruin  themselves    because  the 
landlords   stepped  in  and  grabbed  up 
everything  before  anyone  else  could  get 
it.    He  had  also  seen  the  pawn-tickets 
in  their  homes,  and,  if  they  wanted  evi- 
dence of  the  absolute  poverty  of  these 
poor  people,  they  had  it  in  the  fact  of 
their  having  no  stock  for  years  past, 
and  in  the  fact  that  their  land  had  gone 
out  of  cultivation.  Before  he  sat  down, 
he  wanted  to  address  a  few  words  to 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  he  hoped,  al- 
though he  was  not  present,   that  he 
might  hereafter  be  able  to  take  some 
note  of  them,  because  he  had  implored 
them  in  almost  pathetic  tones  to  help 
him.      They  were    told  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
last  night  of  the  remarkably  great  sacri- 
fice which  the  Chief  Secretary  bad  made 
in.  accepting  the   Chief  Secretaryship. 
He  (Mr.  Conybeare)    could  not    help 
thinking    that  there  was  something  of 
crocodile's  tears  about  the  noble  Lord, 
when  he  recollected  that  it  was  entirely 
due  to  the  noble  Lord  himself  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  ousted  out  of  the 
Chancellorship  of  the  Exchequer.     He 
oould  not  help  thinking  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  must  often  have  felt  like  the 
hedge     sparrow     who    was    chucked 
out    of    his    nest    by    the     cuckoo. 
He  believed  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
done  what  he  could  in  a  humane  manner, 
though  as  illegally  as  anything  done 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  to  alleviate 
the  sufferings  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
this  vrinter.    He  felt  a  certain  amount 
of  pity  for  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  ap- 
peared to  be  a  thoroughly  good  man, 
straggling  against  his  nite,  and  against 
the   misfortunes  which  were   steadily 


gathering  round  his  head.     Ue  found, 
at  the  end  of  the  speech  delivered  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  the  other  evening, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  explained 
that  he  must  maintain  the  law.    They 
all  agreed  upon  that  point;   but  the 
question  was  how  were  they  to  do  it  ? 
They  could  not  do  it  any  longer  by 
coercion,  as  they  had  tried  to  do  it  in 
the  past  and  failed.    Why  was  the  law 
at  present  detested  by  a  great  number 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?    It  was  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place,  the  law  was  not 
based  on  the  consent  of  the  people,  and 
never  would  be  based  on  their  consent 
until  they  had  Home  Bule.    He  had  no 
hesitation  in  stigmatizing  the  present 
law  in  Ireland  as  a  criminal  law — it  was 
opposed  to  the  Divine  law,  ^'  Thou  shalt 
not  steal,"  because  it  enabled  the  land- 
lord to  steal  the  property  of  the  tenant 
— property  which  had,  in  every  sense, 
been  created  by  the  latter's  own  exer- 
tions, industry,  and  outlay.    The  laws 
of  Ireland,  as  applied  to  the  land,  vio- 
lated all  the  principles  of  political  eco- 
nomy.   The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  had  stated  that  the 
Irish    tenants   were  surrounded  by  a 
triple  wall  of  protection ;  but  he  did  not 
explain  how  it  was  that  in  spite  of  such 
bulwarks  they  could  still   be  evicted, 
and  their  houses  levelled.   Anybody  who 
knew  anything  about  almost  any  part 
of  Ireland  knew  that  the  tenant  did  not 
earn  sufficient  from  the  land  to  enable 
him  to  pay  his  rent,  which  was  paid 
partly  by  what  the  tenant  earned  in  this 
country  at  certain  periods  of  the  year, 
and  what  he  received  from  his  children 
in  Australia  or  America.    If  a  farmer 
in  this  country  proposed  to  pay  £100 
a-year  for  a  farm  which  would  only 
yield  £80,  he  would  be  looked  upon 
as  a  lunatic.    And   why  should  they 
draw  any  distinction  between  the  Irish 
farmer  and  the  English  farmer  ?    In 
discussing  this   question,  they  should 
remember  that,  whereas  in  England  the 
farmer  did  not  pay  for  all  the  improve- 
ments,   in  Ireland    the   improvements 
were  almost  invariably  the  work  of  the 
tenant.    The  Olenbeigh  estate  produced 
a  rental  of  £1,731,  but  he  should  like 
any  hon.  Member  to  go  and  see  the 
character  of  the  soil,  and  then  ask  him- 
self the  question,  '*  Is  there  any  tenant 
farmer  in  this   country  who  could  be 
induced    to    take    that  estate   as    it 
stands  and  pay  that  amount  for  it  ?"  He 
was  sure  there  would  be  no  tenant  in 
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England   who   would   be   induoed  to 
accept  the  estate  on  those  terms;  and 
yet  that  enormous  rental  was  extorted 
from  these  unfortunate  people  who  had 
given  to  the  land  the  value  which  at- 
tached to  it  by  the  improvements  which 
they  had  made.  If  the  Chief  Secretary, 
instead  of  reljing  for  his  information 
on  the  agent  of  the  estate,  and  others 
of  that  class,  had  gone   to   the  place 
himself  he   would    have    come  back  a 
Home  Euler.  He  would  make  this  offer 
to  the  Chief  Secretary — ^If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    would   accompany  him  to 
Ireland  during  the  recess,  they  would 
visit  different  parts  of  the  country,  and 
see  for  themselves  what  was  the  actual 
condition  of  these  poor  people  who,  in 
a  telegram  he  sent  to  him  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare)  at  Glenbeigh,  he  practically  de- 
clared refused  to  pay  their  rents  when 
they  were  quite  able  to  do  so.    He  was 
perfectly  certain  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  accede  to  his  offer»  and  visit  these 
unfortunate  people,  he  would  learn  an 
experience  which,  however  many  years 
he  filled  the  Office  he  now  held,  would 
be  of  lasting  value  to  him.    Hitherto 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  been  treated 
more   like    savages    and    wild    beasts 
than  anything  else,  and  therefore  it 
was    surprising   they    did    not   cause 
the    Government    more    trouble   than 
they  were  doing.    What  they  ought  to 
do  was  to  bring  the  laws  into  harmony 
with  the  moral  instincts  of  the  people 
and  with  political  economy.     So  long  as 
the  laws  of  the  country  violated  those 
two  principles,  they  never  would  have 
any    sound    government    in     Ireland. 
The  first  thing  they  should  do  would  be 
to  stop  the  evictions.   Before  any  tenant 
was  put  out  of  his  home  his  case  should 
be  carefully  investigated,  and  his  house 
not  destroyed  until  it  was  found  he  would 
not  pay  his  rent  through  sheer  rascality. 
In  any  case  where  a  tenant  had  built  his 
own  house,  he  should  not  be  evicted,  even 
if  he  could  pay,  without  receiving  com- 
pensation.    With  respect  to  the  con- 
gested population,  the  one  suggestion 
which  the  Tories  made  was  emigration 
or  migration,  as  suggested  by  the  Chief 
Secretary.     They   should   not   compel 
these  people  either  to  emigrate  or  mi- 
grate ;  by  doing  so  they  omy  tended  to 
eradicate  from  the  hearts  of  the  people 
one  of  the  greatest  virtues  of  a  citizen 
— the    love    of   one's    native   country. 
Their  homos  were  not  full  of  luxuries, 
but  these  poor  people  had  been  bom  and 
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bred  there — they  had  spent  many  hours 
of  happiness  there,  and  no  one  had  any 
more  right  to  destroy  their  homes  and 
endeavour  to  drive  out  of  their  hearts 
the  love  of  country  than  they  had  to  go 
to  the  greatest  mansion  of  any  noble 
Lord  and  tell  him  to  go  away  as  he  was 
not  wanted.  The  question,  then,  was 
how  were  they  to  relieve  the  congestion? 
This  could  be  done  by  utilizing  the 
natural  resources  of  the  country,  and 
alluring  the  people  from  their  present 
condition  of  life  by  offering  them  suffi- 
cient inducement  to  take  up  a  different 
life.  The  fishing  industry  might  be  fos- 
tered, and  training  ships  and  military 
depots  might  be  estabhshed,  with  the 
object  of  drawing  the  young  to  a  sea- 
faring or  military  life.  It  was  hopeless 
for  the  Government  to  expect  to  secure 
the  adhesion  of  the  Irish  people,  unless 
thisy  were  prepared  to  cast  away  alto- 
gether the  old-fashioned  weapon  A  coer- 
cion. So  long  as  they  applied  coercion 
to  Ireland,  so  long  would  the  democracy 
of  this  country  be  against  them,  and 
to-day  the  democracy  of  England  was 
anxious  and  panting  to  range  itself  on 
the  side  of  toe  democracy  of  Ireland. 
It  was  only  by  recognising  that  fact  that 
the  Government  would  secure  the  oonfi- 
dence  of  their  own  fellow-countrjrmeni 
and  be  able  to  bring  peace  and  pros- 
perity to  the  sister  country. 

Colonel  HUGHE S-HALLETT 
(Eochester)  said  he  thought  the  question 
of  Ireland  had  been  sufficiently  dealt 
with  in  the  crisp  and  telling  sentences  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  devote  his  remarks  to 
the  paragraphs  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
referring  to  foreign  policy  and  to  ex- 
penditure. Whatever  Lord  Salisbury 
may  have  said  at  the  Guildhall,  or 
written  in  the  letter  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  referred^ 
those  utterances  were  superseded  by  the 
Queen's  Speech,  from  which  it  might  be 
fairly  gathered  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  if  it  erred  at  all,  would  err 
on  the  side  of  peace.  He  understood 
that  Eussia  was  to  be  allowed,  without 
protest  from  us,  to  regain  her  ascendancy 
m  the  Balkan  Peninsula,  provided  she 
did  not  infringe  any  of  the  stipulatioDS 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  So  far  as  we 
could  judge,  she  would  be  able  to  regain 
her  ascendancy  without  provoking  the 
hostility  of  the  Power  lying  oontigoons 
to  the  States  south  of  the  Balkans.  Up 
to  this  pointy  he  apprehendedy  there  was 
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no  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe  in 
|2:enera],  or  of  England  in  particular. 
But  whether  Bussia,  when  she  had  once 
regained  her  ascendancy  in  the  Balkan 
Peninsula,  would  be  content  to  remain 
there,  was  another  question,  and  one 
rather  for  the  future  than  the  present. 
Many  hon.  Members  were  anxious  lest, 
at  some  later  period,  Bussia  might  at- 
tempt to  advance  to  Constantinople*  in 
pursuance  of  her  traditional  policy.  The 
House  and  the  country  might  fairly 
assume  that  if  such  a  contingency  oc- 
curred, the  policy  of  the  Ooyemment 
would  be  as  firm  and  as  bold  as  it  was 
tinder  Lord  Beaoonsfield.  The  question 
of  economy  had  rightly  exercised  the 
mind  of  the  late  COiancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. So  far  as  he  could  gather, 
neither  the  noble  Lord  nor  any  other 
man  wanted  to  object  to  any  expendi- 
ture that  was  absolutely  necessary  for 
maintaining  our  Army  and  Navy.  But 
it  seemed  that  the  noble  Lord  was  con- 
vinced in  his  own  mind — and  the  convic- 
tion was  shared  not  only  by  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side,  but  also  by  many 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House — 
that  a  certain  amount  of  extravagant 
expenditure  existed  in  the  two  great 
spending  Departments,  and  that  it  might 
be  effectually  reduced,  if  not  removed, 
without  impairing  or  endangering  the 
efficiency  of  the  Services.  That  seemed 
to  be  the  reading  of  the  noble  Lord's 
resignation.  As  he  understood,  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  object  to  any  expenditure 
that  was  necessary  to  protect  our  coaling 
stations ;  but  he  objected  to  Estimates  for 
expenditure  on  coaling  stations,  which 
expenditure  was  not  accurately  and  fully 
accounted  for,  or  judicious  and  neces- 
sary; and  he  rightly  pointed  out  what 
we  had  wasted  on  fortifications  at  Forts- 
mouth.  Knowing  himself  every  fort 
stretching  inland  from  the  beach  to 
the  downs,  he  concurred  in  the  opinion 
that  expenditure  had  been  wasted.  Some 
of  the  forts  were  mounted  with  heavy 
g^ns;  some  had  guns  that  were  dis- 
mounted; some  had  no  guns  at  all, 
although  they  had  been  erected  25 
years.  Considering  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  ordnance  of  ourselves  and 
foreign  Powers  the  forts  would  be  al- 
most useless,  and  if  they  came  within 
range  of  an  enemy's  guns  they  would 
be  in  ruins  in  a  few  hours.  However 
anxious  Lord  Palmerston  might  have 
been  to  part  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Qladstone) 


two  years  he  thought  that  it  would  have 
mattered  very  little,  on  the  score  of  ex- 
pense, which  he  lost.  Of  course  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  object  to  our  coaling 
stations  being  defended.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  they  should  have 
some  protection.  In  the  warfare  of  the 
future,  ships  would  be  sent  to  attack 
seaboard  towns;  and  it  would  be  as 
necessary  that  an  admiral  at  sea  should 
have  access  to  secure  coaling  stations  as 
that  a  commander  of  land  forces  should 
have  the  use  of  railways.  As  war  might 
come  upon  us  when  we  least  expected  it, 
we  ought  to  be  prepared  for  it  in  these 
matters.  It  would  have  been  better  if 
the£35, 000,000  we  had  sunk  in  the  sands 
of  the  Soudan  and  of  Egypt,  and  the 
£11,000,000  spent  in  the  Bussian  war 
scare,  had  been  laid  out  to  protect  our 
coaling  stations,  and  save  our  Colonies 
from  panics.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  cheered  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  unfolded  his  views  on  economy; 
but  how  was  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  he  was  in  Office,  did  not 
initiate  retrenchment  if  it  were  possible 
to  effect  it?  The  advance  of  science 
and  invention  had  necessitated  increase 
of  expenditure;  and  what  the  House 
and  the  country  wished  to  insist  upon 
for  the  future  was'  that  we  should  have 
money's  worth  for  our  money,  and  that 
the  Estimates  put  forward  should  be 
accurate  and  should  be  scrupulously  ad* 
hered  to,  and  that  every  farthing  ex- 
pended should  be  accounted  for  with  that 
fastidious  exactitude  and  punctiliousness 
which  a  business  man  expected  from  a 
qualified  accountant. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
said,  that  with  reference  to  the  pressing 
question  of  economy  in  the  Public  Ser- 
vices he  was  not  a  military  or  a  naval 
officer,  and  therefore  could  not  enter 
into  details  on  the  matter ;  but  he  repre- 
sented a  large  commercial  community 
in  the  North,  and  he  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  the  eyes  of  the  labouring 
classes  were  fixed  upon  the  question  of 
economy,  and  on  the  action  Parliament 
would  take  in  it.  They  would  only  be  too 
glad  to  see  real  reform  initiated,  and 
would  welcome  the  efforts  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  in  that 
direction,  together  with  his  repentance, 
however  late  it  might  have  come,  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction.  He  believed, 
rather  than  lose  Portsmouth  Harbour ; 
judging  from  the  experience  of  the  last 
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however,  there  was  great  necessity  for 
an  increase  in  the  efficienoy  of  both 
the  Naval  and  Military  Services.  The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  in  rather  a 
cruel  manner  to  the  Liberal  Unionists, 
and  had  suggested  that  they  were  the 
crutches  on  which  the  Government  de- 
pended for  support.  For  his  own  part, 
he  (Mr.  Schwann)  believed  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  from  bad  to  worse,  for 
they  were  now  depending  for  support 
on  a  wooden  leg  in  the  form  of  Mr. 
Ooschen,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. {^Laughter.']  He  said  that  ad- 
visedly, because  all  medical  men  had 
laid  it  down  that  a  wooden  leg  had  no 
vital  connection  with  the  body  it  sup- 
ported ;  and,  as  some  Liberals  had  said 
that  Mr.  Goschen  had  no  vital  connection 
with  their  Party,  so  he  believed  the 
Conservatives  would  find  that  he  had  no 
vital  connection  with  them.  As  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
they  knew  that  he  had  propounded  a 
great  variety  of  plans  for  the  settlement 
of  the  Irish  Question  in  the  past,  and 
that  he  would  propound  a  great  many 
in  the  future.  But  there  was  great  ad- 
vantage in  the  multiplicity  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  plans,  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that,  whatever  plan 
was  adopted  by  the  House,  it  was  quite 
sure  to  have  some  distant  family  resem- 
blance to  some  of  the  numerous  progeny 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr. 
Schwann)  wished  to  point  out  that  the 

J)hrase  they  had  heard  so  much  about 
ately — namely,  the  union  of  the  Union- 
ists, was  entirely  wrong,  because,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  disunion  and  not  union 

?revailed  in  the  ranks  of  the  Unionist 
Wty.  He  was  in  a  position  to  say  this 
with  some  authority,  having  spent  four 
or  five  weeks  in  Ireland  recently,  and 
having  talked  with  many  Irish  Union- 
ists. In  a  journey  which  he  made  in 
that  country,  with  the  object  of  institu- 
ting personal  inquiries  on  this  matter, 
he  found  that  the  aims  and  views  and 
aspirations  of  the  Unionists'  on  this  side 
of  the  Channel  were  by  no  means  con- 
sistent with  the  aims,  views,  and  aspira- 
tions of  Unionists  in  Ireland  ;  and  he 
could  assure  hon.  Members  that,  if  they 
devoted  a  month  to  the  investigation  of 
this  subject  in  Ireland,  they  would  come 
back  with  many  prejudices  cast  aside, 
and  with  much  clearer  views  of  the  Irish 
Question.  He  had  seen  during  his  visit 
men  of  different  shades  of  opinion.    He 


had  conversed  with  landlords  and  ten- 
ants, so-called  Loyalists  and  National- 
ists, and,  as  he  had  said,  there  was 
a  very  ^reat  difference  between  the 
views  of  Unionists  in  England  and 
Unionists  in  Ireland.  By  way  of  illus- 
tration, he  might  say  that  one  of  the 
chief  evictors  in  Kerry,  a  Unionist,  tdd 
him  that  the  whole  question  was  one  of 
Saxon  verius  Celt,  that  the  Saxons — to 
which  he  (the  Unionist  landlord)  be- 
longed, thank  God! — ^were  a  superior 
race  to  the  Celts ;  and  that,  therefore, 
the  former  had  a  divino  mission  to  rule 
and  govern  the  Celts.  Another  amiable 
evictor  whom  he  met  in  Kerry  told 
him  ''that  there  was  one  man  whom 
he  would  gladly  go  to  London  to  see 
hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered.''  He 
(Mr.  Schwann)  thought  the  landlord  was 
referring  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), but  he  found  that  he  was  alluding 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington ;  and  he  was  thus  incensed 
against  the  noble  Lord  because  he  be- 
lieved that  he  was  the  cause  of  Sir  Bed- 
vers  BuUer  being  sent  to  Kerry.  The 
landowners  and  Orangemen,  who  con- 
stituted the  Unionists  in  Ireland,  still 
wished  to  carry  on  the  system  of  domi- 
nation which  they  had  practised  for  so 
many  years ;  while,  on  the  contrary, 
many  of  the  Unionists  in  this  countty, 
especially  Liberal  Unionists,  were  ready 
to  adopt  remedial  measures  for  the 
pacification  of  Ireland.  He  believed 
the  Unionists  in  Ireland — the  domi- 
nant class — were  totally  opposed  to  any 
measures  of  reform  which  would  find 
favour  in  the  eyes  of  the  Unionists  in 
England,  and  thus  the  two  classes  very 
greatly  differed,  and  this  domineering 
spirit  existed  deep  down  in  the  hearts  ^ 
the  so-called  Loyalist  faction  in  Ire- 
land, though  they  did  not  always  admit 
it.  There  were  many  points  in  which 
he  thought  reform  was  needed  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  and  in  regard 
to  which  the  Irish  people  were  not 
fairly  treated.  This  was  not  a  mere 
statement  in  the  air,  as  he  oould  prove 
by  reading  details  given  in  a  Bluebook 
issued  within  the  past  few  days,  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance),  in  whidi 
it  was  stated  that  of  a  total  of  6,066 
magistrates  in  Ireland,  3,780  were  Pro- 
testants, and  only  1,229  were  Bomaa 
Catholics,  the  remainder,  46,  being  per- 
sons whose  religion   was   not   atated. 
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Consequently,  nearly  four-fifths  of  the 
magistrates  were  Protestants,  and  that 
in  a  country  where  two-thirds  of  the 
people  were  Boman  Catholics.    More- 
over, of  this  total,  2,737  were  landlords, 
and  448  were  land  agents,  so  that  out 
of  the  5,000    magistrates,  there  were 
more  than  3,000,  or  three-fifths,   who 
were  themselves  directly  connected  with 
the  land.    And,  as  was  well  known,  it 
was  a  usual  thing  in  Ireland  that  when 
an  agent  was  appointed  to  an  estate,  he 
was  at  once  made  a  magistrate,  though 
as  such  he  was  frequently  called  upon 
to  decide,  or  take  a  part  in  deciding, 
questions  which  referred  directly  to  his 
own  personal  interest,  or  to  the  pecu- 
niary interest  of  his  employer.    That 
was  an    unjust   and  unwise  condition 
of  things;   it  must  create  dissatisfac- 
tion   and    discontent,   and  he   trusted 
that,  in    simple  fairness  to  the  Irish 
people  generally,  it  would  he  remedied. 
Then,  again,  it  had  struck  him  as  singu- 
lar, that  whenever  he  met  an  Orange- 
man in  the  course  of  his  journey,  that 
man's  great  delight  consisted  in  hlack- 
ening  the  country  which  had  given  him 
birth.     It    had    also  been  continually 
dinned  into  their  ears  last  Session  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  Irish 
were  lazy  and  worthless.    It  was  said 
that  if  they  would  work  they  would  be 
able  to  meet  the  demands  of  their  land- 
lords ;  and  he  saw  in  a  letter  which  ap- 
Cred  a  day  or  two  ago,  that  the  right 
.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  re- 
peated the  same  advice,  and  suggested  to 
the  Irish  Members  of  that  House,  that 
they  should  advise  the  people  whom 
they    represented   to    be    industrious. 
They  all  felt  the  deepest  veneration  for 
the  right  hon.  Gendeman;    but  they 
conld  not  help  feeling  that  he  did  not 
look   at  this  Irish   Question  with  the 
sympathetic    feeling  for  the  suffering 
Irish  which    animated    him  in  earlier 
years.     He  (Mr.  Schwann)  determined 
to  enquire,  by  his  own  observations,  whe- 
ther there  existed  among  the  Irish  the 
idleness  with  which  they  were  charged. 
He  visited  the  Galtees,  and  there  he 
saw  tracts  of  land  which  had  been  re- 
claimed and  all  their  value  given  them 
by  the  labouring  population.    It  was 
heather   land,   which   in  this   country 
would  be  left  to  the  grouse  and  the 
gamekeeper,  and  the  heather  had  been 
burnt  off,  and  then  there  were  three  or 
four  layersof  stones  beneath.  Healsosaw 


layers  of  stones  around  the  fields,  and 
he  could  not  understand  what  brought 
them  there.     But  it  was  explained  to 
him  that  before  the  land  could  be  tilled 
these  three  or  four  layers  of  stones  had 
to  be  removed  bodily,  and  then  they 
were  laid  by  the   side    of    the  field. 
Could  the  people  who  had  struggled  so 
laboriously  against  such  difficulties  be 
justly  accused  of  idleness?    Then  he 
went  to  Baltimore,   near  Cape  Clear, 
where  he  spent  a  night  and  part  of  the 
next  day  with  Father  Davis,  the  vene- 
rable parish  priest,  who  liad  done  such 
good  work  for  the  seafaring  population 
of  the  district.    Father  Davis  explained 
to  him  how  the   fishing  industry  had 
died  out,  until  his  predecessor.  Father 
Leader,  in  a  moment  of  happy  inspira- 
tion, applied  to  Lady  Burdett-Coutts, 
whose  ready  generosity  is  so  well-known, 
who  sent  a  large  sum  of  money  to  be 
applied  in  the  purchase  of  fishing-tackle 
and  boats  suitable  for  taking  the  fish 
which  swarm  on  that  part  of  the  coast. 
Before  that,  the  population  of  the  dis- 
trict  had  the    mortification  of   se^ng 
vessels  from  Holland,  France,  the  Isle 
of  Man,  and  other  places  carrying  off  the 
riches  of  the  sea  before  their  eyes.    But 
the  position  was  now  totally  changed. 
The  men  had  most  religiously  paid  back 
the  money  that  was  lent  them,  and  they 
had  now  18  large  fishing  smacks  at  Cape 
Clear,   worth  many  thousand  poimds, 
and  there  was  comfort  and  well-being, 
where  formerly  there  existed  destitution 
and  misery.  This  showed  that  the  Irish, 
when  they  saw  that  the  fruits  of  their 
labour  would  not  be  snatched  from  them, 
and  that  their  earnings  would  be  left  at 
their  own  command,  were  as  willing  to 
exert  themselves  and  as  active  and  in- 
dustrious as  any  other  people  on  the 
face  of  the  globe.  Already,  near  Bantry, 
there  was  a  slight  improvement  in  the 
holdings,  it  appeared  to  him,  compared 
with  20  years  ago  ;   and  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  people  would  return  to 
the  swinish,  inhuman  way  in  which  they 
had  lived  previously,  on  any  inducement 
whatever,  though  at  present  their  con- 
dition was  not  very  materially  altered, 
and  was  not  worthy  of  so  hardworking 
a  population.    Sir  George  Trevelyan,  in 
a   speech    at    Hawick,   had   said  that 
"sooner  than  consent  to  abandon  the 
helpless  Irish  people  to  the  lawless  and 
unscrupulous,  he    would   give  up   his 
career  as  a  public  man."    [Minwtmal 
cheers  J]    But  who  were  the  lawless  and 
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the  unsorapulous  f  Oq  an  examination 
of  the  statifitios  of  the  criminal  population 
both  in  England  and  Irelana,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  proportion  of  crimes 
to  the  population  was  much  lower  in 
Ireland  than  in  this  country.  It  is 
shown  by  the  <'  statistical  abstract " 
that  in  ^gland  and  Wales  there  was, 
in  1885,  one  crime  for  eyery  2,618  per- 
sons, but  in  Ireland  only  one  crime  for 
eyery  3,130  persons,  and  this  including 
agrarian  crimes  and  outrages.  As  far 
as  social  purity  was  concerned,  it  was 
notorious  that  the  Irish  people  were  far 
ahead  of  our  own  countiymen.  Then  it 
was  sometimes  said  that  the  Irish  people 
were  bigoted ;  but  he  had  before  him  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Oommission  which 
inquired  into  the  Belfast  riots,  and, 
while  praising  the  eSotU  of  the  Eoman 
Oathouo  priests  to  presenre  order  and 
restore  peace,  they  ascribed  almost  the 
whole  blame  for  the  riots  from  the  8th 
of  June  to  the  18th  of  September  to  the 
wild,  unreasoning  hostility  of  the  Pro- 
testant mob ;  and  said  that  the  disturb- 
ances were  not  in  any  way  moderated  by 
the  language  used  by  certain  influential 
persons,  among  whom  was  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  De  Ck>bain).  He 
had  heard  it  used  as  an  argument  in 
Dublin  and  elsewhere,  that  because 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  monopolized 
nearly  all  the  intelligence,  wealth,  and 
property  of  the  country,  that,  therefore, 
they  ought  to  receiye  special  protection. 
But  if  they  possessed  almost  all  the  intel- 
ligence, property,  and  wealth,  they  were 
ferfectly  well  able  to  protect  themselyes. 
ndeed,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  poor 
down-trodden  yictims  in  Ulster  were  the 
Catholics,  and  that  the  Protestants,  who 
were  so  clamorous  for  protection,  stood 
in  no  need  of  it.  Durinff  his  yisit  to 
Ireland,  he  had  neyer  heard  a  whisper  of 
reliffious  bigotry  on  the  part  of  the 
Catholics.  While  the  Boyal  Commission 
was  sitting  in  Belfast,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
ought  to  haye  been  at  the  bar,  because 
he  was  one  of  those  who  were  chiefly 
responsible  for  the  bloodshed.  He  (Mr. 
Schwann^  had  not  seen  an  eviction 
taking  place  in  Ireland,  but  he  knew 
that  m  some  of  the  districts  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Killamey  two  houses 
with  their  roofs  off  were  to  be  seen 
for  every  one  with  its  roof  on.  With 
that  fact  present  to  his  mind,  he  could 
well  understand  the  graphic  descrip- 
tions   of    evictions   which    had   been 
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given  by  those  hon.  Members  who  had 
witnessed  them.    He  was  not  able  to 
discuss  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  its  legal 
aspects,   but,   as  far  as  he  could  see, 
though  it  might  be  highly  illegal,  it  was 
exceedingly  human  for  poor  people  to 
combine  together  to  prevent  their  evic- 
tion from  their  homes  and  hearths  and 
the  roofs  which  had  sheltered  them.  He 
believed,  himself,  that  there  would  not  be 
peace  in  Ireland  until  the  plan  of  dual 
ownership  created  by  the  Act  of  1881 
was  gradually  transformed  into  the  sole 
ownership  by  the  tenant  of  the  land 
which  he  tilled.    Lord  Salisbury  called 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  '*  organised  em- 
bezzlement.^'   He  (16.  Schwann)  would 
use  equally  strong  lang^uase,  and  call 
many  of   the  present  landlords    '' re- 
ceivers of  stolen  property,"  for  but  few 
generations   back   it  had  been  stolen 
from  the  native  Irish  and  conferred, 
without  any  right  or  justice,  on  the  an- 
cestors of  the  present  owners.  He  would 
instance  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Evelyn 
Ashley  at  Bury,  in  which  he  said  that 
Irish  landlordism  was  dead,  and  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  look  on  the  recent 
proposals  as  to  the  sale  to  the  tenants  of 
the  holdings  on  the  Bath  and  Ponsonby 
estates,  as  illustrating  the  rapid  change 
which  was  taking  place  in  the  disposi- 
tion of  landlords.    In  his  visit  to  Ire- 
land, he  had  found  no  evidence  of  hatred 
of  the  English  people.    What  the  Irish 
people  hated  was  not  the  English  people, 
but    English    oppression,   Castle   rule, 
packed  juries,  one-sided  injustice,  and 
religious  bigotry ;  and,  if  the  grievances 
of  the  Irish  people  were  removed,  and 
they  were  placed  in  a  position  to  man- 
age their  own  domestic  affairs,  he  was 
satisBed  that  Ireland  would  became  the 
most  loyal  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
Colonel  HILL    (Bristol,    S.):    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  address  the  House  for 
the  first  time  with  feelings  of  very  con- 
siderable diffidence.     Seeing,  howerer* 
that  the  Irish  Question  is  Uie  one  now 
foremost  in  the  public  mind,  and  that  I 
represent  the  more  ancient  part  of  an 
old   city  which,  from  its  geographiiMJ 
position,  has  for  many  centuries  had 
intimate  relations,  commercial  and  othsr* 
wise,  with  the  sister  country,  it  is,  par- 
haps,  but  natural  that  I  should  wish  to 
offer  a  few  observations.  The  hon.  Oas- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  seemed  to  be  doabt-> 
ful  as  to  whether  the  masses  of  his 
tiymen  were  not  with  him  in  hk 
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on  the  H<mie  Sule  Question.  I  have 
no  doabt  on  the  subject.  In  the  autumn 
of  1885, 1  contested  the  Southern  Divi- 
sion of  Bristol ;  I  was  defeated  by  the 
small  majority  of  95.  In  the  spring  of 
the  following  year,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(lir.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  introduced  his 
measures,  which  we  are  bound  to  belieye 
he  considered  were  for  the  good  of  Ire- 
land. Those  measures  were  defeated  in 
the  House,  whereupon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  his  famous  appeal 
from  the  classes  to  the  masses.  The 
result  of  that  appeal,  so  far  as  South 
Bristol  was  concerned — a  constituency 
Tory  largely  composed  of  the  masses — 
was  my  return  by  a  majority  of  1,024. 
The  masses  of  South  Bristol  are,  like 
most  other  sober-minded  politicians, 
Tery  much  of  opinion  that  that  appeal 
ought  never  to  have  been  made,  and 
they  are  disposed  to  resent  it  as  being 
an  attempt,  for  Party  purposes,  to  create 
a  hostile  feeling  between  class  and  class, 
which  they  judge  rightly  to  be  most 
pernicious  to  their  very  best  interests. 
Sir,  I  heard,  with  very  considerable 
regret,  from  the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Sandolph  Churchill)  some  ex- 
pressions that  may  possibly,  I  fear,  have 
given  pain  to  some  Members  of  the 
Unionist  Liberal  Party.  I  do  not  think 
it  possible  that  the  noble  Lord  can  feel 
otherwise  than  entirely  in  accord  with 
that  Party,  and  ready  to  afford  to  them 
that  measure  of  respect  which  they  de- 
serve. If  there  be  anything  of  dis- 
paragement in  the  metaphor  he  used  in 
comparing  the  Liberal  Unionists  to  a 
crutch,  it  appears  to  me  it  lies  against 
his  own  Party,  rather  than  against  the 
Liberal  Unionists;  because  a  crutch 
is  a  very  useful  instrument  for  those 
who  are  troubled  with  age  or  infirmity, 
or  who  have  the  misfortune  to  break 
their  limbs.  I  cannot  possibly  admit 
that  the  Conservative  Party  are  in  any- 
thing like  such  a  condition.  Again,  Sir, 
the  use  of  a  crutch  indicates  a  measure 
of  pain,  and  I  am  sure  I  speak  the  sen- 
timents of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
general  when  I  say  they  have  nothing 
but  feelings  of  unqualified  pleasure  in 
the  association  they  have  with  the  Libe- 
ral Unionists.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
healthy  and  promising  signs  of  the  times 
to  find  that  men  occupying  the  distin- 
guished positions  held  by  the  Leaders  of 


the  Liberal  Unionist  Party,  should  thus 
have  come  forward  in  the  interest  of  their 
country ;  it  was  to  their  credit  that  they 
should  have  shown  such  a  patriotic  spirit, 
disregarding  all  personal  consequences, 
breaking  long-formed  political  ties,  in 
comine  forward  to  give  their  support  to 
that  which  they  think  necessary  for  the 
good  and  happiness  of  their  country. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  been,  sent  here  to  ex- 
press the  views  of  my  constituents  upon 
this  great  Irish  Question,  which  has 
been  submitted  to  them.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  mv  duty  to  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sit  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site, that  the  mandate  with  which  I  am 
entrusted  is  not  a  mandate  of  hostility 
to  Ireland.  It  is,  on  the  contrary,  one 
of  esteem,  regard,  and  affection  towards 
their  always  beautiful,  but  always  dis- 
tressful, country.  The  mandate  wii^ 
which  I  have  been  entrusted,  is  to  do  my 
best  to  endeavour  to  obtain  a  full  mea- 
sure of  justice,  not  for  any  particular 
section  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  for 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  residing  in 
that  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  appears  to  me  to  suggest 
some  very  novel  considerations  as  regards 
the  observance  of  law.  He  seemed  to 
me  to  think  that,  before  you  decide  whe- 
ther you  will  obey  a  law,  you  may  fairly 
take  into  consideration  whether  you  like 
it,  or  whether  it  coincides  with  your  own 
idea  of  what  is  fit  and  proper.  In  my 
opinion,  respect  for  the  duly  constituted 
law  forms  tne  difference  between  a  civi- 
lized and  an  uncivilized  community.  We 
may  possibly  dislike  a  law,  and  we  may 
consider  it  unwise,  impolitic,  and  even 
unjust,  but  so  long  as  it  remains  on  the 
Statute  Book  we,  as  good  citizens,  have 
but  one  duty  to  perform,  and  that  is  to 
obey  that  law.  A  departure  from  thia 
principle  has  been  the  root  of  the  un- 
happiness  of  Ireland;  it  has  unsettled 
the  minds  of  the  people ;  it  has  driven 
capital  out  of  the  country;  it  has  de- 
stroyed that  confidence  which  is  neces- 
sary for  those  commercial  and  other  en- 
terprizes  which  alone  can  make  a  country 
happy  and  prosperous.  Well,  Sir,  I 
believe  that  we  can  look  for  no  solid 
improvement  in  Ireland  until  respect 
for  law  and  order  has  been  re-estab- 
lished from  one  end  of  the  land  to  the 
other,  therefore  I  shall  certainly  feel  it 
my  duty  to  give  my  warmest  support  to 
all  measures  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment bring  in  having  that  object  in 
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view.  Every  man  in  ihxB  froe  country 
has  a  right,  not  only  to  entertain,  but 
to  express  his  opinions,  and,  however 
much  I  may  difier  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite— and  differ  from  them  I  most 
certainly  do — I  can  afford  to  entertain 
feelings  of  respect  for  those  who  believe 
the  Bill  for  the  Better  Government  of 
Ireland,  which  was  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
or  even  separation  itself,  to  be  the 
measures  best  calculated  to  ensure  the 
happiness  of  Ireland;  but  I  cannot 
withhold  my  condemnation  from  those 
leaders  of  the  Nationalist  Party,  who, 
by  the  Plan  of  Campaign^a  measure 
which  has  been  pronounced  by  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  land  to  amount  to  an 
unlawful  conspiracy — have  attempted  to 
render  government  impossible,  with  the 
view  of  extorting  concessions  in  the 
direction  of  the  object  they  wish  to 
attain— that  is,  separation  from  this 
oountry.  Separation,  in  my  opinion, 
would  be  fraught  with  the  most  dire 
disaster  and  calamity  to  the  Irish  nation 
at  large.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
lately  of  the  cruelty  of  the  Glenbeish 
evictions,  and  of  the  sufferings  of  the 
evicted.  It  is  impossible,  as  it  would 
also  be  inhuman,  to  withhold  our  sym- 
pathy from  suffering  humanity,  no 
matter  how  the  sufferings  may  have 
been  caused,  but  I  cannot  forget  the 
fact  that,  as  regards  these  pa^rticular 
Bufferings,  they  have  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent been  brought  on  by  the  actions  of 
the  sufferers  themselves.  If  we  can  be- 
lieve the  written  statement  of  the  agent 
of  the  Glenbeigh  estate,  the  persons  who 
have  been  evicted  have  been  living  there 
without  paying  any  rent  for  from  three 
and  a-hfiuf  years  to  as  much  as  six  years, 
and  that  they  were  offered  relief  on  con* 
sideration  of  their  paying  one  half  year's 
rent.  It  certainly  appears  to  me  that  those 
who  counselled  the  tenants  to  reject  so 
generous  a  proposal,  have  incurred  very 
serious  responsibility  indeed.  I  under- 
stood one  of  the  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite,  to  say  that  the 
Oatholio  priests  and  Bishops  and  Arch- 
bishops of  Ireland  had  been  consulted 
with  respect  to  the  Plan  of  Oampaini, 
and  had  given  it  their  approval.  I  leel 
the  greatest  possible  respect  for  those 
ministers  of  religion ;  but,  after  all,  one 
cannot  but  remember  that  they  are  frail, 
fallible  mortals  like  ourselves.  I  also  re- 
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collect  that,  in  somewhat  similar  circum« 
stances,  the  advico  was  sought  of  One  who 
was  Divine,  and,  therefore  infallible. 
He  gave  an  answer  about  which  there 
was  no  doubt  at  all.  and  which  I  think 

9 

may  fairly  be  commended  to  the  con- 
sideration of  these  rev.  gentlemen,  and 
that  answer  was,  '*  Bender  to  Caesar  the 
things  that  are  Csosar's."  These  words, 
I  think,  convey  a  very  correct  description 
of  the  duty  expected  from  man  to  man. 
There  is  another  saying  which  comes 
from  a  very  sacred  source,  and  which  I 
would  also  commend  to  the  serious 
attention  of  these  rev.  gentlemen,  and 
that  is,  "  Owe  no  man  anything,  but  to 
love  one  another."  I  am  persuaded  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
was  actuated  by  such  a  feeling  in  what- 
ever measures  he  may  have  taken  to 
induce  kindly  relations  to  exist  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  I  have  never  been 
able  to  understand  why  his  supposed 
action  in  this  matter  should  have  re* 
ceived  the  criticism  it  has  received.  It  is 
to  the  adoption  of  the  principle  embodied 
in  the  two  quotations  I  have  made  that  we 
mustlook  forthedisappearance,on  theone 
hand,  of  hard-hearted  landlordis;  and,  on 
the  other  of  tenants  seeking  to  avail 
themselves  of  every  opportunity  to  evade 
their  just  obligations.  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  is  one  other  subject  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words.  Her 
Majesty,  in  her  most  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  informs  us  that  the  Esti- 
mates have  been  framed  with  due  regard 
to  economy;  but  I  rejoice  to  find  that 
economy  does  not  embrace^the  abandon- 
ment of  the  fortifications  of  our  coaling 
stations.  If  it  be  true,  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Handolph  Churchill)  suggested, 
that  money  has  been  wasted  upon  forti- 
fications, it  does  not  follow  that  no  other 
defensive  works  of  a  similar  character 
should  be  undertaken.  I  am  familiar 
with  the  fortifications  called  the  Severn 
Channel  Defences.  Those  fortiOcatioDS 
are  now  quite  dbsolete,  and  fail  entirelj 
in  the  object  with  which  they  were  origi- 
nally constructed.  If,  however,  a  har- 
bour of  refuge  should  be  made  at  Londy 
Island,  which  I  hope,  in  the  interests  of 
humanity,  maybe  the  case,  it  would  mani- 
festly be  most  desirable  that  that  harbour 
should  be  protected  by  guns  of  a  heavy 
character,  so  that  it  may  form  a  safe 
asylum   for  our  merchant  and  naYal 
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fleet.    I  have  every  possible  sympathy 
with    all    the    Boble    Lord    said   with 
regard  to  eoonomy.     There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  taxation  is  very  heavy,  and, 
that  it  is  most  desirable,  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  community  at  large,   that 
it  should  be  reduced.    I  should,  how- 
ever, be  sorry  to  see  the  reform  take 
the  shape  of  a  reduction  which  would 
render  our  defensive  power  less  than  it 
is.    It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  coal 
is  an  essential  for  the  Fleet.    In  former 
days  the  motive  power  was  sail,  but  now, 
when  the  supply  of  coal  becomes  ex- 
hausted, vessels  which,  with  coal  were 
formidable  engines  of  war,  cease  to  be 
so,  and    are  really  daogerous  to  one 
another.    Our  vessels  can  only  take  a 
certain  number  of  days', supply  of  coal, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  necessary  they  should 
be  able,  without  doubt,  to  find  coal  at 
certain  stations.    Not  only  is  that  neces- 
sary for  our   Koyal    Navy,   but  it    is 
necessary  for  our  mercantile  navy  also. 
Besides,  we  must  recollect  that  whenever 
this  country  is  engaged  in  war  again, 
privateers  will  scour  the  seas,  and  our 
fortified  coaling  stations  will  form  im- 
portant harbours  of  refuge  for  our  trad- 
ing vessels.  It  would  be  a  most  unwise — 
in  fact,  it  would  be  a  suicidal  and  a  fatal 
policy  to  allow  our  coaling  stations  to 
remain  unprotected;   to  do  so,   would 
amount  to  an  incitement  to  foreign  na- 
tions to  make  war  upon  us.     I  sincerely 
trust  that  no  such  false  economy  as  that 
will  find  its  way  in  the  Estimates  which 
will  be  laid  before  the  House.    I  am 
quite    certain   of   this—that,    however 
desirous  the  people  of  this  country  may 
be  for  economy,  economy  of  this  cnarac- 
ter  will  find  no  place  whatever  in  the 
minds  of  the  masses  of  the  country.     I 
thank  the  House  for  the  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  me. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  thata  debate  on  the 
Queen's  Speech  formed  the  best  occasion 
for  a  new  Member  to  lose  his  political  vir- 
ginity, and,  therefore,  he  cast  himself  at 
once  on  the  forbearance  and  the  gene- 
rosity of  the  House.  On  glancing  over 
the  Queen's  Speech,  he  was  struck  with 
the  evident  desire  which  prevailed  in  it 
to  do  nothing  at  all.  There  was  a  simi- 
larity in  its  paragraphs  to  the  laissez-faire 
school  of  political  economy.  Not  one 
word  was  said  in  the  Speech  about 
lightening  the  taxation  under  which  Her 
Majesty's  lieges  at  present  suffered ;  not 


one  word  to  make  that  taxation  more 
bearable ;  not  one  word  to  bridge  over 
the  awful  chasm  existing  between  the 
poor  and  the  rich ;  not  one  word  of 
kindly  sympathy  for  the  sufferers  from 
the  present  commercial  and  agricultural 
depression — nothing  but  platitudes,  no- 
thing but  views  of  society  through  a 
little  bit  of  pink  glass.  To  read  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  one  would  think  that 
at  this  present  moment  this  happy 
country  was  passing  through  one  of  the 
most  pronounced  periods  of  commercial 
activity  and  prosperity  it  has  ever  known. 
One  would  tiiink  that  wheat  was  selling 
at  50s,  a-quarter,  and  that  the  price  of 
bread  had  not  gone  up.  One  would 
think  that  poverty,  drunkenness,  pros- 
titution, and  wretchedness  were  m  a 
fair  way  to  be  utterly  extirpated ;  and 
one  would  think  further  that  Great 
Britain  had  made  the  first  important 
step  towards  that  millennium  when  the 
Irish  landlord  would  cease  from  troubling, 
and  when  the  landlords  and  tenants 
would  lie  down  in  amity,  and  finally  be 
at  rest.  Of  course,  it  was  matter  for 
congratulation  that  this  country  was 
not  suddenly  called  upon  to  enter  upon 
a  Quixotic  crusade  to  place  Prince  Alex- 
ander of  Battenberg  upon  the  Throne  of 
Bulgaria.  They  were  thankful  for 
small  mercies,  and  he  supposed  they 
must^  bo  content.  If  this  unlucky  na- 
tion had  to  forego  the  pleasure  of  paying 
for  the  vagaries  of  Prince  Alexander,  it 
had  still  a  pretty  large  group  of  needy 
Royalties  who  were  placed  on  the  Civil 
List  of  this  country.  It  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  vouchsafe  to  the  House  any 
idea  of  when  the  British  troops  might 
be  withdrawn  from  Egypt.  That  was 
expecting  far  too  much.  But,  surely,  it 
would  be  wise  to  let  the  House  know 
when  it  was  intended  to  withdraw  those 
troops  from  their  inactivity  in  that  pes- 
tilential region,  and  from  playing  the 
ungrateful  rdle  of  oppressors  of  an 
already  down-trodden  nationality.  But 
no.  The  bondholders  must  have  their 
pound  of  flesh.  We  must  also  protect 
the  so-called  high  road  to  India  oy  the 
Suez  Oaual,  in  order  that  the  very  last 
straw  might  be  laid  on  the  unfortunate 
fellaheen,  and  that  British  money  and 
British  treasure  might  be  poured  out 
like  water.  He  had  forgotten  the  '*  cent 
per  cant."  He  had  forgotten  by  whose 
advice  we  were  in  Egypt — that  it  was  by 
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the  advioe  of  that  illastrious  statesman 
and  economist  who  had  raised  the  art* of 
carpet-bagging  from  its  primitive  rude- 
ness into  a  political  science,  and  who  so 
well  illustrated  the  Scriptural  injunc- 
tion, **  When  they  persecute  you  in  one 
city,  flee  to  another."  With  reference  to 
our  latest  filibustering  exploit  in  Burmah, 
it  was  a  matter  of  great  congratulation 
— it  was  something  on  which  a  Christian 
might  truly  plume  himself,  to  hear  that 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  were  in  pro- 
cess of  rapidly  suppressing  brigandage, 
which  had  grown  up  in  the  country,  and 
in  putting  down  bands  of  marauders. 
•*  Marauders,"  like  **mobled  Queen," 
was  **  good,"  very  good,  when  applied 
to  poor,  unfortunate,  misguided  people, 
who,  in  their  pig-headed  way,  were  en- 
deavouring to  defend  their  own  country. 
Did  the  House  recognize  how  a  band  of 
marauders  was  put  down  ?    He  did  ;  he 
had  seen  it  done  often.    Surely,  it  could 
be  no  great  matter  of  self- congratulation 
for  Britons  with  arms  of  precision  to 
shoot  down  naked  savages.    It  could 
be  no  feather  in  a  soldier^s  cap  to  sup- 
press these  unfortunate  wretimes  with 
all  the  resources  of  civilization  at  his 
command.     When  the  telegrams  came 
from  Burmah  we  slapped  our  hands  on 
our  chests,  quite  regardless  of  damage 
to  our  shirts,  and  talked  of  British  gal- 
lantry ;     and    so     we    laughed    Tike 
parrots  at  a  bagpiper,  when  we  looked 
at    the    sketches    in    the    illustrated 
papers     depicting     Natives     running 
away    from    our    troops.     A    Native 
wounded  to  death,  I  take  it,  and  tor- 
mented by  mosquitoes  in  the  jungle, 
felt  his  misery  as  acutely  as  the  best  be- 
broadclothed  gentleman  among  us,  even 
though  he  should  happen  to  be  a  chair- 
man of  a  School  Board  ;  but  what  was 
all  that  to  the  Government  ?    The  Oo- 
vernment,  like  an  American  hog,  must 
root  or  die.    The  question  was,  how  did 
this  Oovernment  come  in?    That  was 
the  humour  of  it.    They  came  in  by  the 
help  of  the  pseudo-Liberals — the  orutch- 
•and-toothpick  Oentlemen — through  the 
assistance  of  that  feeble  Union  ladder 
which,  having  been  used  and  abused, 
was  now  about  to  be  cast  aside  and  being 
kicked  into  the  dunghill.    He  was  de- 
lighted to  see  how  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  last  night  treated 
his    Unionist  allies — ^to    observe   that, 
having  betrayed  their  master,  like  Judas 
lacariot,  there  was  but  one  resource  left 

Mr,  CunninghavM  Graham 


ioT  them,  and  that  was  to  go  out  and 
hang  themselves — and  to  see  how  these 
superior  persons  fell  out  and  bespattered 
one  another,  and  he  thought  to  nimself, 
''How  these  mugwumps  love  one 
another."  This  Oovemment  reminded 
him  of  Pope's  flies  in  amber : — 

*'  Things  in  themselves  though  neither  rich  nor 
rare, 
One  wonders  how  the  deril  they  got  there.*' 

Personally,  he  regretted  the  resignation 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington.  He  was  a  type  in 
times  of  dull  uniformity,  and  from  the 
depth  of  his  obscurity  he  (Mr.  Graham) 
admired  the  noble  Lord's  parabolic 
course.  The  noble  Lord's  resignation 
had  saddened  him  as  children  were  sad- 
dened when  they  saw  a  rocket  spout  up» 
and  were  all  unaware  that  it  would  fall 
down  a  stick — as  was  well  said  by  Ben 
Jonson — 

*'  Ho  was  a  child  that  so  did  thrive  in  grace 
and  feature, 
As  Heaven  and  natore  seemed  to  strire  vhidi 
owned  the  creature.*' 

Where  was  the  noble  Lord  now  ?  Yes- 
terday he  was,  to-day  he  was  not— • 
gone  like  the  froth  on  licensed  via* 
tuallers'  beer,  or  the  foam  on  petro- 
leum champagne,  leaving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment,  alone  and  un- 
aided, to  wrestle  with  the  difficulties  of 
the  situation,*and  to  give  '*  their  earefol 
consideration  to  all  the  matters"  per* 
taining  to  their  functions.  With  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Oraham) 
had  eminent  (jualifications  for  dealing 
with  that  subject,  for  many  reasons. 
First  of  all,  he  had  never  been  there ; 
secondly,  sitting  next  to  National^ 
Members,  he  had  gained,  of  late,  some- 
thing of  National  colour;  and  he  had 
once  known  an  Irish  commercial  travel* 
ler,  who  imparted  to  him  various  facts 
quite  unattainable  by  the  general  public. 
He  had  also  gained  much  informatioii 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne 
(Mr.  Conybeare),  who  had  recently  bee& 
staying  with  the  nobility  and  gentry  of 
that  country.  From  these  souroee,  be 
had  conceived  a  warm  ren>ect  and  re* 
gard  for  that  much-abused  and  down* 
trodden  class— >the  Irish  landlords,  who 
were  held  in  the  deepest  affection  by 
their  tenants.  As  to  the  Glenb«gb 
evictions,  the  landlords  had  been  held  np 
to  most  unjust  obloquy,  as  they  had  ever 
been  most  kind  to  tneir  tenants,  whom, 
in  fact,  they  had  kept  in  cotton  vooL 
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It  wastbe  pride  and  the  privilege  of  the 
Irish  landlord  to  look  after  the  interests, 
creature  as  well  as  spiritual,  of  his  ten- 
ants ;  and,  such  was  the  relation  of  class 
to  class  that,  so  far  from  turning  th&m 
out  on  a  bleak,  cold  winter's  night,  the 
landlord  had  provided  his  dependents 
with  a  fire  to  warm  their  hands ;  only, 
through  a  pardonable  inadvertence,  it 
was  their  houses  that  had  furnished  the 
blaze.  The  Gkivemment  had  lighted  a 
light  that  would  serve  to  light  the  Lib- 
erals on  their  path.  The  homes 'de- 
stroyed in  Glenbeigh  were,  no  doubt,  as 
dear  to  the  poor  peasant,  in  his  lonely 
village  on  the  stony  mountain  side  in 
the  far  west,  as  was  the  shoddy  mansion 
in  South  Kensington  to  the  capitalist,  as 
was  Haddon  Hall  to  its  owner,  or  as  was 
Buckingham  Palace  to  the  absentee 
owner  of  that  dreadful  building.  Who 
could  say  that  the  affairs  of  this  handful 
of  obscure  tenants  in  a  wind-swept  and 
rain-bedewed,  stony  corner  of  Ireland, 
might  not  prove  to  bare  given  the  first 
blow  to  that  society  in  which  one  man 
worked  and  another  enjoyed  the  fruit — 
that  society  in  which  capital  and  luxury 
made  a  Heaven  for  30,000,  and  a  Hell 
for  30,000,000 — ^that  society  whose 
crowning  achievement  was  this  dreary 
waste  of  mud  and  stueco— with  its 
misery,  its  want  and  destitution,  its 
degradation,  its  prostitution,  and  its 
glaring  social  inequalities— the  society 
which  we  called  Ijondon — that  society 
which,  by  a  refinement  of  irony,  had 
placed  the  mainspring  of  human  action, 
almost  the  power  of  life  and  death,  and 
the  absolute  power  to  pay  labour  and 
to  reward  honour,  behind  the  grey 
tweed  veil  which  enshrouded  the 
greasy  pocket-book  of  the  capitalist. 

Gehebal  Sm  EDWARD  HAMLEY 
(Birkenhead) :  I  am  one  of  those  Oon- 
aervatives,  of  whom  I  hope  and  believe 
there  is  a  multitude  in  the  country,  who 
have  been  anxiously  awaiting  the  mo- 
ment when  the  Government  should  take 
a  strong  grip  of  the  situation  in  Ireland — 
and  not  only  take  a  strong  grip,  but 
make  it  evident  to  all  the  world  that  they 
have  done  so.  For  I  am  convinced  that 
the  hideous  spectre  which  broods  over 
that  land,  and  which  owes  all  its 
terrors  to  impudence  on  the  one  side, 
and  to  the  weak  and  evil  course  of  the 
late  Government  on  the  other,  will  col- 
lapse with  astonishing  celerity  when 
reecdutely  dealt  with.    There  is  an  un- 


fortunate impression  abroad  that  the 
grip  I  have  spoken  of  is  not  so  firm  as 
it  might  be— it  is  of  the  nature  of 
words  to  look  less  strong  than  acts ;  and 
the  most  humane  sentiments  are  but  a 
doubtful  substitute  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  law.  We  have,  perhaps,  of  late, 
been  now  and  then  faintly  reminded  of 
Mr.  Pickwick's  friend,  Mr.  Snodgrass, 
who,  when  his  friends  were  involved  in 
a  street  row,  humanely  warned  the 
bystanders  that  he  was  about  to  take 
his  coat  off.  The  Government  may  not 
be  to  blame  for  this ;  it  may  be  due  to 
defects  in  the  law,  in  which  case  every 
friend  of  Ireland  must  rejoice  that  the 
Government  is  going  to  take  immediate 
steps  to  render  the  Jaw  effectual.  If  I 
may  venture  to  say  so,  the  Government 
coidd  do  no  wiser  thing  than  to  follow  a 
course  as  opposite  as  possible  to  that  of 
their  Predecessors,  and  to  begin  by 
making  it  quite  clear  that  they  have  no 
sympathy  with  crime  or  criminals,  and 
no  fear  of  them.  The  House  and  the 
country  will  have  perceived  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Irish  Benches  do  not 
appear,  by  any  means,  yet  to  realize  the 
change  that  has  taken  place  in  their 
prospects.  They  talk  much  as  they 
talked  before  that  Election  which  was  so 
fatal  to  their  hopes.  The  constituencies 
have  cried  out;  but  no  Home  Buler 
regards  them.  They  persist  in  looking 
forward  to  some  immediate  future,  when 
the  British  electorate  will  be  converted 
to  Home  Bule  with  the  suddenness  and 
unexpectedness  which  an  astonished 
world  has  seen  displayed  by  certain  very 
eminent  persons.  Thev  trot  out,  as 
usual,  their  old  Irish  Dogeys,  wrongs, 
grievances,  oppressions,  and  so  forth, 
and  clothe  them,  as  before,  in  fustian. 
To  hear  these  fiery  orators,  we  might 
fancy  that  they  still  had  a  Prime  Minister 
for  an  ally,  and  the  Treasury  Bench  for 
accomplices;  that  Her  Majesty's  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  still  a  Home 
Eule  Missionary,  preaching  hysterically 
the  terrible  consequences  of  enforcing 
the  law  of  the  land.  They  will  not 
recognize  the  fact  that  their  only  allies 
are  the  discredited  fragments  of  a  shat- 
tered Party.  Things  were  very  different 
when  they  first  won  over  their  right  hon. 
Ally.  He  was  then  about  to  become, 
through  that  alliance,  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown ;  and  he  aided  them  with 
an  influence  deplorable  in  proportion  as 
it  was  great.    It  is  impossible  to  gauge 
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the  misohief  done,  adding,  as  it  has,  eo 
enormously  to  the  difficulties  of  the  pre- 
sent Government,  bj  the  late  Prime 
Minister  and  his — I  know  not  whether 
to  call  him  leader  or  satellite — I  mean 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  Why,  the  mere  choice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  was,  of  itself,  the  knell  of 
hope  for  Ireland.  I  do  him  no  wrong 
when  I  say  that  the  British  people  were 
absolutely  ignorant  of  his  qualifications 
for  administering  any  office  whatever, 
let  alone  the  most  difficult  post  in  the 
Government.  And  it  is  fair  to  su^ose 
that  if  he  was  not  appointed  for  his 
qualifications  which  were  not  known, 
he  was  appointed  for  his  opinion?  which 
are  very  well  known.  To  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  those  opinions  seem  to  be 
wild,  visionary,  and  dangerous.  He 
seems  to  have  picked  them  out  of  the 
great  dust-bin  of  the  French  Bevolution, 
and,  never  very  savoury  even  when 
fresh,  they  have  not  improved  by  keep- 
ing. His  Chief  did  not  cease  with  the 
loss  of  Office  to  aid  the  Party  of  Home 
Kule.  In  the  last  debate  on  the  Address, 
he  used  words  about  the  payment  of 
rent  which,  viewed  by  the  light  of  recent 
events,  are  of  sinister  and  portentous 
import.  Those  utterances  did  not  fall 
on  Darren  soil;  a  word  in  season  how 
good  is  it  ?  And,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  it  a  reproach 
to  the  Government  that  they  did  not 
administer  the  law  in  Ireland  in  an 
Irish  spirit.  Well,  we  know  very  well 
now  what  law  in  Ireland  would  be  if 
administered  in  an  Irish  spirit.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  left  us  in  no 
doubt  about  that.  It  would  be  a  very 
carnival  of  crime ;  it  would  be  legalized 
robbery  with  violence,    and  legalized 

Jorsecution ;  and  the  end  thereof  would 
e  anarchy.  Now,  what  the  House 
would  like  to  know — and  what  I  think 
it  ought  to  know — is,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adheres  to  his  alliance 
with  those  who  profess  these  doctrines — 
with  those  politicians  who  receive  in- 
spiration—and something  else  besides 
inspiration  —  from  a  band  of  mis- 
creants on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  compared  with  whom  Guy 
Fawkos  would  be  a  respectable  con- 
spirator— whether,  I  say,  he  adheres  to 
the  alliance  with  the  authori  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  the  stipendiaries 
of  the  Chicago  Convention  ?   It  is  plain, 
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from  the  course  of  these  debates,  that 
in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  we  are 
doomed  to  hear  a  good  deal  in  a  vague 
way — always  in  a  vague  way — about 
the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  Ireland. 
Even  her  poverty  will  continue  to  be 
proclaimed  as  a  grievance  against  Eng- 
land. But  have  those  who  make  the 
charge  no  conscience  and  no  shame? 
Who  made  Ireland  poor;  who  keeps 
her  poor  ?  Do  nations  thrive  on  chronic 
agitation  ?  Does  the  sowing  broadcast 
of  hatred  between  different  classes  of 
the  community,  the  systematic  expul- 
sion of  capital,  the  harassing  of  trade, 
the  repudiation  of  contracts — do  these 
tend  to  make  a  country  prosperous? 
And  who  are  the  priests  and  prophets 
of  this  ruinous  fanaticism?  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  devoted  a  tenth 
part  of  the  ingenuity  and  activity  which 
they  have  bestowed  on  fomenting  ani- 
mosity, and  on  driving  prosperity  from 
their  country;  if,  I  say,  they  had  de- 
voted a  tenth  part  of  those  perverse 
pains  to  soothing  ill-feeling,  to  ooun- 
selling  submission  to  the  Queen's  Go- 
vernment, and  to  reviving  industry,  we 
should  not  now  be  discussing  the  evil 
case  of  Ireland,  and  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  have  gone  down  to  posterity 
as  the  very  best  patriots  their  country 
has  ever  produced.  But  they  have 
chosen  a  different  course.  They  have 
aroused  and  fostered  a  spirit  of  dusaffeo- 
tion;  can  they  control  it?  I  would 
venture  to  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  of  an 
ancient  legend  which  carries  a  moral 
worth  considering.  It  tells  how  a  ma- 
gician's apprentice  got  hold  of  his 
master's  book  of  spells,  and  learned 
therefrom  how  to  raise  devils.  He  used 
the  spells,  and  raised  the  devils  very 
easily  and  effectually.  But  soon  their 
presence  grew  alarming,  and  then  he 
perceived,  too  late,  that  he  had  omitted 
to  provide  himself  with  the  counter- 
spells  that  should  dismiss  them.  The 
story  goes  on  to  scnr  that  the  devils  tore 
him  to  pieces.  We  can  all  appreciate 
the  dangers  of  being  placed  between 
manifest  failure  in  England,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  unappeasable  League  of 
villainy  in  America  on  the  other.  Wo 
can  all  feel  what  are  the  difficulties  of  a 
hapless  navigator  who  steers  a  rottoa 
bark  between  such  a  Scylla  and  such  a 
Charybdis.  The  day  may  soon  ootae 
when  the  hon.  Member  may  look  back 
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ruefully  and  longingly  to  the  time  when 
his  present  right  hon.  Ally  afforded  him 
what  was,  at  least,  securify  against  vio- 
lence, hy  shutting  him  up  within  the 
strong  walls  of  Kilmainham.  I  observe 
that  his  admiring  followers  look  with 
special  admiration  on  the  coolness  and 
calmness  with  which  he  directs  the 
movements  of  his  Party — and  he  cer- 
tainly does  seem  desirous  of  posing  as 
the  imperturbable  Leader  who  stands 
unmoved  amid  the  crash  of  Governments 
overturned  by  himself.  I  would  sug- 
gest to  thrifty  Home  Eulers,  who  so 
greatly  value  calm  exteriors,  that  they 
might  provide  themselves  with  a  model 
agitator,  quite  after  their  own  hearts, 
by  applying  to  Madame  Tussaud.  He 
would  be  cheaper  in  the  end  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork ;  for  he  could  not  possibly  cost 
£40,000 — and  I  believe  he  would  be 
equally  likely  to  effect  their  purposes. 
For  when  I  survey  the  Party  on  the  op- 
posite Benches,  and  then  call  to  mind 
the  vast  scope  of  their  plans,  I  am  always 
impressed  anew  with  the  immense — the 
infinite  —  disparity  between  the  means 
and  the  end.  They  aspire  to  dismember 
an  ancient  Monarchy,  to  sway  the  des- 
tinies of  a  great  Empire,  and  to  alter 
the  course  of  its  history ;  and  I  ask  my- 
self whether  they  are  of  the  stuff  to 
accomplish  this  gigantic  task ;  what 
there  is  in  the  course  it  pleases  them 
to  adopt*  either  in  this  House  or  out  of 
it — whether  makingspeecbes  themselves, 
or  interrupting  the  speeches  of  others — 
to  show  them  equal  to  their  enterprize  ? 
To  my  mind,  it  is  as  if  the  Lilliputians 
had  sought  to  impose  their  puny  will 
upon  the  Kingdom  of  Brobdignag.  And 
when  I  hear  them  reiterating,  in  their 
vague  way,  the  demand  that  Ireland 
shall  govern  herself,  and  then  think  of 
all  the  proposal  implies,  all  the  sever- 
ance of  ties  in  the  present,  all  the  clouds 
which  overcast  the  future,  I  almost  fancy 
I  am  listening  to  deputies  from  the  moon, 
demanding  that  the  planet  shall  be  freed 
from  the  earth's  attraction,  and  allowed 
to  start  on  an  independent  career  through 

Xce,  under  the  direction  of  the  hon. 
mber  for  the  City  of  Cork.  I  trust, 
then,  we  have  seen  the  last  of  dallying 
with  conspiracy,  and  that  a  vigorous, 
persistent  effurt  of  the  Govornuient  to 
put  down  <;rime  may  bo  speoJily  success- 
ful. Even  if  it  were  not,  it  would  not 
bo  true  that  the  evils  of  Ireland  are  irro- 
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mediable.  They  are  obviously  easy  of 
remedy  on  one  condition — that  the  Irish 
Party,  conscience-stricken  and  repentant 
at  the  results  of  their  work,  should  join 
the  Government  in  the  effort  to  restore 
tranquillity.  In  a  former  debate  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  made  an  appeal  to  the  Irish 
Party,  which  seemed  to  me  manly  and 
touching,  such  as  might  well  at  this 
time,  with  6uch  a  spectacle  of  ruin 
before  us  as  that  land  presents,  im- 
press even  a  paid  agent  of  the  Chicago 
Convention,  when  he  besought  them  to 
consider  whether  their  last  throw,  made 
with  exceptional  chances  in  their  favour, 
having  so  utterly  failed,  they  might  not 
now  allow  their  wretched  country  some 
small  interval  of  respite  and  oi  repose. 
We  know  how  that  has  been  responded 
to  ;  and  it  is  to  be  earnestly  hoped  that 
the  attitude  of  the  Party  should  at  length 
be  fully  recognized  by  the  country ;  their 
irreconcilable  hostility  to  all  govern- 
ment ;  their  churlish  refusal  of  all  bene- 
fits ;  their  sinister  prophecies  of  distur- 
bances, since  60  amply  realized  in  the 
renewal  of  what  I  may  almost  call  out- 
rage by  word  of  command,  and  their 
open  relations  with  the  declared  enemies 
of  England.  It  should  be  reiterated 
everywhere,  driven  home  to  the  sense  of 
the  country,  that  when  the  question  was 
put  to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham — **  Do  you  adopt 
the  policy  of  your  delegates  which  pre- 
scribes that  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  make  the  government 
of  England  in  Ireland  impossible?  "  they 
remained  dumbfounded  and  chapfallen, 
imable  either  to  profess  that  policy  for 
fear  of  this  House,  or  to  repudiate  it  for 
fear  of  Chicago.  I  wish,  I  say,  that 
these  simple  and  evident  facts  could  be 
persistently  impressed  on  the  British 
electorate,  and  that  it  may  then,  if  neces- 
sary, demand  and  insist  that  measures 
shall  be  taken,  however  stringent,  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  scandal  and  the  shame. 
And  even  at  the  worst  we  have  this  one 
hope  left — that  the  Irish  nation  may  at 
length  awake  from  its  ghastly  and 
terrible  nightmare.  When  it  does,  it 
will  perceive  that  it  holds  in  its  own 
hands  the  means  of  ridding  itself  of  a 
large  proportion  of  its  worst  evils.  I  say 
a  largo  proportion,  for  their  number  is 
just  bo.  However  that  may  be,  sure  I 
am  that  tho  bolder,  the  firmer,  the 
manlier  the  course  of  the  Government, 
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the  less  indulgent,  the  less  ready  to 
make  concessions  to  a  faction  that 
deserves  no  indulgence  and  no  conces- 
sions, the  more  encouragement  and  pro- 
tection it  gives  to  the  loyal  and  orderly 
population  of  Ireland,  the  more  certain 
will  it  be  of  the  support  of  the  country 
and  the  success  of  its  policy.  And  it 
may  be  the  more  confident  in  taking  such 
a  course,  because  it  possesses  an  element 
of  stability  in  the  fact  that  it  can  say  to 
its  opponents,  as  Charles  II.  said  to  his 
brother — **  Depend  upon  it,  James, they 
will  never  depose  me  to  make  you 
King."  I  will  venture  to  remind  the 
House  that  it  represents  a  people  who 
have  become  great  and  famous,  because 
they  have  been  wise  and  resolute.  If  the 
nation  should  fail  in  its  duty  to  itself; 
if,  through  apathy,  or  weariness,  or  for 
any  other  disgraceful  cause,  it  should 
permit  its  own  momentous  interests  to 
be  sacrificed  to  a  vile  and  contemptible 
conspiracy,  it  must  expect  to  remain  for 
posterity  an  example  of  a  people  that 
has  outlived  its  faculties,  and  that  is 
no  longer  worthy  of  even  possessing  the 
institutions  which  have  made  it  great. 

Me.  E.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  Edward  Hamley)had  spoken 
that  evening  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  JParnell)  and  his  supporters 
in  a  very  different  tone  from  that  which 
he  employed  when  fir^t  returned  for  his 
constituency.  His  opinions  had  evi- 
dently changed  'since  he  was  first  re- 
turned to  the  House  of  Commons.  [Sir 
Edward  Hamley:  Not  in  the  least.] 
However  that  might  be,  what  he  (Mr. 
Duff)  had  said  was  his  impression. 
Then  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
appeared  to  go  somewhat  out  of  his 
way  to  attack  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  No  doubt,  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  when  he  addressed  the  House, 
would  have  something  to  say  in  his  own 
defence,  and  also  in  support  of  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  de- 
scribed as  the  Members  of  a  shattered 
Party.  Neither  did  he  think  that  a  de- 
scription of  that  kind  came  with  a  good 
grace  from  a  Member  of  a  Party  which 
did  not  seem  to  be  quite  united  among 
themselves.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton),  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  about  the  Navy,  re- 
ferred to  liabilities  which  had  been  loft 
to  him  by  his  Predecessors  in  Offico. 
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He  (Mr.  Duff)  did  not  know  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  referred.  It  was  possible  he 
might  have  referred  to  liabilities  which 
had  been  incurred,  owing  to  the*  vessels 
built  by  contract  having  been  delivered 
sooner  than  anticipated.  If  those  were 
the  liabilities  the  noble  Lord  referred  to, 
he  maintained  that  this  was  a  gain  both 
to  the  Service  and  the  country.  But, 
perhaps,  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
Ordnance  Department.  It  was  true  that 
after  the  accident  on  board  the  Colling- 
wood  Lord  Hipon  ordered  new  guns,  and 
it  was  possible  that  the  liabilities  might 
have  been  due  to  that  cause.  But  the 
noble  Lord  said  the  policy  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  was,  that  they  should 
meet  liabilities  before  incurring  fresh  re- 
sponsibilities. That  was  exactly  the 
policy  which  was  adopted  by  Lord  Bipon 
and  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty.  He 
remembered  that  last  year,  on  tho  pre- 
sentation of  the  Estimates,  ho  explained 
the  naval  policy  of  tho  Government  to 
the  House ;  and  he  stated,  on  that  occa- 
sion, that  there  were  enormous  liabili- 
ties amounting  to  £3,186,000.  He  stated 
that  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  was 
not  to  incur  any  fresh  charges  until  those 
liabilities  had  been  wiped  off.  But  what 
did  the  noble  Lord  do  ?  He  came  down 
to  the  House,  and  proposed  that  they 
should  raise  £2,000,000  on  Terminable 
Annuities  on  the  ground  that  the  Navy 
was  in  an  inefficient  state,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  to  make  it  efficient.  The 
noble  and  gsdlant  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Berea- 
ford)  was  not  so  modest;  he  wanted 
£5.000,000. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  did 
not  propose  to  increase  the  liabilities  ;  I 
suggested  means  by  which  the  liabilities 
could  be  paid  off. 

Mr.  E.  W.  DUFF  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  said  their  shipbuilding  programme 
was  not  sufficient,  and  he  proposed  that 
certain  additional  vessels  should  be  built. 
He  blamed  the  late  Board  for  not  lay- 
ing down  a  sufficient  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme, and  in  order  to  get  additional 
ships  he  proposed  that  £2,000,000 
should  be  raised  by  Terminable  Annui- 
ties. He  now  accused  the  late  Board  of 
leaving  liabilities.  Their  policy,  how- 
ever, was  not  to  incur  fresh  liabilitiesL 
but  to  carry  out  the  programme  laid 
down  by  Lord  Northbrook. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  liabilities  he  referred  to  were  in 
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spect  of  1885.  They  were  under-esti- 
mated, and  proper  provision  had  never 
been  made  for  them. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  said,  he  undcr- 
Rtood  that  the  noble  Lord  referred  to 
Lord  Northbrook's  programme.  It  was 
quite  truo  that  Lord  Northbrook's  pro- 
gramme had  cost  the  country  more  than 
was  expected,  on  account  of  the  vessels 
built  by  contract  beiog  completed  sooner 
than  was  anticipated ;  but  that  was  really 
an  economy.  He  did  not  admit  that 
there  had  been  any  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty,  or 
that  they  had  left  any  liabilities ;  in  fact, 
they  were  blamed  for  the  modesty  of 
theii*  programme,  in  that  it  was  too 
small.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  was 
opposed  to  (^ranting  any  Standing  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  Army  and  Navy  Es- 
timates should  be  referred.  This  was  an 
opinion  concurred  in  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers),  and  by  himself 
(Mr.  Duff).  A  Standing  Committee  of 
that  kind  would  be  very  impolitic,  in 
that  it  woidd  practically  make  the 
Chairman  of  tha(  Committee  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  entirely  re- 
move responsibility  from  the  Minister. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  there  was  a  Com- 
mittee such  as  had  been  suggested  by 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  he  believed  it  would  bo  of 
great  use.  Even  during  his  short  ex- 
perience of  the  Admiralty,  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  a  consider- 
able waste  in  some  of  the  departments  ; 
and,  if  ho  were  asked  to  indicate  one 
particular  department,  he  should  point 
to  the  shipbuilding  department.  As  an 
illustration  of  what  he  meant,  he  stated 
that,  during  his  six  months'  official  ex- 
perience, vessels  which  had  been  con- 
demned and  which  had  become  obsolete 
amounted  in  value  to  £2,378,299.  That 
was  the  value  of  the  original  cost  and 
the  repair  of  the  vessels  which  were 
condemned  during  the  time  he  was  at 
the  Admiralty.  It  was  true  that  the 
majority  of  these  vessels  became  obso- 
lete through  new  inventions  in  guns  and 
ships ;  but  that  would  not  account  for  all 
the  vessels.  Mo  doubt,  hon.  Members 
interested  in  naval  affairs  had  read  a 
paper  of  great  interest  contributed  re- 
cently by  Mr.  White,  Constructor  to  the 
Navy,  in  which  ample  reasons  were 
given  for  these  rapid  changes.  But 
reat!ona  of  that  kind  would  not  account 
for  all  the  vessels.     There  could  be  no 


doubt  that  many  vessels  which  -were 
condemned  had  become  obsolete  because 
they  were  built  on  bad  designs,  and  in 
some  cases  from  inferior  material. 
Among  the  vessels  which  were  con- 
demned were  some  designed  during  the 
period  of  Office  of  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  There  were  vessels 
only  eight,  nine,  or  ten  years  old  which 
would  now  be  pronounced  obsolete,  and 
which  had  only  been  to  sea  for  three  or 
four  years. 

The  FIKST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  (interrupting)  was  under- 
stood to  ask  for  the  names  of  such 
vessels. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  would  not  bo  at  liberty  to  go  into  de- 
tails in  the  present  debate;  but  he 
would  undertake  to  supply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  the  names  of  ves- 
sels built  during  the  period  of  his 
first  administration  as  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  which  were  now  obsolete, 
and  they  were  in  that  condition  because 
sufficient  foresight  was  not  taken  with 
regard  to  their  design  and  construction. 
But  if  that  were  truo  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  first  administration,  there 
was  a  still  stronger  case  against  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  which  succeeded. 
He  believed  there  were  vessels  built  be- 
tween 1880  and  1883  which  were  to-day 
not  fit  to  go  to  sea.  If  that  was  the 
fact,  it  showed  that  there  wao  not  suffi- 
cient control  over  the  shipbuilding  de- 
partment of  the  Admiralty.  That,  how- 
over,  was  a  matter  which  might  well  be 
taken  up  by  a  Committee  on  Naval  Ex- 
penditure, if  there  was  to  be  one.  But 
while  he  said  that,  he  must  admit  that 
he  did  not  think  it  was  possible,  looking 
at  the  variety  of  the  duties  which  the 
Navy  had  to  perform,  to  make  any  very 
large  reduction  in  the  Navy  Estimates. 
But  he  wanted  to  get  as  much  money  as 
possible  for  the  Navy,  and  in  order  to 
obtain  it  he  thought  the  country  ought 
to  get  an  assurance  that  when  the  Ad- 
miralty got  tho  money  it  would  be  well 
spent ;  and  if  this  question  was  referred 
to  a  Committee,  it  would  be  a  guarantee 
that  the  money  would  be  well  spent.  It 
was  not  from  any  desire  to  see  undue 
retrenchment  that  he  wished  this  matter 
referred  to  a  Committee,  but  it  was 
for  tho  purpose  of  securing  greater  effi- 
ciency. It  was  because  he  wished  to  see 
the  Navy  efficiently  maintained  that  he 
made  the  suggestion  that  this  large  ex- 
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penditure  might  be  referred  to  such  a 
Committee  as  had  been  recommended 
])y  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  said,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  protest  against  the 
nature  and  the  scope  of  the  attack  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin)  upon  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
( Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) .  He  did  n  ot 
believe  that  the  principles  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  ]aid  down  in  the  House, 
and  out  of  it,  were  open  to  any  just  and 
reasonable  attack.  He  believed  the 
noble  Lord's  main  principle  of  desiring 
to  promote  economy  and  efficiency  in  the 
Public  Service  would  commend  itself  to 
the  great  body  of  the  people ;  aud  if  the 
Conservative  Party  were  to  be  supposed, 
even  for  a  moment,  to  be  antagonistic 
to  that  principle,  the  country  would  very 
naturally  and  properly  go  back  to  the 
other  Party  to  see  it  carried  out — and 
they  would  come  back  from  it,  as  they 
had  often  before  come  back,  disap- 
pointed. His  earnest  hope  was  that  all 
attempts  to  promote  internecine  strife 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House 
would  fail,  no  matter  from  whom  they 
came;  and  he  could  not  suppose  that 
any  Member  of  the  Government  would 
sympathize  with  outbursts  of  splenetic 
malevolence  such  as  they  had  heard  that 
night.  Those  who  sat  around  him  should 
not  forget  that  no  one  had  rendered 
f2^eater  services  to  the  Conservative 
Party,  as  it  existed  to-day,  than  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington ;  and  it  was  his  firm  belief  that 
no  one  on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
be  able  to  render  it  greater  services  in 
the  future.  One  of  the  main  principles 
that  the  noble  Lord  laid  down  was  that 
the  country  should  get  full  value  for  the 
money  which  it  spent,  and  that  it  did  not 
get  it  now.  No  one  desired  to  weaken  the 
defences  of  the  country  from  its  enemies 
abroad.  He  did  not  believe  even  Irish 
Members  wished  to  do  that ;  but  what 
everybody  desired  to  see  was  that  there 
should  be  economy  and  efficiency  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  Departments.  There 
were  very  few  people  indeed  outside 
these  Departments  who  seriously  be- 
lieved that  economy  and  efficiency  were 
obtainable  there  to-day  and  under  the 
present  state  of  affairs.  The  public  had 
undoubtedly  arrived  at  a  conclusion  that 
the  time  had  come  when  a  very  serious 
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and  determined  effort  should  be  made 
to  reduce  the  Expenditure,  and  to 
lighten  the  great  burden  of  taxation 
which  pressed  so  severely  upon  all 
classes  of  the  community.  The  noble 
Lord  had  succeeded  beyond  all  doubt 
in  calling  attention  to  this  great  subject. 
He  had  succeeded  at  an  immense  sacri- 
fice of  his  own  interests ;  he  had  covered 
himself  with  an  amount  of  obloquy  which 
was  most  undeserved  and  ungenerous; 
he  had  brought  upon  himself  the  attacks 
of  large  numbers  of  disappointed  per- 
sons who  probably  thought  they  ought  to 
be  in  office  or,  being  in  office,  thought 
they  ought  to  have  higher  office  than 
they  held.  All  that  class  was  sure  to 
follow  him  with  vilification  until  the  day 
when  he  emerged  triumphant  from  the 
struggle,  as  he  was  sure  to  do.  The  great 
and  essential  principle  of  his  system  was 
that  this  country — surrounded  as  it  was 
with  difficulties  of  the  gravest  kinds, 
having  to  face  an  amount  of  foreign 
competition  in  it3  trade,  such  as  it  had 
never  experienced  before,  with  taxation 
continually  rolling  up  —  must  greatly 
reduce  its  expenditure.  Not  so  many 
years  ago,  less  than  £60,000,000  suf- 
ficed to  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  of  this  country ;  but  under 
the  Gt>vemmont  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  it  reached  the 
enormous  amount  of  close  upon 
£100,000,000.  With  this  state  of 
things  before  us,  he  must  maintain  that 
it  was  high  time  that  someone  in  the 
Conservative  Party,  or  some  Party  in 
the  House,  should  make  a  protest 
against  the  whole  system.  The  people 
of  this  country,  he  was  convinced,  were 
more  and  more  persuaded  that  the 
amount  of  money  spent  upon  the  Army 
and  Navy  did  not  represent,  and  was 
not  represented  by,  any  appreciable 
results.  During  the  short  time  he  bad 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House, 
he  had  been  startled  to  hear  the  quee- 
tions  which  were  continually  put  to  the 
Government  from  its  own  side,  as  well  as 
from  the  other,  about  guns  that  bad 
burst,  and  ships  that  were  not  fit  to  be 
sent  to  sea ;  of  an  army  without  a 
machine  gun  in  it ;  and  a  general  state 
of  affairs  that  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  engaged  in  the  private  afiairs  of 
commerce  would  consider  discreditable 
to  the  last  degree.  He  believed  the 
country  would  at  no  yery  distant  period 
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come  to  the  coneluBion,  apart  entirely 
from  tho  resignation  of  the  noble  Lord, 
\ritli  which  he  would  not  presume  to 
concern  himself,  that  the  main  principle 
for  which  he  was  contending  was  just  in 
itself,  and  must  be  carried  out,  and  he 
could  not  suppose  the  Qovernment 
would  Tenture  to  resist  that  principle, 
for  he  believed  that  they  also  were 
anxious  to  carry  it  out.  For  himself,  ho 
might  venture  to  express  the  hope  that 
in  the  coming  discussions  which  would 
arise,  not  only  with  regard  to  this  finan- 
cial question,  but  with  regard  to  the 
much  more  troubled  question  of  Ireland, 
there  would  be  as  little  as  possible  of 
those  bitter  words  which  could  not  tend 
to  the  settlement  of  any  question,  or  the 
reconciliation  of  any  Party.  He  hoped 
the  Session  might  not  pass  over  without 
their  arriving  at  an  approach,  at  least, 
to  a  settlement,  even  of  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  that 
could  be  arrived  at  by  the  interchange 
of  any  attacks,  or  of  any  bitter  language 
whatever.  He  trusted  that  the  Irish 
Question  would  be  dealt  with  in  a  spirit 
of  generosity  by  the  Government.  He 
was  himself  opposed  to  coercion — mean- 
ing, of  course,  by  coercion  the  principle 
of  coercion  as  manifested  in  the  cele- 
brated Bill  of  1882.  Any  such  measure 
as  that  he  was  certain  would  not  be 
likely  to  proceed  from  that  side  of  the 
House.  iCrtes  of  '*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Well, 
such  a  measure  never  had  proceeded 
from  that  side.  On  the  main  question 
which  was  at  present  largely  before 
them,  that  of  national  economy,  he  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  they  would  have  the 
assistance  of  the  Irish  Members,  who  had 
no  motive  for  encouraging  extravagance. 
He  believed  that  the  objects  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  sought  to  attain  had 
been  nothing  less  than  the  welfare  of 
the  great  body  of  the  working  people, 
the  lightening  of  the  immense  pressure 
of  taxation,  and  the  promotion  of  effi- 
ciency, economy,  and  good  government 
in  all  Departments  of  the  State;  and 
these,  for  his  own  part,  he  believed  to 
be  ends  which  would  obtain  the  support 
and  approval  of  the  country. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Gockermouth) :  Sir,  with  certain 
intervals,  I  have  been  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  good  number  of  years ; 
but  I  think  that  in  all  my  experience  I 
never  remember  an  important  debate 
like  this  on  the  &.ddres8  carried  on  in  so 


placid  and  undemonstrative  a  manner 
ns  tho  one  in  which  we  are  now  engaged. 
Everyone  seems  willing  and  satisfied  to 
go  on  quietly  and  contentedly,  and  no 
one  has  been  able  to  point  to  any  defi- 
nite time  when  the  debate  is  likely  to  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion.    I  understand 
that  that  arises  from  the  determination 
of  the  Front  Bench  that  the  debate  on 
the  Address  shall  go  on  until  they  have 
found  a  seat  somewhere  or  other  for 
their  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
have  got  him  into  the  House.      The 
Queen's  Speech  tells  us  very  little  indeed 
that  we  did  not  know  before,  and  the 
most  important  fact  that  it  does  tell  us 
with  regard  to  the  House  of  Commons 
is  hardly  accurate.    I  think  that  Her 
Majesty's   Government    have    made  a 
mistake  in  informing  the  House  that 
the  Estimates  have  been  framed  with  a 
careful  regard  to  economy,  and  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Public  Service.    I  take 
exception  to  that  statement,  because  the 
only  man  who  knew  anything  about  it 
has  told  us  that  it  was  not  so.    The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  tells 
us  distinctly  that  our  present  huge  and 
increasing  armaments  are  unnecessary, 
and  the  taxation  for  them  unjustifiable. 
The  financial  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  made  boldly,  and  in  a  straight- 
forward manner,  and  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  reminds  me  of  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber who,  in  the  last  House  of  Commons 
but  one,  said — "Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  stand  again,  and  so  I  am  going  to 
speak  the  truth."    The  noble  Lord  never 
intends  to  be  again  in  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment— at  least  not  as  a  subordinate — 
and  so  he  determined  to  tell  us  the  truth. 
My  own  text  on  this  occasion  is  that  old 
sentence  which  fell  from  the  lips  of  the 
man  who  said  more  good  things  than 
any  man  in  this  country — the  late  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield.    The  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field  said — "  Expenditure  depends  upon 
policy.'*     Therefore,  in  discussing  the 
question  of   Expenditure,  we  are  de- 
bating the  whole  foreign  policy  of  the 
country.    For  my  part,  I  thank  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  heartily  for  the  address  which  he 
delivered  last  Thursday,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  was  better  than  the  one  which 
he  made  before,  although  that  will  not 
be  the  opinion  of   everybody.      I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  friends  of  peace 
throughout  the  world  are  heartily  de- 
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lighted  at  the  line  the  noble  Lord  lias 
taken.     What  I  myself  and  a  few  others 
have  for  years  been  sayinpf  is  now  re- 
peated from  the  mouths  of  the  most  able 
men  that  exist  in  tlie  ranks  of  the  Con- 
servative Part}'.     The  heavily-burdened 
taxpayers  of  the  country  will  thank  tho 
noble  Lord  ;  and,  more  than  that,  I  be- 
lieve that  millions  and  millions  of  people 
in  Europe  tortured  by  war  taxation,  and 
all  the  friends  of  peace  in  the  world, 
will  thank  him.    I  know,  however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  will  incur  the  hatred  of 
honest  Tories,  genuine  Jingoes,  and  all 
those  persons  who  belong  to  the  Services, 
as  they  are  called,  although  the  Services 
seem  to  be  our  master ;  but  I  feel  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  sacrificed  place 
for  principle — that  he  has  given  up  pri- 
vate advantage  for  the  public  welfare, 
and  that  he  will  never  regret  the  sacri- 
fice he  has  made  of  personal  interest.  I 
look  upon  the  noble  Lord  as  a  reformed 
character — as  one  who  had  been  given 
to  wild  ways,  but  who  has   taken  the 
pledge.     But  while  I  welcome  the  noble 
Lord  into  the  ranks  of   the  peaceful 
army  I    do   not  wish  to  make  things 
as    they    are    not.     In    his    letter    to 
the  Marquess  of   Salisbury,  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  tendencies  of   the 
democracy  were  peaceful.      I  am  not  so 
sure  of  that.     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  in  the  speech  which  he  de- 
livered early  in  the  evening,  talked  about 
'*  clap-trap.*'      Now,  the  lower  classes 
have  not  had  political  power  until  lately, 
and  they  have  been  taken  in  by  the  clap- 
trap of  the  ruling  classes,   by   all  the 
**  bunkum"  about  glory  and  prestige. 
Therefore,  I  think  that  the  noble  Lord 
will  not  find  them  so    peaceful  as  he 
wishes  them  to  be.      They  are  led,  too. 
by  the  Press,  which  I  suppose  represents 

gublic  opinion  more  or  less,  and  which 
as  always  been  for  glory  and  gun- 
powder and  all  sorts  of  folly.  Like  the 
miserable  worshippers  of  the  jumping 
cat,  we  spend  money  because  we  are  led 
on  by  the  newspapers.  I  hope  Gentlemen 
will  take  that  to  heart.  It  is  the  Smith 
and  Hamilton  policy,  and  not  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  which  the  Government  is 
determined  to  follow.  The  main  portion 
of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  is  taken 
op  with  Ireland.  I  am  the  first  speaker 
who  has  kept  clear  of  Ireland,  but  I  do 
not  suppose  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so  to 
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tho  end.       But  what  is  the  condition  of 
tho  world  with  respect  to  these  large 
armaments  ?      It  is  perfectly  horrible 
and  heartrending.     Fourteen  millions  of 
men  are  taken  away  from  peaceful  pur- 
suits to  be  trained  underarms,  and  what 
for  ?    I  know  no  other  reason   except 
that  each  nation   wants    to    show   the 
others  how  strong  they  are  ;  not  to  defend 
any  great  principle  or  cause,  but  simply 
to  be  ready  to  fly  at  each  other's  throats. 
There  is  one  pernicious  proverb  which  is 
too  implicitly  believed  in,    and  is   the 
cause  of  much  mischief,  and  that  is — 
**If  you  wish  for  peace,  you  must  be 
prepared  for  war."      The  result  which 
that  statement  leads  to  may  be  illus- 
trated by  the  story  of  the  African  King 
who  was  asked  what  he  wanted  to  go  to 
war  for  ?  **  Of  course  I  must  go  to  war," 
he  replied,  '*  because  I  have  a  barrel  of 
gunpowder."      That  is  the  danger  to 
which  Europe  is  now  exposed.     These 
immense  armaments  cause  war,  and  tho 
only  way  to  stop  war  and  to  insure  peace 
is  to   get  rid  of  your  Army.      I   am 
delighted  to  see    that  the  noble  Lord 
boldly  hoists  the  standard  of  non-inter- 
vention.    According  to  the  noble  Lord, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  is  one  of 
intervention    and    interference    in    the 
afiairs  of  Germany,  France,  and  Russia. 
I  fear  that  policy  will  be  carried  out. 
Tory  Governments    always    carry    out 
their  policy.     Who  is  it  that  keeps  this 
interfering  Government  in  power?  Why, 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member    for 
Rossendale  fthe  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton) ;  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  who 
used  to  bo  the  apostle  of  peace ;   and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham   (Mr.    Joseph    Chamberlain) 
who  has  been  the  apostle  of  all  sorts 
of  things.      I  wish  the  House    would 
remember  what  the  noble  Marquess  tho 
Member    for    Bossendale    said  in    his 
better  dajs — that  if  we  wont  in  for  inter- 
vention in  foreign  afiairs  it  would  in- 
volve a  much  larger  Army,  and  would 
eventually   bring   in    the  conscription, 
than  which  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  a 
more   detestable    system.     This  is   the 
position  —  a  Government  too  bad  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Ijord  Eandolph  Churchiir 
is    enthusiastically    supported    by    the 
three   great    Leaders  of   Liberal    and 
Badical  opinion  whom  I  havo  named. 
The  whole  previous  history  of  politics 
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shows  no  incident  so  ludicrous  or  po 
monstrous.  Theso  Liberal  Unionists,  as 
they  call  themselves,  talk  about  the 
great  eacrifices  which  they  have  made 
for  their  country.  What  is  their  posi- 
tion ?  Mr.  Goschen  said  the  other  day 
that  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Eossendale  was  in  power,  and  that 
the  Government  are  simply  in  Office. 
The  noble  Marquess  and  his  Friends 
are  in  power,  without  the  responsibility 
of  it ;  and  then  they  talk  of  their  high 
standard  of  political  morality !  It  is  a 
morality  which  induces  them  to  sit  on 
one  side  of  the  House,  and  to  vote  on  the 
other;  to  spend  the  morning  with  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  in  the  evening  to 
sit  cheek  by  jowl  with  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition.  Please  Heaven,  the  bulk 
of  the  Liberal  Party  may  never  reach 
a  similar  standard  of  morality!  At 
Hawick  these  Liberal  Unionists  asked — 
"Why  do  you  stone  us?  Bemember 
what  good  deeds  we  have  done  in  the 
past."  I  would  reply  that  they  are  not 
being  stoned  for  what  they  have  done, 
but  for  what  they  are  going  to  do  ;  not 
because  they  have  supported  Liberal 
measures  in  the  past,  but  because  they 
have  now  become  Tories,  and  are  sup- 
porting the  Tory  Qt)vemment.  I  give 
them  credit  for  good  motives ;  but  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  the 
better  and  more  honourable  a  man  is, 
the  more  dangerous  he  becomes  when 
he  takes  to  bad  ways.  Therefore  it  is 
that, their  previous  good  character  tells 
against  them  with  me,  instead  of  form- 
ing an  appeal  for  a  mitigation  of  punish- 
ment. Then,  why  have  they  taken  up 
this  extraordinary  attitude  ?  Simply  be- 
cause they  cannot  agree  upon  a  matter 
of  detail  with  certain  other  Gentlemen. 
[**0h!"]  I  am  not  surprised  to  hear 
those  discordant  sounds  from  my  hon. 
Friends  opposite ;  but,  if  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  detail  on  which  they  differ, 
what  becomes  of  the  Bound  Table  Con- 
ference ?  The  only  justification  for  the 
Hoimd  Table  Conference  is,  that  those 
who  assisted  at  it  met  together  to  con- 
sider matters  of  detail.  I  am,  therefore, 
justified  in  saying  that  it  is  only  upon 
matters  of  detail  that  they  ditier. 
["0h!"l  Well,  I  will  not  dispute 
that  they  differ  as  to  the  government  of 
Ireland,  at  all  events.  They  differ  as  to. 
how  5,000,000  are  to  be  governed  out  of 
200,000,000  or  300,000,000  who  own 
the  sovereignty  of  this  great  Empire. 


But  it  is  curious  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  cannot  look  a  little  further 
than  Ireland.  Why  cannot  they  sup- 
port tho  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill) — a  policy  which, 
if  carried  out,  would  save  the  lives  of 
millions  and  millions  of  people  through- 
out the  world,  who  are  God's  creatures 
even  as  much  as  Irishmen  —  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  consider  Irishmen  to 
be  God's  creatures  at  all.  The  policy  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  save  us  from  all 
those  miserable  wars  in  which  we  have 
been  engaged  for  many  years.  It  would 
save  us  from  all  those  invasions,  those 
burnings,  those  massacres,  those  out- 
rages on  the  weak  and  helpless,  in  which 
we  have  been  engaged,  in  every  quarter 
of  the  globe,  for  many  years  past,  and 
which  we  must  be  prepared  for  if  we 
are  to  go  on  with  these  large  armaments. 
I  am  afraid  that  it  is  of  little  use  ap- 
pealing to  the  Liberal  Unionists  to  take 
a  better  and  a  wiser  course.  They  must 
lie  upon  the  bed  which  they  have  made ; 
but  it  strikes  me  that  they  are  already 
getting  very  uncomfortable  upon  it.  The 
Leaders  on  this  side  will,  I  trust,  before 
long,  be  able  to  unite  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
in  bringing  forward  some  Besolution 
which  shall  raise  clearly,  distinctly,  and 
definitely  in  this  House]  the  policy  of 
non-intervention.  I  have  listened  at- 
tentively to  this  debate.  I  have  heard 
officials  on  both  sides  until  I  am  sick  of 
them.  The  noble  Lord  was  perfectly 
correct  when  he  said  that  Parliament 
could  do  nothing  in  the  matter  of  itself. 
Parliament  ^cannot  go  into  details,  and 
say— "You  must  cut  off  £1,000,000 
here,  and  £1,000,000  there."  But  Par- 
liament can  insist  upon  having  men  in 
Office  who  can  do  this  business  for  us. 
Therefore  I  appeal  to  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  on  this  side,  before  the 
Session  is  very  much  older,  to  bring  for- 
ward some  Besolution  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly raising  the  policy  of  non-inter- 
vention, which  is  the  only  policy  worthy 
of  a  free,  a  great,  a  civilized,  and  a 
Christian  nation. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
We  Liberal  Unionists  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House  have  been  accused  of 
having  no  principleSito  guide  us.  Now, 
the  Liberal  Unionists  can  bear  a  good 
deal  of  taunting.  It  pleases  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  resort  to  it,  and  it  does  not 
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do   us   any  liarm.     But  I   would  sub- 
mit to  the  Honso  that  it  is  a  very  diffe- 
rent matter  with  regard  to  the  peasants 
in  Qlenbeigh,  about  whom  I  am  oblipred 
to  admit  there  has  been  a  considerable 
amount  of  cheap  sentiment  expended  in 
this  House.     I  think  it  is  high  time  that 
the  House  should   cease  its  wrangling 
about  the  Liberal  Unionists,  and  come 
face  to  faco  with  such  a  problem  as 
that  which  exists   in   Glenbeigh,    and 
that  we  should  come  to  it  with  clear 
and  steady  heads  as  well  as  warm  and 
generous  hearts.    I  would  like  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  within  12  months 
we  have  had  three  great  measures  for  the 
better  gctvernment  of  Ireland  submitted 
to  the  House.     First  of  all  there  were 
the  two  Bills  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) ;  and 
the  Tenants'  Relief  Bill  introduced  to- 
wards the  close  of  the  last  Session  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).     I  wish  the  House  clearly  to 
bear  in  mind  that   not    one    of   those 
measures  would   have  affected  a  8ine:le 
tenant  in   Glenbeigh.      The    first  Bill 
of     the     right     hon.     Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Mid    Lothian  —  the    Bill 
for    the    Better    Government    of    Ire- 
land—  practically    excluded     the    con- 
sideration   of  the  Land  Question  from 
the  Irish    Legislative   Body  which    it 
set  up,  and  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  pro- 
posed a  scheme  of  purchase  based  upon 
20  years*  purchase  of  the  judicial  rents. 
[Cries  //  '*No!''  from  the  Home  Rule 
MemhernJ]    I  maintain  that  it  was  based 
upon  that  principle,  and  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  pro- 
posed that  before  a  single  tenant  entered 
the  Land  Court  and  was  entitled  to  re- 
ceive its  benefits  he  should  pay  50  per 
cent  of  the  rent  and  arrears  due.    Not 
one    of    these    measures    would    have 
touched  a  singlo  tenant  in  Glenbeigh, 
and  Glenbeigh  is  a  fair  sample  of  that 
part  of  Ireland  from  Derry  on  the  North- 
West  right  down  the  Western  seaboard 
to  Skibbereen  in  the  South-West.     We 
have  heard  to-night  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare)  that 
he  saw  turned  out  of  her  house  in  one 
case  a  woman  and  nine  children ;  and 
in  another  rose   a  man,    woman,    and 
eight  children.     Is    the   hon.  Member 
aware     that     in     the     description     he 
gave   he  was  unconsciously  stating  the 
whole  Irish  problem  so  far  as  the  con- 
gested districts  of  the  country  are  con- 
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corned  ?    The  country  will,  I  am  afraid, 
judge  us  harshly,  and  very  rightly  too,  if 
wo  go    on    squabbling   about    Liberal 
Unionism,  Toryism,  and  Gladstonianism, 
while  the  people  are  perishing  for  want 
of  help.     I  think  that  any  fair-minded 
man  looking  the  whole  matter  straight 
in  the  face  must  admit  that  the  owner 
of  that  property  in  Glenbeigh  has  exer- 
cised  forbearance    up    to    the  furthest 
limit,  unless  you  are  to  abolish  the  laws 
and  the  rights  of  property,  and  unless 
you  are  to  have  a  general  distribution  of 
property,  and  establish  the  principle  of 
having  rights  in  common.     No  aonbt, 
that  is  a  very  convenient  doctrine  for  all 
those  who  have  nothing ;  but  it  is  not  so 
convenient  for  those  who  have  worked 
hard  in  their  early  years  in  order  that 
they  may  rest  at  the  close  of  life.     Unless 
you  abolish  all  the  laws  of  property,  I 
maintain    that  the  owner  of  the  Glen- 
beigh   estate    behaved    as    generously 
as  the  owner  of   any  English    estate 
would  havo  done  under  similar  circum- 
stances.   I  fully  admit  that  these  ten- 
ants are  sunk  in  hopeless  poverty,  and 
that  they  cannot  pay  six  months'  rent  out 
of  the  six  or  eight  years'  rent  now  due. 
But  history  will  judge  the  Party  or  the 
man  who  stands  in  the  way  of  the  re- 
moval of  these  poor  people  to  a  happier 
clime  where  life  would  be  worth  living 
with  something  like  noble  aspirations  in 
store  for  the  luture.     Another  part  of 
this  debate  has  been  developed  into  an 
attack  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretanr  for   Ireland.     My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member   for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  has  been 
talking  about  stoning  people.     Now,  I 
want  to  know  for  what  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  my  hon.  Friend 
and  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
are  prepared  to  stone  him  ?    During  tho 
debate    upon   tho  Tenants*  Eelief  Bill 
last  Session  the    noble  Marquess    the 
Member  for  Eossendalo  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  made  an  appeal  to  Iri&h 
landlords.      There    was    not  a    single 
Member  on  this  sido  of  the  House  who 
voted  against  that  Bill,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  nothing  was  necessary,  and 
that  nothing  ought  to  be  done,     i^^err 
Member  on  this  side  who  went   into 
the   Lobby    against    the  Bill    believed 
that    eomething  was    necessary  to    be 
done.      They    denied    that    the    crista 
was  similar  to  that  which  occurred  ia 
1 880  when  famine  stalked  through  the 
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land.     But  tbey  knew  that  a  crieis  Lad 
arrived,  and  tbey  trusted  that  the  Irish 
landlords  would  follow  the  example  of 
the  Scotch  and  English  landlords.  They 
objected  to   tear  up  contracts   by  the 
roots  every  three  years,  and  believed 
that  it  was  safe  to  leave  things  to  take 
their  natural  course.     For  simply  doing 
that    which  the    noble    Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  recommended 
on  the    floor  of   the  House — namely, 
appealing  to  the  generosity  of  the  land- 
lords— the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  been  assailed  as  if  he  had  invented 
a  second  edition  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.     I  want   to    know  from    hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  whether 
they  object    to    the    Cmef    Secretary 
for   Ireland  or  any  other  Member  of 
the    House     making    an    appeal    to 
landlords    under    such    circumstances? 
[**No!  "]    Then,  what  do  they  object 
to?    If  they  can  bring  forward    sub- 
stantial evidence  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary or  any  other  Member  of  the  Qo- 
▼emment  has  interfered  up  to  the  point 
of  refusing  to  carry  out  the  law,  let 
them  have  it.    I,  at  all  events,  have  an 
open  mind  upon  that  matter,  and  if  any 
hon.   Member  will    produce   that  evi- 
dence, more  especially  if  it  be  reliable 
evidence,  I  will  vote  with  him.     Now, 
what  is  the  Plan  of  Campaign  of  which 
we    hoar    so   much?    In  olden  times 
landlords  fixed  the  rent,  and  made  a 
▼ery  bad  job  of  it.    A  great  deal  of 
what  is  Butfered  now  in  Ireland  is  due 
to  that  evil  system  in  the  past.     Later 
on  Parliament  appointed  a  Court  to  fix 
rents.    What  is  the  proposal  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ?     It  is    that    the 
tenants  should  hx  the  rent.     Have  hon. 
Members  who  advocate  this   Plan  of 
Campaign  as  being  just  and  honest,  the 
slightest  idea  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  confine  that  principle  to  the  land  ? 
If  Agrarianism  is  clamorous  to  despe- 
ration, 80  is  Socialism ;  and  I  warn  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  that   a 
trifling  abatement  of  rent  is  no  equi- 
valent for  the  loss  of  moral  sense  in  the 
whole  community.    Because  Gentlemen 
have  been  engaged  for  months  in  de> 
bauching  the  moral  sense  of  the  country 
— because,  as  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Central  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
lias  stated,   they    have  not    lifted    up 
their  voices  in  favour  of  industry,  or 
thrift,  or  sobriety — ^because   I  believe 
that  their  principles  are   at  variance 


with  the  highest  and  best  interests  of 
the  Irish  people,  I  am  prepared  to  vote 
against  their  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
their  entire  agitation. 

Mr.    WALLACE  (Edinburgh,   E.) : 
There  are  one  or  two  points  which  I 
have  not  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
heard  put  in  the  way  in  which  I  should 
have  desired  to  hear  them  expressed, 
and  therefore  I  have  risen  to  deliver  my 
mind  upon  them  as  briefly  as  I  can.    I 
will  say  a  word,  to  begin  with,  on  a 
subject  which  has  received  considerable 
attention  from  most  of  the  speakers  who 
have  taken  part  in  the  debate,  espe- 
cially those  who  sit  on  that  side  of  the 
House — I  mean  what  is  called  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.     I  find  it  impossible  to 
shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  device, 
which  is  so  described  by  that  term,  has 
received  the  disapprobation  of   many 
persons  for  whose  intellect  and  moral 
sense  I  entertain  a  very  high  respect. 
Yet,   with  the  best  attention  I  have 
been   able    to    devote    to   the  matter, 
I  have  not  been  able  to  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  my  duty  to  con- 
demn what  I  understand   to   be    the 
Plan  of  Campaign.     That    being   the 
state  of  my  mind,  I  wish  to  express  pri- 
marily, in  order  that  there  may  be  no 
doubt  about  the  condition  of  opinion  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  certainly  as  far 
as  I  am  able  to  express  myself  on  the 
matter,  that  a  great  deal  of  the  con- 
demnation that  has  been  vented  on  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  arisen  from  tho 
unfortunate  name  that  has  been  given 
to  it  by  its  authors.    I  dare  say  it  is 
attributable  to    the    character    of   the 
Celtic  intellect  that  it  is  more  apt  to 
express   itself   in  picturesque  than  in 
homely  terms.    If,  instead  of  giving  it 
a  sort  of  military  name,  they  had  chosen 
a  name  of  a  civil  description,  and  had 
called  it  **  The  Tenants'  Union,"  it  is 
very  likely  that  a  large  number  of  per^ 
sons  in  all  parts  of  the  country  would 
not  have  been  scandalized  or  alarmed 
by  the  movement.    As  to  the  legality  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  of  which  we 
have  heard  a  good  deal,  I  cannot  say 
that  the  question  is  one  which  has  had 
much  influence  upon  my  mind.    I  do 
not  know  that  it  has  been  pronounced 
to  be  illegal  by  any  authority  in  an 
authoritative  manner.    I  am  aware  that 
a  Court  in  Ireland  calling  itself  some 
Divisional  Court  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
has  been  led  in  ouo  case  to  pronounce 
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an  ohiier  dtclum  on  a  hypothetical  case 
Trhich  was  placed  before  it.  But  those 
of  us  who  have  even  only  an  elementary 
knowledge  and  experience  of  law  must 
be  aware  of  the  value  of  an  obiter  dictum 
expressed  upon  a  case  which  was  never 
formally  submitted  to  the  Court  and 
never  argued  out.  This,  however,  I 
will  undertake  to  say,  that  if  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  not  legal  it  ought  to 
be ;  and  that,  if  it  should  so  happen 
that  some  of  those  Gentlemen  who  are 
Members  of  this  House  should  be 
found  guilty  of  a  criminal  conspiracy 
in  respect  of  this  matter,  everything 
should  bo  done  to  obtain  a  mitigation 
or  cancelling  of  the  sentence,  and  that 
the  law  on  which  they  were  condemned 
should  be  repealed  with  all  possible  speed. 
I  will  try  to  explain  to  the  House  why  it 
is  that  I  take  that  view.  The  reason  is 
this.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  as  I  have  heard  it  repeatedly 
said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  is  a  device  for  the  breaking 
of  contracts.  Now,  I  maintain  that  it  is 
not  so ;  that  it  is  simply  a  plan  of  action 
that  has  been  long  in  use,  under  the 
sanction  of  the  law  in  this  coimtry,  for 
the  purpose  of  altering  contracts — that 
is  to  say,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
renewal  of  contracts,  or  the  making  of 
new  contracts.  I  understand  that  Lord 
Dillon,  through  the  influence  of  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  him  by  the  power 
of  combination  given  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  has  at  last  been  induced  to 
yield  ;  and,  in  so  doing,  he  has,  I  think, 
shown  himself  to  be  a  sensible  man.  At 
first  he  stood  out  for  £100  on  £100  ;  but 
at  length  he  said  to  his  tenantry,  who 
combined  against  him,  that,  on  their  re- 
presentation, taken  in  connection  with 
their  combination,  he  thought,  on  the 
whole,  that  it  was  well  to  take  £80. 
Well,  Sir,  what  is  that?  It  is  simply 
the  making  of  an  entirely  new  contract 
between  Lord  Dillon  and  his  tenants. 
It  is  simply  an  instance  of  his  yielding 
to  a  certain  influence  of  a  pressing 
character  they  have  been  able  to  bring 
to  bear  upon  him,  eo  as  to  incline  him 
to  enter  into  a  new  contract  with  them  ; 
although  not  absolutely  the  best  con- 
tract for  himself,  and  made,  no  doubt, 
under  pressure,  developed  by  a  combi- 
nation of  his  tenantry,  in  opposition  to 
him.  But  I  maintain  that  that  is  a 
pressure  which  has  long  been  sanctioned 
by  the  law  of  the  country.    I  would  ap- 

J/r.  JTaUace 


peal  to  the  p:reat  change  which  was 
made  by  the  Conspiracy  and  Protection 
of  Property  Act,  I  think,  in  1875,  in 
connection  with  trade  disputes.     Before 
the  parsing  of  that  Act  the  combination 
of  workmen  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
pressure   to  bear  on  their  employers, 
with  respect  to  new  contracts,  was  re- 
garded as  a  criminal  conspiracy.    But 
the  Legislature  saw  reason  to  decide  that 
a  sinister  character  should  no  longer  be 
applied  to  such  combinations,  and  ever 
since,  such  pressure  has  been  lawful.  A 
noble  Lord  behind  me  has  said  that  the 
two  cases — the  combination  by  workmen 
and  that  by  the  Irish  tenants— -do  not  run 
on  all  fours.  He  told  us  truly  that  in  the 
case  of  trade  combinations  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  before  the  contract  was 
made,  and  he  said  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  the  same  kind  of 
pressure — for  he  admitted  it  to  be  iden- 
tical— was  brought  to  bear  on  a  contract 
which  had  been  made  already.     The 
mistake  the  noble  Lord  made  was  in 
not  carrying  the  comparison  far  enough. 
The  pressure  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  equally  brought  to  bear  on  con- 
tracts not  yet  entered  into.    In  both 
cases   what   you  have    is  a  new  con- 
tract.   In  the  case  of  a  trade  dispute, 
the  pressure  is  brought  to  bear  on  a 
contract  to  be  made  in  the  future ;  and 
in  the  Plan  of  Campaign  pressure  is 
brought  to  bear  with  a  view  of  exacting 
a  new  contract.    Therefore,  I  maintain 
that  in  both  respects — both  in  regard 
to  trade  disputes  and  agrarian  disputes 
— the  cases  run  on  all  fours ;  and  as 
the    Legislature  has    already  stamped 
its  imprimatur  on  combination  in   the 
case  of  the  employment  of  labour,  so  it 
ought  to  place  its  imprimatur  upon  the 
case  of  agrarian  contracts.    If  a  combi- 
nation of  this  kind  is  not  at  the  present 
moment  legal,  then,  for  the  sake  of  con- 
sistency, the  Legislature  ought  not  to 
lose  a  moment  in  placing  the  one  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  the  other.    I  m«y 
remind  the  House  of  another  point  in 
reference  to  this  question  of  pressore, 
which  has  been  a  good  deal  argued,  and 
that  is  the  pressure  brought  to  bear  by 
the  Government  on  the  landlords  bj  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  deny 
that  he  had  brought  a  kind  of  pressure 
to  bear  upon  the  landlords ;  but  he  said 
that  it  was  of  a  totally  difEerent  de> 
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scription  from  that  which  was  brought 
to  bear  upon  them  by  those  w!io  had 
united  in  combination  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  He  told  ua  that  the 
pressure  which  he  brought  to  bear  was 
entirely  rational  and  sentimental — that 
it  was  persuasion;  and  that  ho  only 
appealed  to  their  own  human  instincts, 
and  pressed  them  only  with  the  pres- 
sure of  feeling ;  whereas  he  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  pressure  of  the 
authors  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
one  which  amounted  to  compulsion,  and 
almost  to  physical  force.  But  I  think 
the  Chief  Secretary  forgot  a  remark 
which  was  made  a  long  time  ago  by  a 
person  who  said  he  did  not  think  it  ad- 
Tisablo  to  argue  with  the  master  of  30 
lozions.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  is  master  of 
30  legions;  but  I  know  that  he  is  master 
of  30,000  soldiers,  and  it  strikes  me  that 
when  he  begins  to  exercise  what  he  calls 
moral  suasion  upon  the  landlords,  those 
who  might  refuse  to  listen  to  rational  or 
sentimental  appeals  are  not  likely  to  for- 
get the  physical  power  he  has  behind 
him.  Allow  me  to  put  the  case  plainly, 
and  in  a  homely  way.  Suppose  1  went 
across  to  Ireland,  and  commenced  to 
argue  with  some  of  those  who  are  called 
bad  landlords.  I  dare  say  I  might  put  a 
simple  case  like  this  as  persuasively  and 
as  argumentatively  as  even  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but 
do  you  think  that  a  single  L*ish  land- 
lord would  listen  to  me  as  he  would 
listen  to  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  No,  Sir ; 
and  whv  not?  Because  I  should  not 
have  behind  me  30,000  men,  each  with 
a  bayonet  in  his  hand.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  did  bring  pres- 
sure of  a  physical  kind  to  bear  far 
stronger  than  any  friends  of  the  tenantry 
of  Ireland  are  able  to  bring  to  bear. 
But,  apart  altogether  from  all  legal  argu- 
ment,  this  is  a  question  which  must  be 
viewed  from  a  moral  and  equitable  point 
of  view  also ;  and  I  say  that,  from  this 
point  of  view,  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has 
everything  in  its  favour.  It  holds  the 
6eld,  and  nothing  can  stand  against  it. 
We  have  been  told  that  it  is  dishonest 
and  immoral.  I  do  not  deny  that  there 
is  immorality  and  dishonesty  in  the  con- 
nection ;  but  I  want  to  know  on  which 
side  the  immorality  and  dishonesty  are? 
All  this  talk  about  immorality  and  dis- 
honesty has  a  cause.  There  is  never  any 
smoke  but  there  is  fire,  but  we  must 


know  where  the  fire  is  and  by  whom  it 
has  been  kindled.  As  I  understand  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  I  cannot  say  a  word 
in  its  favour,  except  upon  the  view  I 
have  already  taken — namely,  that  it  is 
confined  to  cases  where  the  rent  cannot 
be  justly  got  out  of  the  land  consistently 
with  the  rights  of  the  tenants.  In  that 
case,  if  the  tenants  are  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  the  rent  in  all  instances — 
if  the  Irish  problem  is  viewed  in  its 
history  and  in  connection  with  the  legis- 
lation and  the  rights  which  the  ten- 
ants enjoy  by  statute  and  custom,  to  de- 
mand rent  as  a  legal  right  where  it  can- 
not be  got  out  of  the  land,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  describing  it  as  dishonesty ; 
and  the  landlord  who,  in  such  circum- 
stances, asks  for  the  rent  is  a  dis- 
honest man.  I  have  heard  him  called 
a  bad  landlord ;  but  a  bad  landlord  is 
also  a  bad  man.  There  cannot  be  a 
bad  Ismdlord  without  his  being  a  bad 
man.  I  say  that  it  is  a  bad  and  evil 
exercise  of  liis  landlord  capacity,  which 
has  sprung  out  of  the  badness  of  his 
general  nature.  If  that  be  so,  I  ask, 
where  can  be  the  dishonesty  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ?  If  it  be  dishonest 
for  a  man  to  call  for  rent  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, how  can  it  be  dishonest  to 
refuse  it?  It  is  impossible  to  answer 
that  question.  How  can  it  be  dis- 
honest to  refuse  a  dishonest  demand? 
I  say  that  a  man  who  acts  in  that 
way  is  practically  a  brigand  ;  and  in 
the  circumstances  of  Irish  history,  when 
those  upon  the  Ismd  might  be  divided 
into  the  tillers  of  the  ground  and  the 
cumberers  of  the  ground,  I  would  call 
him  an  impudent  brigand,  whom  it 
could  never  be  dishonest  to  resist.  That, 
Sir,  is  my  first  point.  My  second  point 
is  this,  and  I  am  thankful,  for  the  sake 
of  the  House,  that  this  is  a  much  shorter 
one.  We  have  been  told,  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  —  and  we  have  been 
told  very  little  else  in  connection  with 
Ireland — that  order  must  be  established 
in  Ireland.  Of  course  we  must  have 
order  in  Ireland*  and  I  am  astonished  at 
the  puerility  of  Gentlemen  who  insist  on 
this  wretched  platitude,  as  if  order  was 
not  notoriously  necessary  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  community.  I  suppose  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  next  tell  us  that  air  and 
water  are  necessary  for  the  well-being  of 
the  community.  But  they  ought  to  have 
gone  further ;  and  they  should  have  been 
prepared  to  say  that   order,  divorced 
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from  justice,  is  tyraDDj.  I  main- 
tain that  the  enforcement  of  order  is 
justifiable,  not  in  itself,  but  for  rea- 
sons; and  the  reasons  why  it  is  justi- 
fiable must  either  be,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  disorder  that  is  in  exist- 
ence at  any  particular  time  is  contrary 
to  justice  and  incompatible  with  jus- 
tice; secondly,  that  even  if  there  is 
injustice  along  with  disorder,  or  the 
restoration  of  order  is  essential  to  the 
abolition  of  the  particular  injustice  com- 
plained of.  These  are  the  only  two  cases 
in  which  the  establishment  of  order  is 
ordinarily  justifiable.  But  where  dis- 
order has  been  brought  about  by  injus- 
tice— and  there  have  been  oases  in  the 
history  of  the  world  where  that  has 
been  the  fact,  and  there  are  many  cases 
still  where  disorder  has  been  provoked 
by  injustice — merely  to  insist  on  the 
restoration  of  order,  and  to  do  nothing 
more,  may  be  policemansbip,  but  it  is  not 
statesmanship.  I  maintain  that  that  is 
exactly  the  position  of  the  Government 
who  are  now  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench. 
They  are  insisting  upon  restoring  order, 
but  there  is  no  existing  disposition  in 
their  minds  to  do  justice  to  Ireland. 
That  being  so,  they  are  not  worthy  of 
the  name  of  statesmen  in  this  juncture ; 
they  are  simply  policemen.  In  this  par- 
ticular instance  they  are  not  in  the  posi- 
tion of  persons  who  are  competent  for 
government ;  they  are  merely  amateurs 
in  government,  imbued  with  nothing 
higher  than  strong  Constabulary  in- 
stincts. Well,  Sir,  that  is  my  second 
point.  I  have  only  one  other  point  on 
which  I  wish  to  relieve  my  mind,  and 
then  I  shall  relieve  the  House.  That  is 
also  connected  with  the  stock  assertion 
that  we  must  have  order  in  Ireland.  I 
venture  to  say  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  they  are  not  the  men  to  estab- 
lish order  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent set  of  men  from  you  who  ought 
to  be  establishing  order  in  Ireland ;  and 
I  say  so  because  I  hold  that  you  are  now 
there  wrongfully,  in  view  of  certain  ex- 
pressions or  the  national  mind  of  Ireland, 
once  and  again  repeated,  which  are  his- 
torical, and  which  will  be  more  and  more 
signalized  by  history  as  the  world  grows 
older.  You  have  no  longer  any  right 
to  be  there  in  the  position  of  establish- 
ing order.  You  have  no  right  to  be 
there,  governing  Ireland  contrary  to 
tho  consent  of  the  nation  of  Ireland, 
unless  you  take  up  a  despotic  position 
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and  say — **  We  believe  in  despotism,  in 
the  rule  of  the  sword,  and  the  right  of 
the  strongest."  If  that  is  your  position 
I  understand  it,  although  I  shall  not 
believe  in  it,  and  will  do  all  I  can  to 
defeat  it.     But  if  you  do  not  hold  that 

Position,  I  maintain  that  you  are,  in 
reland,  even  now  in  establishing  order, 
doing  that  which  is  illegitimate  because 
contrary  to  the  assent  of  those  on  whom 
you  seek  to  impose  your  own  ideas  of 
order.     I  say  you  are  there  by  usurpa- 
tion, and  that  you  are  performing  acta 
of  despotism.    Your  position,  therefore, 
is  unjustifiable  unless  you   affirm  tho 
right  of  the  sword,  and  the  right  of  tho 
strongest.    You  may  say  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  disorder  in  Ireland.    Sup- 
pose I  grant  it.    I  am  not  prepared  to 
grant  it  absolutely,  because  I  am  aware 
that  in  general  respects  the  Irish  people 
are    the    most   law-abiding  people   in 
the  three  countries ;  and  if  it  happens 
to  be  the  case  that  in  one  aspect  of  their 
life  they  are  more  reckless  than  in  others, 
it  has  been  occasioned  not  by  the  wicked- 
ness of  the  people,  but  by  the  wickedness 
of  your  laws.     Granting  that  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  disorder  in  Ireland 
that  needs  to  be  repressed,  if  you  come 
to  me  and  ask  for  help   in  restoring 
order  I  would  certainly  give  you  my 
help,   and  all  the  good  advice  in  my 
power.    That  advice,   however,   would 
be  to  let  order  be  restored  by  the  Irish 
people  themselves ;  let  it  be  restored  by 
her  own  authorities,  her  own  Constita- 
tion,  and  by  magistrates  of  her  own  se- 
lection.   That  I  believe  is  the  only  way 
in  which  you  can  restore  order  perma- 
nently in  Ireland.    If  you  wiu  only 
promise  the  Irish  people  that  you  will 
let  them  live  under  self-made  laws,  no 
man  will  be  more  ready  to  assist  you  to 
the  best  of  his  ability  than  myself  in 
keeping  order  in  that  unhappy  Island  ; 
but  if  on  the  other  hand  you  say  you  do 
not  want  this  sort  of  help  from  anyone 
to  restore  order  in  Irelana,  but  that  joa 
will  use  your  own  authority  and  jonr 
own  power,  then  I  say  I  will  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  it.    I  wash  my  bands 
of  you  altogether.   You  shall  receive  no 
help  from  me  in  any  emergency  whatever 
to  restore  order  in  Ireland.     Let  it  be  as 
bad  as  it  likes,  you  will  get  no  assistance 
from  me   in  any  unauthorized    enter^ 
prise  ;    you  will  get  no  assistance  from 
me  to  act  the  part  of  despots  and  nn- 
authorized  usurpers. 
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Mb.  RADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
toD,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment  of  the  debate.     {^Crie$  of  **  No !  "] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  no\v  adjourned." 
—(^Mr,  RadcUffe  Cooke.) 

TiTE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  would  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  the  Motion, 
as  the  feeling  of  the  House  is  evidently 
against  him. 

Ma.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE :  Under 
the  circumstances  I  will  not  press  it,  but 
I  will  proceed  to  make  the  few  remarks 
which  I  iutend  to  make. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
must  first  withdraw  the  Motion. 

MotioOi  by  loave,  withdratcn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  RADCUFFE  COOKE  :  Sir,  I 
cannot  help  wishing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Separatists  had  been  listening  to  the 
speech  which  we  have  just  heard,  and 
heard  with  some  degree  of  astonish- 
ment.  Recently  a  speech  was  delivered 
in  the  country  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whom  we  have  not  once  seen  in 
this  House  during  the  present  Session — 
I  refer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain).  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  the  Leaders  of  the 
Separatist  Liberals  had  been  too  long 
silent  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion, and  especially  with  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  We  have  now 
heard  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace),  who 
is  no  doubt,  to  some  extent,  a  Leader  of 
the  Liberal  Separatists ;  and  it  would 
have  been  gratifying  if  the  House  could 
have  heard  from  some  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
who  occupies  a  more  prominent  position 
in  the  ranks  of  the  Liberal  Separatists 
than  even  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  us,  whether  he  and  the 
Front  Bench  generally  agree  with  the 
propositions  which  have  just  been  laid 
down.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  told  us  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  the  result  of  the 
rejection  by  this  House  last  Session  of 
tho  Bill  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  for  the  relief 
of  tenants.    It  has  been  further  main- 


tained that  that  Bill  was  analogous  to 
the  pressure  exercised  by  those  who  have 
instituted  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
was  also  a  similar  kind  of  pressure  to 
that  which  has  been  exercised  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
That  is  the  view  which  seems  to  have 
been  entertained  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  I  propose  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  in  reference  to 
that  view.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
likened  the  pressure  exercised  by  the 
authors  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  the 
pressure  tbe  operatives  of  this  country 
are  enabled  to  exercise  upon  their  em- 
ployers legitimately  by  law.  Now,  I 
think  that  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  a 
day  or  two  ago  was  right,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  wrong  when  he 
stated  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  did 
relate  to  future  contracts,  as  in  trades 
unionism  they  relate  to  future  con- 
tracts. The  analogy,  however,  would 
be  more  complete  if,  instead  of  the 
operatives  being  able  to  combine,  the 
employers  had  power  to  combine,  and 
were  able  at  tne  end  of  a  week  to 
say — **  We  have  combined,  and,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  combination,  we  refuse 
to  pay  you  the  wages  we  agreed  to  give 
you  at  the  beginning  of  the  week."  The 
object  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  to 
prevent  men  who  have  agreed  to  pay 
something  called  rent — of  course  a  very 
objectionable  thing  in  the  eyes  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — from  carrying  out 
their  contracts  whether  they  are  able  to 
do  so  or  not.  ["No  !  "]  I  hear  an 
observation  to  the  effect  that  I  am  wrong 
when  I  say  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  instituted  with  the  object  of  pre- 
venting the  payment  of  rent  by  those 
who  are  able  to  pay  as  well  as  by  those 
who  cannot  pay.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  at  a  plar;e  called 
Killorglin,  actually  said  that  the  chief 
efficacy  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
that  it  not  only  enabled  him  and  others 
to  influence  men  who  really  could  not  pay, 
but  that  it  enabled  him  to  force  those  who 
were  willing  and  able  to  pay  to  keep 
their  money  in  their  own  pockets,  or 
what  was,  no  doubt,  much  preferred,  to 
pay  it  out  of  their  pockets  into  his  own. 
The  Plan  of  Campaign,  as  far  as  we 
know  its  origin,  has  not  had  a  very 
respectable  parentage,  nor  is  it  par- 
ticularly new.  I  think  we  shall  have  to 
go  to  .^jnerica  to  find  out  where  it  was 
first  recommended.   I  have  here  a  paper 
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called  Th9  Irish  World,  the  editor  of 
which  is  a  well-known  gentleman,  called 
Patrick  Ford.  I  remember  a  speech  de- 
livered in  this  House  by  Mr.  Healy.  who 
I  understand  will  shortly  become  a  Mem- 
ber again,  and  who  is  certainly  one  of  the 
ablest  Members  who  ever  sat  below  the 
Gangway.  It  having  been  mentioned 
that  Patrick  Ford  had  opinions  with 
regard  to  assassination,  and  upon  other 
kindred  subjects  not  usually  held  by 
Englishmen  ;  Mr.  Healy  stated  that  he 
knew  this  Mr.  Patrick  Ford  to  be  a  gen- 
tleman of  a  philosophical  turn  of  mind, 
and  a  sort  of  recluse  who  kept  himself 
very  much  to  himself.  Now,  what  was 
it  Mr.  Patrick  Ford  said  in  The  Irish 
World  a  year  or  two  ago,  when  speaking 
of  the  No  Bent  agitation  then  proceeding 
in  Ireland  ?  Mr.  Ford  stated  that  the 
attacks  which  had  been  made  might  be 
considered  as  so  many  skirmishes  which 
precede  a  general  campaign,  and  that 
sooner  or  later,  when  the  tenants  found 
that  by  standing  together  they  could 
force  the  landlords  to  reduce  their  im- 
moral thefts  by  almost  one-half,  it  was 
probable  they  would  bo  able  to  prevent 
the  rent-thief  from  getting  any  of  his 
plunder.  Mr.  Ford  added  that  the  Irish 
people  might  look  forward  to  great 
events  in  the  near  future.  Now,  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  received  any  lessons  from 
Mr.  Patrick  Ford.  I  should  say  that 
he  has,  and  that  he  has  learnt  his  lesson 
thoroughly.  The  extract  from  which  I 
was  reading  goes  on  to  say  that — 

"  If  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  carried  out,  the 
ultimate  result  will  be  iho  independence  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  means  an  Irish  Kepublic.  Eng- 
lishmen know  that  if  Ireland  secures  n  legisla- 
tive independence  she  will  very  soon  become  a 
Bepublio." 

I  have  read  that  extract  because  I  be- 
lieve it  gives  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
answer  he  asks  for,  when  he  inquires 
by  what  right  we  are  in  Ireland.  We 
are  there  by  right  of  the  very  simple 
fact  that  we  are  a  large  country  placed 
by  no  will  of  our  own  close  to  a  very 
small  one,  a  country  which  if  separated 
from  Great  Britain  would  not  be  able  to 
maintain  its  independence  practically 
for  a  single  day,  but  would  become  a 
Kepublic  probably  seeking  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Stars  and  Stripes,  although 
I  believo  the  United  States  would  en- 
tertain no  feeling  of  gratitude  for 
such  an  addition  to  its  territory— in- 
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deed,  they  seem  to  be  hardly  able  to 
manage  all  the  Inshmen  who  go  over 
there  now.     But  it   may  be  said  that 
the  establishment  of  tho  independence 
of  Ireland  would  be  a  great  danger  to 
the  future  independence  of  this  coun- 
try, and  that  we  Englishmen,  Welshmen, 
and  Scotchmen  have   no  desire  lightly 
to  lose   those  rights   and   liberties  for 
which  we  have  paid   so   dearly  in  the 
past.     Although  it  may  be  the  desire 
of  the  Irish  Members  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Dr.  Wal- 
lace) that  Ireland  should  be  indepen- 
dent,  it  is  our  desire  that  she  should 
be  kept  dependent,  because,  if  once  in- 
dependent, Ireland  would  Eoon  lose  her 
own  liberties  and  carry  ours  away  with 
them.     When  Ireland  is  in  a  position 
to    have   those    good   laws,    which,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  their  way, 
would  not  prevail  ver}'-  long,   we  shall 
be  prepared  to  give  them  every  right, 
every  freedom,   every  law,    and    every 
liberty  which  we  enjoy  ourselves.  What 
more  can  the  Irish  people  desire  ?    Tho 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
addressing    a   meeting  the  other  day, 
spoke  most  strongly  as  to  the  position 
of  the    Irish   tenants.      He   said   that 
within    the    Inst    two  vears  there  had 
been    afforded  by  this  country  to  the 
tenants    of    Ireland    boons  such  as  no 
other  agricultural  tenants  enjoy  in  anj 
country    in   Europe,    and   I   think   he 
might  have  included  the  whole  world. 
Such  boons  as  the  tenants  of  Scotland 
and    England    would  rejoice  to   have 
offered    to   them ;  but,    unfortunately, 
during  the  whole  of  that  time  Ireland 
has  been  the  prey  of  a  body  of  agita- 
tors, who  have  found  it  to  their  interest 
to  keep  up  a  state  of  unrest  in   thnt 
Island.     In   conclusion,    I  would    ask 
hon.   Members  to   consider    what    we 
might  not  give  to  Ireland   if  she  were 
freed  from  that  incubus  from  whioh  the 
great  bulk  of   her  people  wish  to   be 
delivered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
^*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  ^* 
— (J/r.  Handel  Coaham,) 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SiiiTu)  'Strand, 
Wcstrainfctcr)  :  I  hope  tlie  hon.  Member 
will  not  press  his  Motion,  but  allov 
the  debate  to  continue.  I  would  poiat 
out  that  there  are  Amendments  on  the 
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Paper  dealings  with  almost  all  the  sub- 
jeots  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech;  and,  therefore,  I  think  it 
would  be  better  that  we  shoald  pro- 
ceed with  the  Business  before  us,  to 
aToid,  if  possible,  loss  of  time. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  to  agree  to  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
It  is  Yeiy  early  in  the  Session,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  anything  can  be 
urged  against  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  on  the  ground  of  saving  the 
public  time.  I  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  one  point 
raised  by  him — ^namely,  that  all  the 
subjects  mentioned  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  will  be  raised  by  Amendments 
which  are  on  the  Paper.  What  will 
be  the  effect  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  (Mr.  Handel  Oossham)  being 
precluded  from  making  his  speech  to- 
morrow, but  that  he  will  probably  make 
it  on  one  of  the  Amendments?  In 
that  way,  then  the  time  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  will  be 
saved  will  not  be  saved  at  all.  I  cannot 
speak  with  certainty,  but  I  have  strong 
reason  to  believe  that  the  debate  on  the 
general  subject  will  come  to  an  end  to- 
morrow evening.  It  cannot  end  before 
under  any  circumstances ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  time  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  us  to  spend  to-night  will 
effect  BO  saving  whatever.  Under  the 
circumstances.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment to  be  carried  without  opposi- 
tion, and  that  we  may  be  able  to  get 
home  at  a  reasonable  hour. 

The  chancellor  op  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  John  Manners) 
(Ijeioestershire,  E.) :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to 
say  that  the  general  debate  will  close  to- 
morrow evening.  If  that  is  so,  I  have 
no  doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House  will  consent  to  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Ma.  lUJNGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  understand  that  there  is  no  feeling 
on  this  side  of  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate can  by  any  possibility  terminate  to- 
morrow when  the  House  will  sit  for  a 
fow  hours  only.  In  regard  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  Loader  of  the  House, 
I  venture  to  think  that  whatever  may 


be  the  inconvenience  to  the  Government 
we  are  not  wasting  the  time  of  the  Ses- 
sion by  a  general  discussion  either  on 
the  Address  or  on  the  general  political 
situation  ;  and  I  think  that  the  position 
demands  that  the  present  House  of 
Commons  should  take  part  in  this  de- 
bate, and  contribute  everything  in  their 
power  for  the  guidance  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  am  satisfied  that  this  course 
would  be  agreeable  to  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  deal  with  every  subject  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
debate  on  the  general  question  should 
come  to  an  end.  It  is  true  that  the 
Amendments  take  a  very  wide  range, 
and  I  believe  that  in  the  end,  these 
discussions  will  be  appreciated  by  the 
public.  There  are  certainly  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  desire  an  opportunity  of  taking 
part  in  the  discussion ;  and  I  should  be 
sorry  to  think  that  there  was  any  im- 
pression that  an  understanding  existed 
that  it  would  close  to-morrow. 

Me.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary. 
S.) :  With  regard  to  the  termination  of 
the  debate,  I  point  out  that  there  has 
been  no  understanding  between  my  hon. 
Friends  and  Members  above  or  below 
the  Gangway  with  regard  to  the  closing 
of  this  debate.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken  that 
the  country  will  appreciate  the  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place,  and  which  I 
think  is  likely  to  continue  for  some  time. 
It  is  perfec^y  certain  that  it  will  not 
close  to-morrow,  and  that  being  so  I  can- 
not see  that  any  advantage  will  be 
gained  by  our  having  one  speech  more 
or  less  this  evening.  For  my  part,  I 
think  that  the  debate  has  proceeded  in 
a  most  satisfactory  manner ;  and  I  have 
not  often  listened  to  a  discussion  of  a 
more  instructive  or  useful  character  than 
the  present.  For  that  reason,  I  trust 
the  Government  will  allow  the  debate  to 
be  adjourned,  particularly  as  it  can 
hardly  be  doubted  that  it  will  not  come 
to  an  end  to-morrow.  The  Government 
have,  moreover,  some  other  Business  on 
the  Paper  for  this  evening,  and  that  is 
another  reason  why  I  think  they  will  do 
well  to  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Dehviie/urther  adjj  urnediiW  To-morrow. 

IFourlh  Night,"] 
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MININO  LEASES   (CORNWALL    AND    DEVON) 

BILL. 

On  MoUon  of  Mr.  Adand,  Bill  to  facilitato 
the  grant  and  renewal  of  Leases  of  Metalli- 
ferous Mines,  and  for  other  purposes,  within 
the  Stannaries  of  Cornwall  and  Devon,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Acland,  Sir  John  St. 
Aubyn.  Mr.  Courtney,  Viscount  Ebrington, 
Mr.  Bickford-Smith,  and  Mr.  Seale-Hayne. 
Bi)lpr€9eiUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

STANNABIE8    ACT    (1869)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Acland,  Bill  to  amend 
**  The  Stannaries  Act,  1869,"  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought 
m  by  Mr.  Acland,  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr. 
Courtney,  Viscount  Ebrington.  Mr.  Bickford- 
Smith,  and  Mr.  h^eale-Hayne. 
BiW preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday^  2nd  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblect  Committee  —  PubKc 
Petitions,  Mr.  Alderman  John  O'Connor 
added. 

Public  Bills — Reaolution  in  Committee — Ordered 
— Firtt  Seadifig-^CnBiomB  Law  Amendment* 
ri66]. 

Ordered — First  Beadittff ^Hating  of  Machinery  • 
[148];  Income  Tax  Administration  Amend- 
ment •  [149] ;  Registration  of  Voters  •  [150] ; 
Deep  Sea  Oysters  •  f  161];  Qreenwich  Markets 
Act  (1849)  Amendment  •  [162];  Licensed 
Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scotland)  •  [153] ; 
Distress  for  Rent  •  [154]. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECU. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [fIFTH  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resumlDg  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] 
— [See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C088HAM  (Bnstol) 
said,  he  would  confine  the  observations 
he  had  to  make  on  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  to  two  or  three  points  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  b^  of  special  import- 


ance. He  was  much  delighted  that  the 
first  reference  in  that  Speech  was  to  that 
most  important  of  all  questions — the 
Eastern  Question.  The  country  was 
much  indebted  to  the  late  Lord  Derby 
for  many  excellent  things  he  had  said  ; 
but  he  never  made  a  more  wise  or  im- 
portant statement  than  when  he  said 
that  '*  peace  was  the  great  interest  of 
this  country."  Our  commerce,  trade, 
industry,  and  prosperity  so  much  de- 
pended on  peace  that  not  only  its  actual 
disturbance,  but  even  rumours  of  war, 
had  a  most  injurious  effect  on  the 
interests  of  the  country  all  over  the 
world.  The  statesmanship  of  Europe 
had  hitherto  signally  failed  in  devising 
some  better  plan  of  settliug  national 
differences  than  by  the  arbitrament  of 
the  sword.  His  own  belief  was  that 
England  would  be  wise  if  she  set  the 
example  of  adopting  a  more  civilized 
policy.  We  were  great  and  powerful 
enough  not  to  be  accused  of  weakness 
if  we  set  an  example  of  peace  to  the 
world.  The  time  had  come  when  we 
might  retrace  our  steps  in  respect  to  the 
existing  enormous  expenditure,  and 
when  we  might  seek  to  appreciably  lessen 
the  burdens  of  the  people  by  foUowing 
a  policy  of  non-intervention  abroad. 
Therefore,  although  he  had  not  always 
admired  the  actions  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Padding^n 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  whose 
course  had  been  on  many  occasions 
somewhat  erratic,  yet  he  was  bound  to 
say  he  felt  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  practical  view  he  had  taken  of 
this  great  question,  and  he  knew  of  no 
direction  in  which  the  noble  Lord  could 
render  greater  or  more  distinguished 
service  to  his  country  than  by  helping  to 
lead  the  House  and  the  nation  into  that 

Eeacef  ul  and  economical  policy  of  which 
e  had  spoken  with  so  much  eloquence. 
But  there  were  one  or  two  other  things 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  do  before 
the  Expenditure  of  the  country  could  be 
reduced.  In  the  first  place,  the  sooner 
we  cleared  out  of  Egypt  the  better,  for 
our  presence  there  was  of  no  advantage 
to  the  Egyptian  people.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  we  were  there  rather  in  the 
interests  of  the  bondholders  than  of  the 
people.  Then  he  wished  to  ston  all 
further  increase  of  territory  by  England. 
There  was  nothing  more  dangerous  to  a 
country  than  to  be  continually  increastnn^ 
its  territory.      Extent  of  territr*ry  did 


485 


Majesty^ B  Most 


{Feoruary  2,  1887}  Gracious  Speech.  486 


not  mako  a  nation  great  and  prosperous. 
If  it  were  so,  then  Russia  would  be  the 
greatest  and  most  prosperous  country  in 
the  world.  In  the  enduring  greataess 
of  a  nation  the  contentmenti  happiness, 
and  prosperity  of  the  people  were  far 
more  potent  factors  than  wide-stretching 
frontiers.  By  tJie  extension  of  territory 
we  increased  the  danger  of  being  drawn 
into  contention  with  our  neighbours, 
which  a  steady  course  of  conciliation  and 
non-aggression  would  avoid.  Next,  he 
was  anxious  that  the  fullest  power  of 
self-government  should  be  given  to  all 
parts  of  our  Colonial  Empire,  because 
this  again  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
burdens  of  the  people  and  of  Parliament 
at  home.  He  would  grant  Home  Bule 
to  all  our  Colonies,  and  on  this  point, 
therefore,  he  looked  upon  the  question 
of  Home  Bule  as  having  a  much  wider 
and  more  important  application  than  to 
Ireland  alone.  Self-government  must 
become  the  rule  in  the  future,  lessening 
the  labour  of  Parliament  and  the  Home 
Government,  together  with  the  burden 
on  the  taxpayers  of  Great  Britain.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  continue  the 
existing  rate  of  taxation  in  time  of 
peace.  To  have  an  income  tax  of  8(/. 
in  the  pound  in  time  of  peace  and  with  no 
prospect  of  war  wasun  j  ustifiable  and  dan- 
gerous. If  the  public  expenditure  was  to 
be  lessened  in  a  practical  way,  there 
were  several  things  they  must  do  as 
soon  as  possible.  They  must  cut  down 
the  pension  list,  and  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  would  secure 
attention  to  that  matter.  They  must 
stop  the  waste  which  it  was  admitted 
was  going  on  in  connection  with  the 
Public  Establishments,  which,  on  the 
testimony  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  was  something  fearful ;  and 
the  Services  must  be  reduced.  At  public 
dinners,  and  on  other  occasions,  they 
frequently  heard  of  the  value  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  he  thought  prac- 
tical effect  might  be  given  with  advan- 
tage to  those  statements  by  reducing  the 
permanent  military  forces  and  relying 
more  on  the  Volunteers.  He  contended, 
further,  that  the  time  was  opportune  for 
trying  to  reduce  the  public  burdens.  It 
was  a  great  advantage  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
had  taken  up  the  subject  of  economy  so 
eamestlv  as  he  had  done.  Counsel  in 
favour  of  retrenchment  had  not,  in  times 
past,  emanated  from  the  Tory  Benches. 


A  research  into  ancient  history,  a  refer* 
ence  to  the  days  of  Sir  Bobert  Peel, 
must  be  made  to  find  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  was  ready  to  confess  that  the 
Liberal  Partv  had  not  been  as  true  to 
their  traditions  during  many  years  past 
as  they  ought  to  have  been  in  connection 
with  economy  in  the  public  expenditure; 
but  he  was  also  bound  to  say  that  though 
Ihey  were  forgetful  of  their  duty  they 
were  not  reminded  of  it  by  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  Now,  however,  with  the 
support  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  hoped  that 
a  new  spirit  was  coming  over  hon.  Mem- 
hers  opposite  in  this  matter — that  being 
now  in  touch  with  the  democracy  they 
would  feel,  in  common  with  the  Liberal 
Party,  the  necessity  of  lessening  the  pre- 
sent expenditure.  If  so,  he  should  an- 
ticipate great  results  from  the  united 
efforts  that  would  be  made ;  and  in  the 
present  state  of  trade  and  agriculture 
economy  was  most  desirable  and  neces- 
sary. He  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  trade  and  agriculture  whe- 
ther the  time  was  not  most  opportune 
for  trying  to  reduce  the  national  bur- 
dens, and  whether  we  should  not  carry 
into  public  affairs  those  maxims  of  thrift 
and  economy  we  inculcated  in  all  our 
social  relations?  Another  reason  why 
economy  should  be  rigidly  practised  was 
that  hon.  Members  must  bear  in  mind 
that  if  further  taxation  had  to  be  raised 
in  the  future  the  burden  would  have  to 
be  placed  on  property,  and  not  on  the 
industry  and  necessities  of  the  people. 
With  the  present  suffering,  the  great 
masses  of  the  people  could  not  be  further 
burdened.  If  you  tax  their  food,  of  any 
kind,  you  will  have  the  democracy  down 
on  you  with  sledge  hammer.  Additional 
burdens  must  fall  on  property;  there- 
fore he  asked  those  who  were  interested 
in  property  to  join  in  this  important 
work  of  economy,  which  he  hoped  to  see 
very  shortly  taken  earnestly  in  hand  by 
Parliament.  With  regard  to  Ireland, 
he  was  glad  to  learn  from  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  that  crime  was  decreasing  in 
that  country ;  but,  in  presence  of  that 
fact,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  under- 
stand why  the  House  should  be  asked  by 
the  Government  to  strengthen  the  law 
for  the  punishment  of  crime.  Surely 
the  reduction  of  crime  was  not  an  argu- 
ment for  obtaining  increased  power;  and 
they  had  a  right  to  ask  the  Government 
to  spare  them  the  hateful  task  of  having 
to  impose  fresh  burdens  on  Ireland  at  a 
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time  when  they  were  told  that  the  Irish 
people  were  more  law-abiding  and  less 
criminal  than  they  had  ever  been.    All 
the  experience  of  the  past  had  shown 
that   severe  repressive   legislation  had 
tended  to  the  increase  of  crime,  and  he 
ventured  to  believe  that  ifc  would  have 
the  same  effect  now.      Therefore,   he 
begged  the  Government  to  take  heed 
beu)re  entering  upon  a  course  which  had 
been  fatal  to  every  Government  which 
had  tried  it.    They  were  told  that  they 
must  maintain  the  law  ;  but  he  wanted  to 
know  first  whether  the  law  was  wise,  whe- 
ther it  was  adapted  to  the  people  called 
upon  to  obey  it,  and  whether  it  was  just, 
because  the  most  dangerous  and  disinteg- 
rating policy  which  could  be  pursued  was 
a  policy  of  injustice.  Therefore,  while  he 
admitted  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
law  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  it 
was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  see  that 
the  law  could  be  maintained  with  justice 
and  a  safe  conscience.     The  result  of 
their  discussions  had  been  to  clear  up 
certain  points — first  of  all,  that  past  Go- 
vernments  had  made  great  mistakes. 
When  ho  saw  in  Ireland  a  declining 
population,  a  starving  people,  great  op- 
position to  the  law,  he  could  not  but 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  these  were 
not  foundations  upon  which  to  build  a 
future  of  contentment  and  prosperity. 
This  country  was  greatly  responsible  for 
the  condition  of  Ireland  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  the  House  to  be  calm,  forbear- 
ing, and  sympathetic  in  dealing  with  it. 
Our  past  policy  had  destroyed  the  trade  of 
Ireland,  and  made  that  country  to  depend 
wholly  upon  ajrriculture.     If  the  same 
was   done  to  England,    her  condition 
would  be  much  the  same  as  that  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  England  had  trade  and  com- 
merce to  fall  back  upon.     With  regard 
to  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,   he  ventured  to  lay  down  this 
principle  for  the  guidance  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite — that  rents  must  bear  a 
fair  proportion  to  what  the  land  would 
yield.     Any  other  principle  would  lead 
to  friction,  and  it  was  the  forgetfulness 
of  that  principle  which  had  led  to  all  our 
troubles  in  the  past.     It  was  said  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1 88 1  was  a  failure.   Ho 
would  admit  there  were    certain  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  which  had  failed. 
One  great  failure  was  the  fixing  of  15 
years  during  which  a  certain  rent  was 
to  be  paid.    What  was  perfectly  fair 
and  just  five  or  six  years  ago  would  not 
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be  so  now.    If  we  were  to  persevere  in 
compelling  the  tenants  to  pay  an  utterly 
impossible  rent  we  could  not  hope  for 
peace.    He  would,  therefore,  appeal  to 
the  generosity  and  sense  of  justice  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  ask  them 
to  remember  how  great  had  been  the 
decline  of  agriculture  for  the  last  four 
or  five  years.     If  rents  in  England  had 
gone  down  40  and  50  per  cent,  how 
could  they  maintain  that  rents  in  Ireland 
should  not    be    re-adjusted?    Circum- 
stances would  beat  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
would  beat  the    Government    in    this 
matter.    This  Land  Question,  therefore, 
must  be  dealt  with.  We  could  not  stand 
still.    He  believed  the  late  land  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
was  by  far  the  most  liberal  and  generous 
ever  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  there 
was  no  chance  of  such    terms   being 
offered  again.     The  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  less 
liberal  to  the  landlords,  and  would  be 
less  onerous  to  this  country.    Whoever 
solved  the  problem  would  confer  the 
greatest  benefit  upon  Ireland.  He  hoped 
that  this  solution  would  be  arrived  at  in 
Q'  way  just  to  all  parties,  and  permanent 
in  its  effect;  but  a  full  solution  there 
would  never  be  until  we  gave  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland  in  some  shape  or  other. 
It  must  come,  and  was  so  natural  a 
desire  in  a  civilized  people  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  suppressed.    For  one  people 
to  be  willing  to  be  governed  by  another 
showed  a  low  state  of  civilization.  Every 
extension  of  self-government  had  tended 
to  solidify  and  unite  a  people.  Our  Em- 
pire was  stronger  now,  when  5,000,000 
had  a  voice  in  the  Government,  than 
when  the  electorate  was  restricted  to 
500,000.    Our  Colonial  Gtivemment  had 
been  strengthened  by  giving  the  Co- 
lonies Home  Hule.    He   remembered 
the  warm  discussions  40  years  ago  on 
the  subject  of  Home  Rule  for  Canada. 
The  Party  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
were  as  positive  then  as  they  were  now, 
and  if  their  policy  had  prevailed  Canada 
would  now  be  a  part  of  the  United  States, 
whereas — and  he  spoke  from  experience 
— there  were  no  people  in  the  Empire 
more  loyal  than  our  Canadian  fellow- 
subjects.      State    Government   in    the 
United  States  was  the  salvation  of  that 
(ountry.      The    States    had    got   just 
enough  of   Federal   law   to  bind  the 
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units  into  a  whole,  and  the  only  way  to 
bind  the  units  of  this  country  to  tho 
Central  Government  was  to  give  Home 
Hule  to  every  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  They  were  called  Separa- 
tists. So  far  as  his  knowledge  went, 
there  was  not  a  Gentleman  in  that 
House  who  wanted  separation.  There 
were  two  kinds  of  union,  the  union  of 
the  man  handcuffed  to  the  policeman — 
that  was  oar  union  with  Ireland— or 
the  union  in  which  the  hearts  of  the 
Irish  people  would  be  united  to  us.  He 
believed  Home  Hule  would  lead  to 
greater  union,  and  therefore  he  claimed 
that  those  who  supported  were  better 
Unionists  than  those  who  opposed  it. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  appeared  to  be 
of  opinion  that  the  policy  of  standing 
still  was  the  right  one.  For  his  part, 
he  wanted  not  ouly  union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  but  union  between  the 
Liberal  Party.  In  endeavouring  to  ob- 
tain that  union  he  did  not  desire  to 
sacrifice  principle,  but  he  wished  to  give 
self-government  to  the  Irish  people, 
which  he  believed  would  increase  the 
stability  of  the  Throne,  strengthen  the 
rights  of  property,  and  benefit  the  whole 
community.  He  denied'  that  those  who 
thought  with  him  were  not  anxious  for 
the  glory  of  the  Empire ;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  did  not  think  that  the  rights 
of  property  should  be  allowed  to  over- 
shadow the  rights  of  humanity.  He 
desired  to  recognize  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty as  far  as  they  were  consistent 
with  the  rights  of  humanity.  No  policy 
that  was  unjust  to  a  great  country  like 
Ireland  could  stand.  He  read  in  The 
Daily  News  of  an  estate  which,  20 
years  ago,  was  rented  at  7«.,  and  had 
risen  to  20«.  an  acre,  solely  owing  to 
the  tenant's  improvement,  the  landlord 
having  done  nothing  whatever  for  the 
land.  In  enforcing  justice  in  Ireland 
they  should  take  care  that  they  did  not 
merely  do  justice  to  the  landlords.  At 
present  Irishmen  knew  little  of  English 
law,  except  that  it  oppressed  them. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  referred  to 
the  contentment  with  which  Scotland 
bad  accepted  union  with  England ;  but 
it  must  be  recollected  that  Scotland  had 
entered  voluntarily  into  that  union,  and 
had  not,  like  Ireland,  been  forced  into 
it  at  the  point  of  the  sword.  In  his 
opinion,  the  English  taxpayers  would 
very  shortly  become  weary  of  spending 
their  money  in  coercing  the  Irish.    He 


should  like  to  see  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land placed  upon  tho  same  footing  as 
ordinary  creditors.  Let  them  approach 
this  question,  not  in  the  interests  of 
Party,  but  in  a  spirit  which  would  ren- 
der the  Jubilee  of  Her  Majesty's  glorious 
reign  memorable  in  the  future  as  the  year 
when  the  problem  was  solved,  and  the 
foundation  laid  of  a  sincere  and  abiding 
union  between  England  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
said,  he  was  glad  to  see  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  that  this  country  remained  on 
friendly  relations  with  all  foreign  Powers ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  ask  the  House 
whether,  if  they  adopted  the  policy  ad- 
vocated of  retrenchment,  there  would  be 
a  greater  chance  of  peace?  History 
showed  that  a  policy  of  peace  led  to 
war,  and  he  would  refer  to  the  Crimean 
War  in  confirmation  of  that  view.  That 
war  would  never  have  occurred  had 
there  been  a  firm  and  continuous  policy 
in  this  country,  and  they  would  not  have 
had  so  much  trouble  in  Egypt  and  the 
Soudan  had  the  late  Government  been 
more  firm.  He  ventured  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  Conservative  Party  de- 
plored warlike  operations,  and  he 
thought  that  the  present  Government 
had  shown  that  they  were  anxious  to 
maintain  peace— at  any  rate,  they  had 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  increased 
armaments  of  Germany  and  France;  and 
as  to  Bulgaria,  the  present  Government 
would  act  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  in  preserving 
peace,  and  would  do  nothing  which 
would  not  be  necessary  to  uphold  the 
honour,  dignity,  and  interests  of  this 
country.  He  ventured  to  think,  looking 
at  present  circumstances,  that  war  would 
be  avoided.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  ChurchiD) 
desired  to  have  control  not  only  over  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Army  and  Navy  De- 
partments, but  also  over  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government.  It  was  re- 
markable that  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
been  able  to  place  his  finger  upon  any 
particular  item  of  expenditure  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  reduced.  He  (Mr. 
Webster)  yielded  to  no  one  in  his  desire 
for  economy :  but  when  it  was  spasmodic 
and  ill-considered,  it  was  not  true  eco- 
nomy, and  led  only  to  increased  expen- 
diture. The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  ask 
the  question,  in  his  own  mind,  whether 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  go  behind  our 
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plip^lited  word  to  our  Colonists ;  and,  as 
the  Crown  Colonies  were  not  represented 
in  this  House,  lie  probably  thought  not 
very  much  would  be  heard  about  it. 
What  were  the  facts?  Lord  Carnarvon *8 
Commission  entered  into  nepjotiations 
with  the  various  Colonics  with  regard 
to  our  coaling  stations,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  they  promised  to  carry 
out  certain  works,  and  would  construct 
the  fortifications  if  we  would  send  the 
fTuns  to  arm  them.  Accordingly »  Hong 
Kong,  Singapore,  Mauritius,  and  other 
{>laces  had  performed  their  part  of  the 
contract,  and  had  constructed  these 
works  ;  but,  so  far  from  carrying  out  our 
part  of  the  bargain,  we  had  not  sent  a 
single  gun  to  one  British  Colonj'.  We 
were,  therefore,  bound  in  honour  to 
fulfil  our  part  of  it.  To  break  faith 
with  our  Colonies  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  a  most  stupid  and  most  wicked  piece 
of  economy,  and  would  do  a  vast  injury 
to  our  trade  and  commerce.  He  trusted 
the  day  would  never  come  when  Colonial 
questions  would  be  made  the  battledore 
and  shuttlecock  of  Parties  in  that 
House.  With  regard  to  Ireland,  he 
ventured  to  hope  that  the  Government 
would  pursue  a  firm  and  consistent 
policy  in  that  country,  and  that  brighter 
days  might  ere  long  dawn  on  that  land. 

Mr.  8.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  follow  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Webster),  which  was  so  full  of 
Jingo  sentiment.  He  proposed  to  con- 
fine his  attention  to  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land, whose  industrial,  political,  and 
social  condition  was  the  main  cause  of 
our  own  political  divisions  and  difficul- 
ties. It  was  a  matter  of  great  regret 
that  60  many  of  the  speeches  of  new 
and  young  Members  of  the  House, 
sitting  especially  on  the  opposite  side, 
had  been  marked  with  so  much  bitter- 
ness and  animositv  towards  the  Irish 
people.  Some  of  those  speeches  might  be 
characterized  as  a  mixture  of  brimstone 
and  treacle ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  some 
of  them  were  undoubtedly  mere  undiluted 
and  unadulterated  brimstone,  sword,  fire, 
and  vengeance.  In  that  category  he  must 
class  the  speech  delivered  on  Tuesday 
night  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Fulton),  in  which 
there  was  not  one  expression  of  generous 
83rmpathy  for  the  Irish  people,  or  the 
slightest  regard  to  the  national  aspira- 
tions of  the  people.     Speeches  of  that 
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character  must  only  increase  the  exist- 
ing difficulty.     A  speech  of  a  different 
character,   containing  a   good    deal   of 
brimstone,   but    also   an   admixture   of 
treacle,  had  been  delivered  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel   Saunderson).     The  hon.   and 
gallant  Member  took  a  different  view 
from  that  presented  on  Tuesday  night 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (General  Hamley),  whose 
ponderous  speech,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
was  characterized  by  much  bitterness. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  had  admitted  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  had   laid   the  foundation 
for  a   solution  of  the  Irish  Question; 
whereas  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  had  spoken  as  if  the 
acts  of  the  late  Government  had  been 
the  cause  of  the  troubles  both  present 
and  future  of  the  Sister  Island.     The 
hon.   and    gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  desired  to  see  a  settlement  of 
the  Irish  Land  Question  on  the  basis  of 
the  Irish  landlords  being  bought  oat. 
But  first  they  must  see  that  the  bargain 
between  the  landlords  and  the  occupiers 
of  Ireland  should  be  a  fair  one.     That 
must  be  done  by  an  Irish  Legislative 
Assembly  in  Dublin — not  four  or  five  Pro- 
vincial Assemblies,  but  one  Assembly, 
embodying  the  aspirations  of  the  people, 
composed  largely  of  the  young  enthusi- 
astic men  of  the  National  Party,  modi- 
fied by  an  infusion  of  men  from  the 
North  of  Ireland — men  engaged  in  com- 
merce in  Belfast  and  elsewhere,   and 
men  representing  the  landlords,  like  the 
hon.   and    gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  himself.     Let  them  find  out  the 
real  value  of  the  land  in  Consols  or  other 
securities,  and  then  they  might  expect 
a  settlement  of  this  question.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
had  said  that  it  was  a  matter  of  para- 
mount importance  that  Ireland  should 
be  happy  and  contented,  and  that  the 
way  to  effect  this  object  was  to  make 
the  tenants  owners  of  their  holdings. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  then  said 
that  the  final  solution  could  only  come 
from  the  Irish  people  themselves.    The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  speech  was^ 
therefore,   a  Home  Bale  speech.    Ha 
was  delighted  to  see  one  who  was  so 
identified  with  the  Protestantism  of  the 
North  of  Ireland  thus  going  back  to  the 
old  and  better  traditions  of  the  Irish 
Protestants,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
recently  pointed  out  that  before   1800 
the  Protestants  were  the  most  zealous 
assertors  of  National  principles;    and 
not  until  the  legitimate  claims  of  the 
people  were  satisfied  could   we  expect 
peace,  happiness,   and  contentment  in 
Ireland.     He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace) in  his  logical  analysis  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  which  was  a  matter  Buh 
judieBf  further  than  to  observe  that  logic 
and  moral  right  were  not  always  coinci- 
dent.    It  might  not  be  logically  defen- 
sive on  the  grounds  of  legality;    but 
there  might  be  other  arguments  used  in 
defence  of   those    who  had    identified 
themselves  with  this  Plan.     Supposing 
there  was  a  family  in  distress,  or  had 
lost  its  bread-winner,  and  he  happened 
to  be  in  the  house  visiting  the  poor 
people  when  a  tradesman  came  in  and 
demanded  his  pound  of  flesh,  fearful 
lest  others  might  get  in  before  him  to 
seize  the  goods  of  these  poor  people,  he 
thought  he  would  be  justified  in  taking 
that  man  by  the  throat  and  turning  him 
downstairs.      He   might  be  arraigned 
before  a  Court  of  Law,  and  the  matter 
submitted  to  a  jury;    but  he  thought 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  get 
off  with  a  farthing  damages,  if  he  were 
not  acquitted  on  the  plea  of  humanity. 
The  House,  he  thought,  took  a  wrong  view 
in  fixing  tenancies  under  the  Land  Act 
at  the  long  period  of  15  years.     Neither 
landlord  nor  tenant  was  a  party  to  that 
settlement,  and  they  would  do  well  in 
many  cases  to  revise  it  by  agreement 
with  each  other.     Mention  bad  been 
made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of  the  ques- 
tion of  tithes,  and  the  only  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  referred  to  the  matter, 
the  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr,  Gray),  said 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  re-open 
the  whole  question,  and  would  not  allow 
tithes  to  be  made  use  of  for  any  other 
purpose  than  that  which  the  original 
donors  intended.     He  only  wished  to 
point  out  that  there  were  no  original 
donors   at   all.     The  tithes  were    not 
really  gifts ;    they  were  exactions ;   and 
the  recommendation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber simply  meant  that  in  clearing  out 
a  foul  well,  they  were  not  to  probe  it  to 
the  bottom,  but  simply  to  skim  the  sur- 
face.    He  hoped  the  Government  would 
take  no  such  course  as  that,  but  would 
thoroughly  go  into  the  matter ;  and  he 
commended  the  subject  to  the  considera- 


tion of  his  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth),  knowing  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  not  rest  contentedly 
until  the  matter  was  thoroughly  dealt 
with. 

Colonel  HAMBEO  (Dorset,  S.)  said, 
that  a  perusal  of  the  recent    debates 
would    lead    the    reader    to    conclude 
that  there  was  only  one  subject  which 
Parliament  was  assembled  to  consider — 
namely,    Ireland ;     and  the  discussion 
had  been  to  a  large  extent  concerned 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions.  That  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign   had  been    pronounced  by    the 
highest  legal  authority  to  be  an  illegal 
combination,  and  he  thought  they  were 
rather  flogging  a  dead  horse.     [  Crm  of 
**  No,  no  !  "]    Well,  if  the  law  was  not 
strong  enough  to  reach  it,  the  sooner  it 
was  amended  the  better.   .In  the  Glen- 
beigh evictions  great  consideration  had 
been  shown  by  the  landlords ;   but  they 
were  eagerly  seized  upon  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  were  anxious  that  the  Irish 
Questioli  should  not  be  settled,  but  kept 
an  open  wound.     Although,  as  an  Eng- 
lish Member,  he  did  not  feel  qualified 
to  suggest  a  solution  of  the  Irish  pro- 
blem, in  his  view  the  probable  real  solu- 
tion of  that  question  would  be  to  give 
the    tenants    a  greater  proprietary  in- 
terest in  the  soil.    But,  when  that  was 
done,  every  tenant  should  have  full  com- 
pensation for  the   expenditure  on  im- 
provements he  had  eflected  when  he  was 
evicted  from  his  holding.  At  any  rate,  he 
hoped  the  whole  of  the  Session  would  not 
be  devoted  to  Irish  subjects.  There  were, 
however,    other  subjects  than    Ireland 
referred  to  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.    With  regard  to  local  self- 
government  for  England  and  Scotland, 
he  would  like  to  see  a  termination  to 
the  controversy  which  had  been  *'  hung 
up  "  so  long.    He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment woujd  deal  with  the  subject  in  a 
thorough  and  comprehensive   manner. 
He  was  glad  also  that  measures  were 
promised  to  facilitate  and  cheapen  the 
transfer  of  land,  and  to  encourage  the 
extension    of    allotments.      The    last 
Liberal  Government  had  increased  the 
difficulties  of  land  transfer  by  doubling 
the  fees   of  the    Court    of   Chancery. 
With  regard  to  allotments,  in  his  own 
part  of  the  country  no  legislation  was 
needed  to  facilitate  the  allotment  sys- 
tem,  which  was  in  full  operation  by 
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voluntary  effort.       Ue  was  of  opinion 
that  on  some  estates  no  Bill  was  neces- 
sary to  carry  into  effect  the  objects  con- 
templated, though  he  believed  that  in 
some  parts  it  was  desirable  that  legis- 
lation phbuld  be  passed  for  the  purpose. 
He  was  sure  that  the  sale  of  glebe  lands, 
which  had  attracted  the  notice  of  the 
Qovemment,  would  do  much  to  increase 
allotments,  especially   as    glebe    lands 
wore  often  very  favourably  placed  for 
the  purpose.    He  was  sure  the  country 
would  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  Govern- 
ment   intended    to  practise    economy; 
but  there  was  no  desire  that  economy 
should  be  attained  by  the  sacrifice  of  the 
thorough  efficiency  of  the  two  Services. 
Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  said,  as  one 
of  the  five  Irish  Members  who  were 
being  prosecuted  for  having  advocated 
and  promoted  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and,  as  one  who,  by  the  means  of  a  well 
and  carefully  packed  jury,  might  pro- 
bably be  sent  to  prison  within  the  next 
10  days,  he  would  ask  the  House  to  per- 
mit him  to  explain  and  defend,  as  far  as 
his  capacity  allowed  him,  his  connection 
with  the  agrarian  movement  in  Ireland 
within  the  last  three  or  four  months. 
With  almost  every  phase  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  since  its  initiation  ho  had  a 
close  association  ;  and  he  desired  to  say 
that  he  was  neither  ashamed  of    his 
action,  nor  afraid   to  face  the   conse- 
quences of  what  he  had  done.     He  was 
not  ashamed  for  three  reasons :  in  the 
first  place,  because  he  was  not  inclined 
to  accept  those  who  condemned  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  as  authorities  on  the  moral 
law ;  in  the  second  place,  because  he  had 
higher  authorities,  whom  he  reverenced, 
who  said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaiprn 
was  perfectly  moral,   and,    under    the 
circumstances    of   the    hour,    perfectly 
legitimate  and  justifiable ;  and,  in  the  i 
third  place,  because  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  proved  abundantly  efficacious 
in  bringing  unjust  landlords  to  their 
knees,  in  having  saved  many  pounds  to 
many  tenants  in  Ireland,  and  because  it 
had  saved  many  tenants  from  eviction  in 
Ireland  during  the  past  winter.     On 
Mondayeveninghe  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
who  had  a  brother  in  another  branch  of 
the  Legislature,   and  the    noble  Lord 
declared  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
hopelessly  immoral.    It  did  not  lie  in 
the  mouth  of  the  noble  Lord  to  taunt 
the  Irish  people  with  immorality.     The 
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moral  lives  of  John  Dillon  and  William 
O'Brien  were  as  clean  and  pure  as  the 
life  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  cleaner  and 
purer  than  the  lives  of  many  of  those 
who  were  associated  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  politics  or  by  consanguinity.     It  was 
not  for  those  who  lived  in  the  glass  house 
of  Marlborough  to  throw  stones  on  the 
ground  of  immorality.     Then  the  Prime 
Minister  had  spoken  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign as  organized  embezzlement.     He 
had  only  to  say  in  reply  to  this  that  there 
was  a  very  interesting  and  very  instruc- 
tive work  published  at  the  small  price  of 
1«.    It  was  entitled  Our  Old  Nobility y 
and,  in  the  fourteenth  chapter  of  that 
work,  there  was  an  historical  sketch  o! 
the  house  of  Cecil  which  he  would  com- 
mend to  the  Members  of  the  House  and 
the  outside  public,  and  then  ask  their 
verdict  as  to  who  should  carry  off  the 
palm  for  organized  embezzlement — the 
noble  house  of   Cecil,  or  the  plebeian 
Plan   of    Campaign.      The  right  hon. 
Member    for  West    Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  who  had  been  described 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  as  a  ** crutch" 
to  the  Tory  Party,  had  also  denounced 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.    It  was  amu- 
sing to  hear  such  declaration  from  the 
author  of  the  doctrine  of  ''ransom"; 
who  had  been  compared  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  Jack  Cade,  and  who  was 
looked  upon  by  his  newly- found  friends 
on  the  Tory  Benches,  only  a  little  time 
ago,  as  the  arch-apostle  of  spoliation. 
He  and  his  friends  were  convinced  of 
the  usefulness  and  the  morality  of  the 
Plan    of    Campaign,    which    was    an 
attack   upon    the    system   which    was 
responsible  for  all  the  miseries  of  the 
Irish  people ;    and   so    long    as    they 
knpw  that  it  had  the  approval  of  such 
ecclesiastics  as  Archbishop  Walsh,  of 
Dublin ;  so  long  as  they  knew  that,  in 
promoting  this  Plan  of  Campaign,  they 
could  have  standing  on  their  platforms 
by  their  side  the  priests  of  Ireland  ;  so 
long  would  they  bear  with  equanimity, 
and  regard  with  contempt,  the  censurea 
and  strictures  of  a  Tory  Party,  and  their 
crutches  in  that  House.    But,  if  he  was 
to  be  condemned  for  his  connection  with 
this  Plan  of  Campaign,  the  two  men 
who  were  responsible  for  his  eonnectioa 
with  it  were  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land.    If  he  were  a  criminal,  it  was 
those  two  men  who  induced  him  to  be- 
come a  criminal ;  if  he  were  a  conspirator, 
it  was  those  two  men  who  had  enticed 
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Lim  into  the  conspiracy.     The  man  wlio  i  would  have  to  defend  themselves  from 


was  primarily  responsible  for  his  connec- 
tion with. this  movement  was  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary made  a  speech  in  Bristol  on  No- 
vember 14,  and  he  then  used  the  now 
historic  phrase  that  the  Qovornment  had 
brought  what  further  pressure  they 
could,  acting  always  within  the  law,  to 
bear  upon  those  few  landlords  who 
would  not  follow  the  example  of  their 
more  generous  fellows;  and  he  added 
that  the  result  had  been  an  evident  im- 
provement in  the  state  of  Ireland.   Dur- 


behind  the  bars  of  a  penal  dock.  The 
three  speeches  which  he  was  prosecuted 
for  making,  and  for  delivering  which  he 
might  have  to  go  to  gaol  within  the  next 
10  days,  were  delivered,  one  at  Castle- 
rea,  on  the  5th  of  December,  one  at 
Ballaghadereen  on  the  10th  of  Decem- 
ber, and  one  at  Loughglynn  on  the  12th 
of  December.  They  were  delivered 
amid  the  silence  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  illegality  of  the  Plan,  and  he  de- 
sired to  say  that,  on  the  face  of  the  facts 
which  he  had  stated,  the  Government 


ing  the  last  six  weeks,  he  said,  outrages  (stood  condemned;  and,  with  a  knowledge 


had  diminished  by  half,  compared  with 
what  they  were  iu  the  previous  six  weeks. 
Outrages  had  diminished.  Why  ?  Be- 
oause  the  Gentlemen  who  occupied  posi- 
tions on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench, 
and  their  officials  in  Dublin  Castle,  had 
brought  what  pressure  they  could  to  bear 
upon  those  few  landlords  who  would  not 
make  concessions.  The  promoters  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  wanted  to  do  the  same. 
They  wanted  to  supplement  the  action 
of  the  Government,  and  assist  the  right 


of  these  facts  in  the  minds  of  the  English 
people,  he  was  satisfied  that  they  would 
not  tolerate  for  one  moment  that  John 
Dillon  or  William  O'Brien  should  be 
sent  to  prison  for  doing  what  they 
honestly  and  conscientiously  believed 
the  Government  of  England  was  also 
doing.  It  was  very  difficult  for  public 
men  in  Ireland  who  desired  to  relieve 
the  misery  of  their  kindred  to  know  what 
to  do.  If  the  people  were  driven  by  de- 
spair to  seek  the  fields  of  secret  organiza- 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to   tion,  to  lift  their  country  into  a  position 


bring  pressure  upon  those  Icmdlords  who 
would  not  give  reductions,  and  thereby 
to  lessen  still  further  the  number  of  out- 
rages, and  the  number  of  crimes.     The 
right  boo.  Gentleman,  on  Friday,  said 
that  the  word  **  pressure  "  was  unfortu- 
nate ;  but  they  interpreted  it  in  connec- 
tion with  other  facts — they  interpreted 
it  in  connection  with  the  action  of  Gene- 
ral Buller,  and  Captain  Plunkett,  and 
Captain  Moriarty,  and  of  Judge  Monroe 
in  Dublin,  and  Judge  Curran  in  Kerry. 
In  United  Ireland  of  December  4  there 
was  a  legal  opinion  published,  signed 
"Hugh    Holmes,    Attorney  General," 
which  was  written  in  answer  to  a  land- 
lord   who    suggested    that  the  money 
should  be  seized  and  taken   by  force. 
The    right   hon.  and   learned    Gentle- 
man replied  that  there  was  a  mode  by 
which  the  landlord  might  get  the  whole 
of  his  money;  but  that  it  was  not  a  matter 
for  the  Government,  and  that  he  did  not 
see  how  any  action  could  be  taken  by 
the  Executive.     He  and  his  Colleagues 
brought  pressure  to    bear    on    unjust 
landlords  with  more  effect    and    more 
satisfactory   results  than  any  that  the 
Government  could  show.      They  were 
trying  to  gain  the  same  end ;  but  while 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney 
General  could  shelter  themselves  behind 


the  bar  of  privilege,  he  and  his  Colleagues  preached  a  crusade  of  no  rent  in  Ireland. 

IFifth  NighL'\ 


of  prosperity  and  comfort,   they  wero 
hanged  or  sent  to  penal  servitude;  if 
the  leaders  of  the  people  advised  them 
to  abandon  these  paths,  and  to  come  to 
that  House,  and  if  they  asked  for  Buch  a 
petty  measure  as  was    submitted  last 
Session  by  his  hon.  Friend  and  Leader 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  it 
was   insolently    rejected    by    a    brute 
majority ;  if  they  adopted  the  plan  of 
going  as  public  men  upon  the  public 
platform,    where    the   police  reporters 
could    take    down     every    word     they 
uttered,  and  advised  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land to  follow  the  example  of  the  trade 
unions  of  England,  and  by  uniting  in 
combination  wring    some    justice  from 
the  landlords,  they  were  again  brought 
to  the  prison  dock,  and  the  men  who 
refused    them  the  very  small  conces- 
sion they  asked  last  Session  were  the 
men  to  stand  before  them  now  as  their 
accusers  in  Green  Street  Court  House  ; 
because  they  had  advised  the  tenants  to 
do  what  they  believed  to  be  perfectly 
legal,  and  what  they  believed  the  Go- 
vernment had  already  done — that  was, 
to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  unjust 
landlords.       What    was    their    crime? 
They  were  accused  by    the   hon.   and 
gallant    Member    for    North    Armagh 
(Colonel      Saunderson)    with     having 
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They  had  done  no  such  thing.  What 
they  had  done  in  Ireland  was  to  advise 
the  tenants,  on  those  estates  where  the 
landlords  refused  to  give  any  conces- 
sions at  all,  to  combine  for  their  own 
protection.  It  had  been  stated  by 
several  hon.  Members  on  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  Benches  that  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land had  acted  eenerously  and  in  a 
humane  way  during  the  past  winter, 
and  that  they  had  given  voluntary  re- 
ductions. Where  these  reductions  were 
given  voluntarily  by  the  landlords,  the 
tenants  had  met  them  at  once  generously 
and  handsomely ;  and  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  and  other  landlords  on  the  Go- 
vernment Benches  were  not  in  conflict 
with  their  tenants  was  a  proof  that  the 
Irish  Leadershad  notpreached  a  No  Kent 
crusade  in  Ireland.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  only  put  into  operation  in 
such  cases  as  those  of  Lord  Clanricarde 
and  Lord  Dillon.  Whether  the  Tory 
Party  believed  it  or  not  did  not  matter 
much,  but  the  truth  was  he  and  his  friends 
had  no  desire  to  prolong  the  ceaseless 
fight  between  the  tenants  and  landlords. 
They  had  no  desire  to  come  to  that 
House  from  their  own  country  to  carry 
on  a  perpetual  war  between  the  Irish 
people  and  England.  It  would  be  very 
much  better  for  young  men  like  himself 
and  many  of  his  Colleagues  if  they  could 
pay  attention  to  their  own  domestic 
affairs,  and  in  commercial  or  profes- 
sional circles  build  up  careers  for  them- 
selves. It  was  not  true  that  they  were 
paid  for  coming  there,  as  was  insult- 
ingly, and  frequently  offensively,  said 
by  the  other  side.  They  fought  with  all 
the  strength  of  their  nationality  and  their 
love  for  their  native  land  to  lift  Ireland 
up  from  her  present  enslaved  condition, 
and  put  her  in  a  position  that  they 
believed  would  tend  to  her  great  good 
in  the  future.  He  was  being  prose- 
cuted for  speeches  he  delivered  to  the 
tenants  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Dillon. 
Not  very  long  ago  the  rental  of  that 
estate  was  £5,000 ;  but,  owing  to  the 
ceaseless  industry  of  the  tenants,  it 
had  increased  to  £25,000.  Yet  the 
tenants  of  that  estate  never  saw  their 
landlord,  and  never  received  from  him 
one  single  penny  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  their  wretched  homes.  To-day 
there  was  standing  near  the  avenue 
leading  to  the  mansion  of  Lord  Dillon, 
at  Loughglynn,  a  village  of  hovels  that 
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would  simply  dis;(race  a  Zulu  kraal.   A 
Zulu  kraal  would  be  comfort  and  mag- 
nificence compared  with  the  village  of 
Loughglynn;  and,  as  Mr.  John  Dillon 
had  said,  no  English  Member,  be  he 
Tory  or  Radical,  could  look  upon  that 
village  and  not  go  back  to  the  House  of 
Commons  with  the  conviction  that  there 
must  be  something  bad  and  vicious  in 
the  system  that  could  bring  the  people 
to  such  a  low  ebb  of  poverty  and  allow 
such  a  village  to  exist.    Lord  Dillon 
was  asked  to  give  25  per  cent  reduction. 
He  had  been  all  over  the  estate,  and 
considered  that  that  was  a  perfectly  fair 
demand.     He  could  say,  defying  contra- 
diction,   that  not   20  per  cent  of  the 
tenants  could  pay  their  rents  from  the 
produce  of  the  soil.    The  other  80  per 
cent  of  the  tenants  paid  their  rents  from 
their  earnings  in  the  harvest  fields  of 
England;  but,  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  that  source  of  income  having^ 
failed  owing  to  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion which  prevailed,  the  tenants  were 
not  able  to  pay  their  full  rents,  and 
when  they  asked  for  the  moderate  re- 
duction of  25  per  cent  their  request  was 
insolently  refused.     Lord  Dillon,  so  the 
story  ran,  declared  that  he  would  rather 
go  into  the  workhouse  for  two  years 
than  g^ant  one  single  penny  of  abate- 
ment.   The  tenants  joined  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,   and    the  result  was   that, 
though  the  pressure  of  the  Government 
brought  by  the  Chief  Secretary  failed 
to  induce  Lord  Dillon  to  give  one  penny 
of   reduction  on   rents  that  were  not 
made  on  the  land  at  all,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  induced  Lord  Dillon  to  give 
20  per  cent  reduction,  pay  all  law  costs, 
and  reinstate  evicted  tenants.    To-daj 
the  receipts — if  he  might  use  the  phrase 
— given  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to 
the  tenants  of  Lord  Dillon  were  legal 
coin  of  the  recdm  in  the  rent  office  of 
Lord  Dillon ;  and  if  he  were  a  criminal 
for  advocating  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Lord  Dillon  was  also  a  criminal,  and 
standing  beside  him  and  his  Collesgnsa 
in  the  dock  when  they  were  brought  to 
trial  ought  to  be  Mr.  Maurice  Hnasey, 
agent  to  Lord  Dillon,  and  Lord  Dillos 
himself.     He  and  his  hon.  Colleagnss 
were  prosecuted  for  what  Lord  Dilloa 
acknowledged  to  be  a  perfectly  legal 
transaction ;   but  no  matter  what  ths 
consequences  to  them  might  be,   wlie- 
ther  they  were  in  a  prison  cell  or  ia 
that  House,  they  would  have  the 
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man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
recently  pointed  out  that  before   1800 
the  Protestants  were  the  most  zealous 
assertors   of  National  principles;    and 
not  until  the  legitimate  claims  of  the 
people  were  satisfied  could   we   expect 
peace,  happiness,    and  contentment  in 
Ireland.     He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace) in  his  logical  analysis  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  which  was  a  matter  euh 
judice,  further  than  to  observe  that  logic 
and  moral  right  were  not  always  coinci- 
dent.    It  might  not  be  logically  defen- 
sive on  the   grounds  of  legality;    but 
there  might  be  other  arguments  used  in 
defence  of   those    who  had    identified 
themselves  with  this  Plan.     Supposing 
there  was  a  family  in  distress,  or  had 
lost  its  bread-winner,  and  he  happened 
to  be  in  the  house  visiting  the  poor 
people  when  a  tradesman  came  in  and 
demanded  his  pound  of  flesh,  fearful 
lest  others  might  get  in  before  him  to 
seize  the  goods  of  these  poor  people,  he 
thought  he  would  be  justified  in  taking 
that  man  by  the  throat  and  turning  him 
downstairs.      He   might  be  arraigned 
before  a  Court  of  Law,  and  the  matter 
submitted  to  a  jury;    but  he  thought 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  get 
off  with  a  farthing  damages,  if  he  were 
not  acquitted  on  the  plea  of  humanity. 
The  House,  bethought,  took  a  wrong  view 
in  fixing  tenancies  under  the  Land  Act 
at  the  long  period  of  15  years.     Neither 
landlord  nor  tenant  was  a  party  to  that 
settlement,  and  they  would  do  well  in 
many  cases  to  revise  it  by  agreement 
with  each  other.     Mention   had  been 
made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of  the  ques- 
tion of  tithes,  and  the  only  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  referred  to  the  matter, 
the  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr.  Gray),  said 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  re-open 
the  whole  question,  and  would  not  allow 
tithes  to  be  made  use  of  for  any  other 
purpose  than  that  which  the  original 
donors  intended.     He  only  wished  to 
point  out  that  there  were  no  original 
donors   at   all.      The  tithes   were    not 
really  gifts ;    they  were  exactions ;   and 
the  recommendation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber simply  meant  that  in  clearing  out 
a  foul  well,  they  were  not  to  probe  it  to 
the  bottom,  but  simply  to  skim  the  sur- 
face.    He  hoped  the  Government  would 
take  no  such  course  as  that,  but  would 
thoroughly  go  into  the  matter ;  and  he 
commended  the  subject  to  the  considera- 


tion of  his  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  Bradford 
(Mr.  lUingworth),  knowing  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  not  rest  contentedly 
until  the  matter  was  thoroughly  dealt 
with. 

Colonel  HAMBRO  (Dorset,  8.)  said, 
that  a  perusal  of  the  recent    debates 
would    lead    the    reader    to    conclude 
that  there  was  only  one  subject  which 
Parliament  was  assembled  to  consider — 
namely,    Ireland ;    and  the  disouBsion 
had  been  to  a  large  extent  concerned 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign   and  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions.  That  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign   had   been    pronounced  by    the 
highest  legal  authority  to  be  an  illegal 
combination,  and  he  thought  they  were 
rather  flogging  a  dead  horse.     [  Criee  of 
*'  No,  no  !  "]    Well,  if  the  law  was  not 
strong  enough  to  reach  it,  the  sooner  it 
was  amended  the  better.   Jn  the  Glen- 
beigh evictions  great  consideration  had 
been  shown  by  the  landlords ;   but  they 
were  eagerly  seized  upon  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers  who  were  anxious  that  the  Irish 
Questioli  should  not  be  settled,  but  kept 
an  open  wound.     Although,  as  an  Eng- 
lish Member,  he  did  not  feel  qualified 
to  suggest  a  solution  of  the  Irish  pro- 
blem, in  his  view  the  probable  real  solu- 
tion of  that  question  would  be  to  give 
the    tenants    a  greater  proprietary  in- 
terest in  the  soil.    But,  when  that  was 
done,  every  tenant  should  have  fall  com- 
pensation for  the   expenditure  on  im- 
provements he  had  effected  when  he  was 
evicted  from  his  holding.  At  any  rate,  he 
hoped  the  whole  of  the  Session  would  not 
be  devoted  to  Irish  subjects.  There  were, 
however,    other  subjects  than    Ireland 
referred  to  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.     With  regard  to  local  self- 
government  for  England  and  Scotland, 
he  would  like  to  see  a  termination  to 
the  controversy  which  had  been  *'  hung 
up  ''  so  long.     He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  deal  with  the  subject  in  a 
thorough  and  comprehensive   manner. 
He  was  glad  also  that  measures  were 
promised  to  facilitate  and  cheapen  the 
transfer  of  land,  and  to  encourage  the 
extension    of    allotments.      The    last 
Liberal  Government  had  increased  the 
difficulties  of  land  transfer  by  doubling 
the  fees   of  the    Court    of   Chancery. 
With  regard  to  allotments,  in  his  own 
part  of  the  country  no  legislation  was 
needed  to  facilitate  the  allotment  sys- 
tem,  which  was  in  full  operation  by 
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the  misery  which  had  followed  oq  tho 
evictions    appealed  to  the  feelings  of 
hon.  Members  on   both  sides;  but  he 
hoped  before  they  allowed  their  com- 
passionate feelings  to  be  aroused — which 
might    be    entirely     misplaced  —  they 
would  examine  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances that  had  occurred,  in  order  to 
form  an  opinion  upon  whose  shoulders 
the  blame  for  these  evictions  must  be 
placed.     It  was  his  aim  to  prove  that 
they  were  to  be  attributed  to  the  action 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
expressed  his  opinion  that  the  evictions 
were  the  cause,  and  the  National  League 
and  the  Plan  of  Campaign  the  effect ; 
but  he  should  have  examined  the  facts 
of  the  case  before  he  arrived  at  such  a 
conclusion.  An  analysis  of  the  evictions 
that  took  place  in  the  first  six  months 
of  last  year  would  show  that  they  were 
not  very  harsh  or  very  numerous,  and 
that  they  could  not  have  entailed  any 
very  great  misery.      A  Parliamentary 
Paper  laid  upon  the  Table   when  the 
Tenants'    Belief  Bill  was    before   the 
House    last   Session    showed  that  the 
total    number  of  evictions  for  the  six 
months  ending  June  last  amounted  to 
2,007.     Those  evictions  had  been  inves- 
tigated, and  full    details    received    in 
1,233  cases.     In  the  first  place,  it  had 
been  found  that  15  per  cent  of  those 
evictions  took  place  in  houses  in  cities 
and  towns  ;  2 1  were  from  town  parks ; 
143   were    from  unoccupied  farms,   or 
farms  derelict.    That  would  leave,  out 
of  the  total  number  of  1,233   cases,  878 
evictions  to  be  accounted  for  from  agri- 
cultural holdings  that  were  in  the  occu- 
pation of  tenants.     Of  these,  118  were 
on  title — that  was,  the  persons  evicted 
were  trespassers,  and  had  no  right  to  be 
there.    That  left  760  cases  to  be  ac- 
counted for.     He  did  not  know  what 
the  law  was  when  those  evictions  took 
place ;  but  at  present  the  landlord  was 
bound,  under  a  penalty  of  £20,  to  give 
notice  to  the  Poor  Law  officials  of  the 
evictions,  in  order  that  they  might  pro- 
vide accommodation  for  the  evicted  per- 
sons.    Of  the  760  he  found  that  250  of 
the  tenants  so  evicted  were  immediately 
reinstated  as  tenants,   while  377  were 
reinstated  as  caretakers ;  so  that  out  of 
the  whole  number  of  1,233  cases  there 
were  only  117,  or  rather  less  than  10  per 
cent,  in  which  tenants  were  evicted  and 
not  re- admitted.    With  regard  to  the 
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sentimental  side  of  the  question,   ho 
would  draw  attention  to  the  following 
significant  fact: — If  public  opinion  had 
been  so  much  aroused  as  to  the  despe- 
rate state  of  the  Irish  tenants,  would 
they  not  have  expected  to  find  the  fund 
which  had  been  set  on  foot  to  relievo 
their  necessities  swelled  by  an  enormous 
amount  ?    But  the  sums  of  money  re- 
ceived   by    hon.    Gentlemen   opposite 
below  the  Gangway  showed  a  totally 
different  result.    For  the  general  pur- 
poses of  the  National  League,  during 
the  half-year  ending  December  31,  the 
National  League  received  £8,000 ;  for 
the  Parliamentary  Fund  they  received 
£43,000;   but  for  the  evicted  tenants 
they  only  received  £200.    It  appeared 
to  him  that  these  figures  were  conclnsive 
as  to  the  sentimental  feeling  of  the  pub- 
lic on  this  point.    It  was  impossible  to 
suppose  that  the  evicted  tenants'  fund 
would  have  amounted  to  so  small  a  sum 
if  their  condition  had  been  so  lament- 
able as  had  been  'represented  by  hon. 
Members  opposite.   He  would  recall  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the  fact,  that 
there  was  no  anticipation  in  the  early 
part  of  the  autumn  last  year  of  evic- 
tions.   They  could  not  be  expected  at 
that  time,  for  there  was  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  rent  would  not  be  paid, 
and  there  was  a  better  feeling  prevail- 
ing.   There  was  a  revival  of  secoritj 
and  trust  for  the  future,  and  a  fair  pros- 
pect of  peaceful  relations  in  the  autumn 
and  winter  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
That  was  the  exact  opposite  of  the  state 
of  things  predicted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  when  the 
Tenants'  Eelief   Bill  was    before    the 
House.      The  policy  of  the  National 
League,  on   the  other   hand,   received 
in  the    last    Session  a  defeat  in  this 
House.      Its  prestige  in  Ireland   had 
been   enormously  diminished,  and  the 
supplies  from  America  were  arriving  in 
diminished  volume.     It  was,  therefore, 
absolutely  necessary  for  its  Leaders  to 
revive  that  prestige,  and  to  jostifj  the 
policy  of  introducing  the  Kehef  Bill; 
and  on  that  account  it  was  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  introduced  to  the 
public  in  Ireland  the  Plan  of  Oampaign. 
it  was  introduced  with  a  good  deal  of 
mystery;  its  authorship  was  not  avowed ; 
but  at  length  the  hon.  Memher  for  P^ 
managh  (Mr.  W.  Kedmond)  revealed  to 
the  public  the  real  authors  of  the  Plan. 
He  said  — 
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**  It  was  the  mercy  of  God  that  put  into  the 
minds  of  Mr.  Billon  and  Mr.  O'Brien  this  Flan 
oi  Campaign.*' 

He  had  also  told  them  why  the  Plaa  was 
propounded,  and  he  (Mr.  Macartney) 
found  it  was  not  because  of  the  agricul- 
tural condition  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  hon.Member  to  quote  the  speech 
from  which  he  was  reading  more  fully. 

Mb.  macartney,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  reading  from  a  report  which 
appeared  in  United  Ireland  on  December 
1  ] ,  and,  no  more  of  the  speech  being 
reported  than  he  had  read,  he  could  not 
giTe  it.     The  hon.  Member,  according 
to  that  report,  told  his  hearers  that  it 
was  not  because  of  the  condition  of  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  that  the  Flan  was 
started,  but  because  the  English  people 
refused  to  give  any  concession  to  Ireland. 
The  Plan  of  Campaign  was  also  stated 
to  be  the  platform  of  national  independ- 
ence ;  and  Mr.  W.  0*Brien,  as  one  of 
its  authors,  had   declared  that  it  had 
been  started  for  the  purpose  of  freeing 
Ireland  from  landlordism  and  British 
rule,  which  were  spoken  of  as  the  two 
great  curses  of  the  country.      Ireland 
had  been  the  scene  of  much  agitation  in 
the  past ;  but  he  (Mr.  Macartney)  ven- 
tured to  assert  that  never  on  any  occa- 
sion had  an  agitation  been  forced  upon 
the  country  so  wantonly,  needlessly,  and 
cruelly  as  this  Plan.    He  would  refer 
the  House  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Monaghan(  Sir  Joseph 
H'Kenna)  the  other  night,  who  had  told 
them  that  nothing  approached  in  base- 
ness the  application  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign to  his  estate.    When  the  plan  of 
Campaign  had  first  been  brought  for- 
ward it  had  been  received  not  only  with 
indifference,  but  with  absolute  apathy. 
For  the  first  few  weeks  it  had  fallen 
completely  flat,  and  it  was  not  taken  up 
by  the  tenants  until  after  desperate  ex- 
ertions on  the  part  of   hon.   Members 
opposite,  who  promised    them  that  if 
they  joined  in  the  Campaign  they  would 
find  that  it  would  be  extremely  worth 
their  while.     At  the  Central  Branch  of 
the  National  League  in  Dublin,  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien,  speaking  of  the  period  at  which 
the   Plan  of  Campaign  had  first  been 
brought  before  the  country,  said  that  he 
feared  many  people  had  looked  upon  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  as  rather  a  forlorn 
and  wild  proposal.    It  was  then  neces- 
sary  to   put  the    country  through  its 


facings,  and  the  various  branches  of  the 
National  League  were  put  into  motion ; 
but  this  indifiPerence  to  the  work  of  their 
saviours  still  pervaded  the  tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  on  the  7th  of  November  last,  had 
been  obliged  to  confess  that  the  people 
of  many  districts,  while  pleased  to  read 
of  the  fights  of  tenants  elsewhere,  did 
not  like  to  fight  themselves,  and  that 
they  had  not  the  courage  to  do  so. 
That  opinion  had  been  corroborated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick's 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Murphy),  when 
he  had  spoken  of  the  '*  educational 
policy  "  going  on  rapidly.  What  was 
that  educational  policy  ?  It  had  been 
carried  on  upon  the  platforms  of  the 
National  League,  and  without  it  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  would  never  have  suc- 
ceeded, even  in  the  instances  where  it  had 
done  so.  Public  meetings  were  held,  and 
orders  given  to  the  agents  of  the  local 
branches  of  the  League.  Committee- 
men were  ordered  out,  and  sent  round 
the  country  to  see  all  the  tenants  on  the 
estate,  or  in  the  neighbourhood,  who  had 
not  paid,  and  these  tenants  were  given 
a  certain  day  up  to  which  they  were 
free  to  give  in  their  money.  If  they  did 
not,  they  were  subjected  to  the  coercion 
of  the  local  branch,  denounced  as  slaves 
and  cowards,  and  warned  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  National  League  whenever 
it  was  in  a  position  to  carry  out  its  de- 
crees. No  tenant  in  Ireland,  however 
desirous  he  might  be  to  fulfil  his  legal 
obligations,  had  the  power  of  with- 
drawing from  this  conspiracy  to  rob, 
once  he  had  become  a  party  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  enforced 
the  decisions  of  local  branches  of  the 
League  by  reference  to  the  power  which 
it  was  able  to  exercise,  and  which  had 
kept  400  farms  in  one  county  alone 
without  occupiers.  It  was  difficult  for 
hon.  Members  in  that  House  to  imagine 
the  extent  and  authority  of  that  power ; 
but  it  could  be  best  explained  by  saying 
that  it  possessed  that  authority  and  in- 
fluence in  Ireland  which  the  majesty  of 
the  law  possessed  here,  and  which  it  did 
not  possess  there.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  to 
define  it  to  his  hearers ;  what  that  power 
had  done  in  former  years  was  stamped 
upon  their  recollection  by  many  out- 
rages and  crimes;  and  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  a  tenant,  unless  he 
chose  to  mulct  himself   by  paying  a 
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double  rent,  to  do  ed jthing  but  joia  his 
neighbours  in  what,  in  many  cases,  he 
considered  to  be  an  illegal  conspiracy. 
But  not  only  coercion   had    been  em- 

Sloyed ;  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
old  out  bribes  as  well,  and  tenants 
were  told  that  if  they  came  into  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  they  would  be  paid  far 
more  than  they  could  make  out  of  the 
profits  of  their  farms.  Even  this  had 
not  been  as  successful  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  hoped,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Galway  (Mr.  Harris)  had 
said  that  he  could  not  disguise  the  fact 
that  there  were  men  among  them  who 
had  paid  at  the  miserable  reduction  of 
15  per  cent.  The  object  of  the  Plan 
was  not  to  obtain  such  reductions  as 
might  be  necessary  under  the  difficult 
circumstances  of  the  time,  but  practically 
to  make  the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland 
impossible.  [**  No !  "  from  the  Home  Jiule 
Benches,']  Hon.  Members  would  no  doubt 
deny  that ;  but  other  people  would  draw 
adifferentconclusion  from  their  speeches. 
It  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  policy  of 
the  National  League  and  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  do  away  with  all  rent 
in  Ireland.  They  wanted  to  upset  the 
Constitution.  [**No,  no!"]  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  denied  that,  he  would 
refer  them  to  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  who, 
speaking  in  America,  said — 

'*!  want  you  to  understand  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent  we  require  is  no  small  or  potty  one, 
hut  the  total  abolition  of  rent." 

That  was  the  policy  which  was  aimed  at 
at  the  present  moment,  and  that  was 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  hoped  to 
attain,  and  not  merely  a  temporary  re- 
lief in  respect  of  agricultural  depression. 
The  National  League  had  often  objected 
to  and  opposed  an  amicable  arrangement 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  in  the 
last  few  months  had  done  their  best  to 
prevent  any  agreement  being  arrived 
at.  What  the  National  League  intended 
was  to  usurp  the  functions  of  a  Court 
of  Law  in  Irelcmd.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  said  that  the  National  League 
was  not  a  secret  society.  He  quite 
admitted  that  it  was  not;  but  it  was 
engaged  in  as  dangerous  a  conspiracy 
as  any  secret  society  ever  was — a  con- 
spiracy against  the  first  principles  of 
law  and  order.  As  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
had  said  Eome  years  ago,  the  struggle 
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was  between  the  law  on  one  side  and 
lawlessness  on  the  other.    The  National 
League  claimed  to  be  conducting  a  Con- 
stitutional agitation ;  in  reality,  it  was 
aiming  at  upsetting  the  Constitution  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.     [An  hon.  Msh- 
BEB  :  It  is  not  so.1     On  this  side  of  the 
water,  Nationalist  Members  were  wont 
to  pose  as  Constitutional  agitators;  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water,  however. 
they  appeared  in  quite  a  dififerent  figure, 
using  unmistakable  language    full    of 
menace  to  all  the  best  interests  of  Ire- 
land.   It  would,  indeed,  be  impossible 
for  them  to  retain  the  sympathy  of  their 
friends  in  America  if  their  agitation  hjid 
anything  Constitutional  about  it.    This 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  forced  on 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  there  bad 
been  no  hesitation  as  to  the  means  em- 
ployed to  carry  it  out.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  had,  in  one  of  bis 
speeches,  stated  that  he  would  not  raise 
his  voice  against  any  excesses  of  the 
people ;  and  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  had  stated 
that  the  Government  would  have  to  face 
the  consequences,  and  he  added  signifi- 
cantly—**  God  forbid    that  the  Irish 
people  should  lie  down  and  die  without 
a  struggle."    In  a  subsequent  speecsh, 
he  pointed  out  that  the  struggle  would 
not  be  a  peaceful  one.    In  the  coarse  of 
the  agitation  the  landlords,  and  those 
who  sided  with  them,  had  been  threat- 
ened with  the  '*  day  of  reckoning,"  and 
they  were  told  that  those  who  were  the 
friends  and  those  who  were  the  enemies 
of  the  people— that  was,  of  the  National 
League — would  be  remembered  and  re- 
warded or  punished  accordingly.    Were 
English  Members,  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  prepared  to  give  their  suppozt 
to   a  Party  which  made  *'the  day  of 
reckoning"  so  conspicuous  an  elemeot 
in  their  future  policy  in  Ireland  ?     The 
language  of  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
been  full  of  menace  to  all  the  best  in- 
terests of  Ireland ;  but  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland,  fighting  as  they  were  for  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Membtr 
for  Mid  Lothian  termed  "the  elementary 
principles  of  civilized  society,"  felt  eon* 
fident  that  they  would  be  victorioas  is 
the  end.     It  was  true  the  GovenunMit 
had  asked  for  additional  powers,  and 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  ctds 
told  them  that  the  power  demanded  vss 
an  invasion  of  free  government ;  bat,  bs 
would  ask,  were  free  Govemments  to  bs 
less  capable  than  absolute  Govemmesti 
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of  maintaining  law  and  order,  and  were 
they  to  be  deprived  of  methods  which  all 
other  Governments  had  ?  In  doing  so 
the  Government  were  only  putting  them- 
selves in  possession  of  that  which  Lord 
Grey  declared  to  be  *^  the  condition  of 
all  free  Governments.''  With  regard  to 
the  paragraph  in  the  Most  Gracious 
Speech  which  referred  to  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  he  admitted  that  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  granting 
it  which  did  not  exist  for  England  and 
Scotland ;  but  he  hoped  that  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  all  the  three 
countries  at  the  same  time,  and  that  it 
would  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  take 
away  the  assertions  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  not  the  same  power  in 
joining  in  the  local  government  of  their 
country  as  was  enjoyed  by  hon.  Members 
representing  English  and  Scotch  con- 
stituencies. Besides,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  that 
country  that  the  measure  should  be  un- 
dulv  delayed. 
'    Mb.  OEILLY  said  he  wished,  as  a 

Eersonal  explanation,  to  say  that  the 
on.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Macartney)  had  not  correctly  repre- 
sented him.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  rent,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  abolishing  it.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  said  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
not  for  the  total  abolition  of  rent,  but  for 
the  reducing  of  unjust  rents. 

Me.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  said,  he  desired  to  draw 
attention  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
Military  and  Naval  Estimates  in  recent 
years.  For  many  years,  financial  affairs 
had  been  grossly  neglected  in  that  House 
by  successive  Governments.  During  the 
last  14  years,  from  1874  to  1886,  Expen- 
diture had  increased  from  £71,000,000 
to  £92,000,000.  This  monstrous  expen- 
^ture  could  not  go  on  without  injury  to 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country. 
Excessive  taxation  was  a  national  in- 
jury, and  no  class  felt  it  more  than 
working  men;  and  he  was  therefore  glad 
to  see  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  was  making  a  stand  against 
this  continued  extravagant  expenditure. 
Ib  1870  the  Naval  Estimates  were 
£8,500,000,last  year  they  amounted  to 
£13,000,000;  the  A.rmy  Estimates  in 
1870  were  £12,000,000;  last  year  they 
were  £18,000,000.    The  debates  on  the 


Estimates  during  last  Session  disclosed 
an  amount  of  incompetence  and  extrava- 
gance in  these  Departments  which  had 
caused  great  dissatisfaction  amoog  all 
Parties,  and  he  believed  the  country 
would  demand  retrenchment  and  reform. 
Yet,  while  these  large  increases  of  ex- 
penditure had  been  going  on,  the 
Military  and  Naval  Authorities  had 
been  constantly  representing  the  country 
as  being  in  a  state  of  insecurity ;  and 
year  by  year  Parliament  had  been 
asked  for  more  and  more  money — for 
more  war  ships  and  more  big  guns,  al- 
though they  had  not  agreed  among 
themselves  as  to  the  proper  sort  of  guns 
and  ships  they  needed.  But  there  was 
the  greatest  variety  of  opinion  among 
naval  men  as  to  what  was  wanted. 
Some  cried  out  for  big  guns— five  of 
which  when  obtained  burst — others  for 
torpedoes,  and  others  for  rams  and  small 
vessels.  At  a  lecture  delivered  not  long 
ago  at  the  United  Service  Institution, 
Major  Genercd  Codriogton  pointed  out 
that  France,  Germany,  and  Hussia  had 
each  over  400,000  men  under  arms,  and 
that  any  of  them  could,  without  diffi- 
culty, select  160,000  choice  troops  for 
the  purpose  of  invading  England.  The 
lecturer  stated  that  in  24  hours  a  fleet 
of  merchant  steamers  would  be  ready 
to  convey  from  one  of  those  countries 
six  or  seven  Army  Corps  of  30,000  men 
each,  and  that  the  preparations  could 
be  made  in  a  time  of  peace  without  ex- 
citing attention  or  arousing  suspicion. 
With  reference  to  this  point,  he  would 
like  to  ask  for  what  we  paid  our  Am- 
bassadors and  Diplomatic  Agents,  if  not 
to  inform  the  Government  of  transac- 
tions, such  as  the  lecturer  described  ? 
General  Codrington  further  stated  that 
we  ought  to  have  an  organized  Naval 
Beserve,  corresponding  to  the  system 
of  Military  Keserves  adopted  on  the 
Continent.  This  formation  of  a  large 
Naval  Reserve  with  a  view  of  meeting 
an  imaginary  evil  would  never,  he  felt 
sure,  be  sanctioned  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  House  should  remem- 
ber what  Lord  Salisbury  told  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  speaking 
on  the  depression  of  trade,  a  short  time 
ago.     His  Lordship  said — 

**  The  real  cause  of  the  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  these  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  these  large  countries  of  this 
hemisphere,  and  constitute  a  permanent  drain 
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double  rent,  to  do  an jthiDg  but  joia  his 
neighbours  in  what,  in  many  cases,  he 
considered  to  be  an  illegal  conspiracy. 
But  not  only  coercion   had    been  em- 

Sloyed ;  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
old  out  bribes  as  well,  and  tenants 
were  told  that  if  they  came  into  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  they  would  be  paid  far 
more  than  they  could  make  out  of  the 
profits  of  their  farms.  Even  this  had 
not  been  as  successful  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  hoped,  and  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  East  Qalway  (Mr.  Harris)  had 
said  that  he  could  not  disguise  the  fact 
that  there  were  men  among  them  who 
had  paid  at  the  miserable  reduction  of 
15  per  cent.  The  object  of  the  Plan 
was  not  to  obtain  such  reductions  as 
might  be  necessary  under  the  difficult 
circumstances  of  the  time,  but  practically 
to  make  the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland 
impossible.  [*  *  No !  "  from  the  Home  Rule 
JiencheeJ]  Hon.  Members  would  no  doubt 
deny  that ;  but  other  people  would  draw 
a  different  conclusion  from  their  speeches. 
It  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  policy  of 
the  National  League  and  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  do  away  with  all  rent 
in  Ireland.  They  wanted  to  upset  the 
Constitution.  [''No,  no!"]  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  denied  that,  he  would 
refer  them  to  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  who, 
speaking  in  America,  said — 

**  I  want  you  to  understand  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent  we  require  is  no  small  or  petty  one, 
hut  the  total  abolition  of  rent." 

That  was  the  policy  which  was  aimed  at 
at  the  present  moment,  and  that  was 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  hoped  to 
attain,  and  not  merely  a  temporary  re- 
lief in  respect  of  agricultural  depression. 
The  National  League  had  often  objected 
to  and  opposed  an  amicable  arrangement 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  in  the 
last  few  months  had  done  their  best  to 
prevent  any  agreement  being  arrived 
at.  What  the  National  League  intended 
was  to  usurp  the  functions  of  a  Court 
of  Law  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  said  that  the  National  League 
was  not  a  secret  society.  He  quite 
admitted  that  it  was  not;  but  it  was 
engaged  in  as  dangerous  a  conspiracy 
as  any  secret  society  ever  was— a  con- 
spiracy against  the  first  principles  of 
law  and  order.  As  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
had  said  Eome  years  ago,  the  struggle 
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was  between  the  law  on  one  side  and 
lawlessness  on  the  other.  The  National 
League  claimed  to  be  conducting  a  Con- 
stitutional agitation ;  in  reality,  it  was 
aiming  at  upsetting  the  (Constitution,  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  [An  hon.  Mkm- 
BEB  :  It  is  not  so.]  On  this  side  of  the 
water,  Nationalist  Members  were  wont 
to  pose  as  Constitutional  agitators;  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water.  howoTer, 
they  appeared  in  quite  a  dififerent  figure, 
using  unmistakable  language  full  of 
menace  to  all  the  best  interests  of  Ire* 
land.  It  would,  indeed,  be  impossible 
for  them  to  retain  the  sympathy  of  their 
friends  in  America  if  their  agitation  liad 
anything  Constitutional  about  it.  This 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  forced  on 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  there  had 
been  no  hesitation  as  to  the  means  em- 
ployed to  carry  it  out.  The  hoo.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  had,  in  one  of  his 
speeches,  stated  that  he  would  not  raise 
his  voice  against  any  excesses  of  the 
people ;  and  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  had  stated 
that  the  Government  would  have  to  face 
the  consequences,  and  he  added  signifi- 
cantly—  **God  forbid  that  the  Irish 
people  should  lie  down  and  die  without 
a  struggle."  In  a  subsequent  speech. 
he  pointed  out  that  the  struggle  would 
not  be  a  peaceful  one.  In  the  coarse  of 
the  agitation  the  landlords,  and  those 
who  sided  with  them,  had  been  threat- 
ened with  the  '*  day  of  reckoning,"  and 
they  were  told  that  those  who  were  the 
friends  and  those  who  were  the  enemies 
of  the  people — that  was,  of  the  National 
League — would  be  remembered  and  re- 
warded or  punished  accordingly.  Were 
English  Members,  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  prepared  to  give  their  support 
to  a  Party  which  made  **the  day  of 
reckoning"  so  conspicuous  an  element 
in  their  future  policy  in  Ireland  ?  The 
language  of  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
been  full  of  menace  to  all  the  best  ia- 
terests  of  Ireland ;  but  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland,  fighting  as  they  were  for  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  termed  *'  the  elementary 
principles  of  civilized  society,"  felt  ooa* 
fident  that  they  would  be  viotorioos  is 
the  end.  It  was  true  the  GK>Temae«t 
had  asked  for  additional  powers,  and 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
told  them  that  the  power  demanded 
an  invasion  of  free  government ;  but,  bs 
would  ask,  were  free  Governments  to  be 
less  capable  than  absolute  GovemnMati 
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of  maintaining  law  and  order,  and  were 
they  to  be  deprived  of  methods  which  all 
other  OoTernments  had  ?  In  doing  so 
the  Government  were  only  putting  them- 
selves in  possession  of  that  which  Lord 
Grey  declared  to  be  **  the  condition  of 
all  free  Governments."  With  regard  to 
the  paragraph  in  the  Most  Gracious 
Speech  which  referred  to  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  he  admitted  that  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  granting 
it  which  did  not  exist  for  England  and 
Scotland ;  but  he  hoped  that  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  all  the  three 
countries  at  the  same  time,  and  that  it 
would  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  take 
away  the  assertions  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  not  the  same  power  in 
joining  in  the  local  government  of  their 
country  as  was  enjoyed  by  hon.  Members 
representing  English  and  Scotch  con- 
stituencies. Besides,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  that 
country  that  the  measure  should  be  un- 
dulv  delayed. 

^  Mb.  OEILLY  said  he  wished,  as  a 
personal  explanation,  to  say  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Macartney)  had  not  correctly  repre- 
sented him.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  rent,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  abolishing  it.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  said  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
not  for  the  total  abolition  of  rent,  but  for 
the  reducing  of  unjust  rents. 

Mr.  CALEB  WEIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  said,  he  desired  to  draw 
attention  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
Military  and  Naval  Estimates  in  recent 
years.   For  many  years,  financial  affairs 
had  been  grossly  neglected  in  that  House 
by  successive  Governments.     During  the 
last  14  years,  from  1874  to  1886,  Expen- 
diture had  increased  from  £71,000,000 
to  £92,000,000.    This  monstrous  expen- 
diture could  not  go  on  without  injury  to 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country. 
Excessive  taxation  was  a  national  in- 
jury,  and  no  class  felt  it  more  than 
working  men;  and  he  was  therefore  glad 
to  see  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South    Paddington     (Lord     Bandolph 
Churchill)  was  making  a  stand  against 
this  continued  extravagant  expenditure. 
In    1870    the    Naval   Estimates    were 
£8,500,000,la8t  year  they  amounted  to 
£13,000,000;  the   Army  Estimates    in 
1870  were  £12,000,000;  last  year  they 
were  £18,000,000.    The  debates  on  the 


Estimates  during  last  Session  disclosed 
an  amount  of  incompetence  and  extrava- 
gance in  these  Departments  which  had 
caused  great  dissatisfaction  among  all 
Parties,  and  he  believed  the  country 
would  demand  retrenchment  and  reform. 
Yet,  while  these  large  increases  of  ex- 
penditure had  been  going  on,  the 
Military  and  Naval  Authorities  had 
been  constantly  representing  the  country 
as  being  in  a  state  of  insecurity ;  and 
year  by  year  Parliament  had  been 
asked  for  more  and  more  money — for 
more  war  ships  and  more  big  guns,  al- 
though they  had  not  agreed  among 
themselves  as  to  the  proper  sort  of  guns 
and  ships  they  needed.  But  there  was 
the  greatest  variety  of  opinion  among 
naval  men  as  to  what  was  wanted. 
Some  cried  out  for  big  guns — five  of 
which  when  obtained  burst — others  for 
torpedoes,  and  others  for  rams  and  small 
vessels.  At  a  lecture  delivered  not  long 
ago  at  the  United  Service  Institution, 
Major  General  Codrington  pointed  out 
that  France,  Germany,  and  Bussia  had 
each  over  400,000  men  under  arms,  and 
that  any  of  them  could,  without  diffi- 
culty, select  150,000  choice  troops  for 
the  purpose  of  invading  England.  The 
lecturer  stated  that  in  24  hours  a  fleet 
of  merchant  steamers  would  be  ready 
to  convey  from  one  of  those  countries 
six  or  seven  Army  Corps  of  30,000  men 
each,  and  that  the  preparations  could 
be  made  in  a  time  of  peace  without  ex- 
citing attention  or  arousing  suspicion. 
With  reference  to  this  point,  he  would 
like  to  ask  for  what  we  paid  our  Am- 
bassadors and  Diplomatic  Agents,  if  not 
to  inform  the  Government  of  transac- 
tions, such  as  the  lecturer  described  ? 
General  Codrington  further  stated  that 
we  ought  to  have  an  organized  Naval 
Beserve,  corresponding  to  the  system 
of  Military  Eeserves  adopted  on  the 
Continent.  This  formation  of  a  large 
Naval  Eeserve  with  a  view  of  meeting 
an  imaginary  evil  would  never,  he  felt 
sure,  be  sanctioned  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  House  should  remem- 
ber what  Lord  Salisbury  told  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  speaking 
on  the  depression  of  trade,  a  short  time 
ago.     His  Lordship  said — 

•*  The  real  cause  of  the  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  these  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  these  large  countries  of  this 
hemisphere,  and  constitute  a  permanent  drain 
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double  rent,  to  do  anythiDg  but  join  his 
neighbours  in  what,  in  many  cases,  he 
considered  to  be  an  illegal  conspiracy. 
But  not  only  coercion  had  been  em- 
ployed ;  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
hold  out  bribes  as  well,  and  tenants 
were  told  that  if  they  came  into  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  they  would  be  paid  far 
more  than  they  could  make  out  of  the 
profits  of  their  farms.  Even  this  had 
not  been  as  successful  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  hoped,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Qalway  (Mr.  Harris)  had 
said  that  he  could  not  disguise  the  fact 
that  there  were  men  among  them  who 
had  paid  at  the  miserable  reduction  of 
15  per  cent.  The  object  of  the  Plan 
was  not  to  obtain  such  reductions  as 
might  be  necessary  under  the  difficult 
circumstances  of  the  time,  but  practically 
to  make  the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland 
impossible.  [* *  No !  "  from  the  Home  Rule 
JienchesJ]  Hon.  Members  would  no  doubt 
deny  that ;  but  other  people  would  draw 
a  different  conclusion  from  their  speeches. 
It  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  policy  of 
the  National  League  and  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  do  away  with  all  rent 
in  Ireland.  They  wanted  to  upset  the 
Constitution.  [**No,  no!"]  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  denied  that,  he  would 
refer  them  to  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  who, 
speaking  in  America,  said — 

"I  want  you  to  uDderstand  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent  we  require  is  no  small  or  potty  one, 
but  the  total  abolition  of  rent." 

That  was  the  policy  which  was  aimed  at 
at  the  present  moment,  and  that  was 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  hoped  to 
attain,  and  not  merely  a  temporary  re- 
lief in  respect  of  agricultural  depression. 
The  National  League  had  often  objected 
to  and  opposed  an  amicable  arrangement 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  in  the 
last  few  months  had  done  their  best  to 
prevent  any  agreement  being  arrived 
at.  What  the  National  League  intended 
was  to  usurp  the  functions  of  a  Court 
of  Law  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  said  that  the  National  League 
was  not  a  secret  society.  He  quite 
admitted  that  it  was  not;  but  it  was 
engaged  in  as  dangerous  a  conspiracy 
as  any  secret  society  ever  was — a  con- 
spiracy against  the  first  principles  of 
law  and  order.  As  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
had  said  Eome  years  ago,  the  struggle 
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was  between  the  law  on  one  side  and 
lawlessness  on  the  other.  The  National 
League  claimed  to  be  conducting  a  Con- 
stitutional agitation ;  in  reality,  it  was 
aiming  at  upsetting  the  Constitution  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
B£B  :  It  is  not  so.]  On  this  side  of  the 
water.  Nationalist  Members  were  wont 
to  pose  as  Constitutional  agitators;  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water,  however, 
they  appeared  in  quite  a  different  figure, 
using  unmistakable  language  full  of 
menace  to  all  the  best  interests  of  Ire* 
land.  It  would,  indeed,  be  impossible 
for  them  to  retain  the  sympathy  of  their 
friends  in  America  if  their  agitation  Kad 
anything  Constitutional  about  it.  This 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  forced  on 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  there  had 
been  no  hesitation  as  to  the  means  em- 
ployed to  carry  it  out.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  had,  in  one  of  his 
speeches,  stated  that  he  would  not  raise 
his  voice  against  any  excesses  of  the 
people ;  and  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  had  stated 
that  the  Government  would  have  to  face 
the  consequences,  and  he  added  signifi- 
cantly—**  God  forbid  that  the  Irish 
people  should  lie  down  and  die  without 
a  struggle."  In  a  subsequent  speech^ 
he  pointed  out  that  the  struggle  woald 
not  be  a  peaceful  one.  In  the  coarse  of 
the  agitation  the  landlords,  and  those 
who  sided  with  them,  had  been  threat- 
ened with  the  '*  day  of  reckoning,"  and 
they  were  told  that  those  who  were  the 
friends  and  those  who  were  the  enemies 
of  the  people — that  was,  of  the  National 
League — would  be  remembered  and  re- 
warded or  punished  accordingly.  Were 
English  Members,  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  prepared  to  give  their  support 
to  a  Party  which  made  **  the  day  of 
reckoning"  so  conspicuous  an  element 
in  their  future  policy  in  Ireland  ?  Ths 
language  of  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
been  full  of  menace  to  all  the  best  in- 
terests of  Ireland  ;  but  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland,  fighting  as  they  were  for  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  termed  *  *  the  elementary 
principles  of  civilized  society,"  felt  con- 
fident that  they  would  be  victorious  in 
the  end.  It  was  true  the  GoTemment 
had  asked  for  additional  powers,  and 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  aide 
told  them  that  the  power  demanded  was 
an  invasion  of  free  government ;  but,  he 
would  ask,  were  free  Governments  to  be 
less  capable  than  absolute  Gt>vemmeoti 
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of  maintaining  law  and  order,  and  were 
they  to  be  deprived  of  methods  which  all 
other  Governments  had  ?  In  doing  so 
the  Government  were  only  putting  them- 
selves in  possession  of  that  which  Lord 
Grej  declared  to  be  *'  the  condition  of 
all  free  Governments."  With  regard  to 
the  paragraph  in  the  Most  Gracious 
Speech  which  referred  to  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  he  admitted  that  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  granting 
it  which  did  not  exist  for  England  and 
Scotland ;  but  he  hoped  that  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  all  the  three 
countries  at  the  same  time,  and  that  it 
would  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  take 
away  the  assertions  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  not  the  same  power  in 
joining  in  the  local  government  of  their 
country  as  was  enjoyed  by  hon.  Members 
representing  English  and  Scotch  con- 
stituencies. Besides,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  that 
country  that  the  measure  should  be  un- 
duly delayed. 

*  Mr.  OBILLY  said  he  wished,  as  a 
personal  explanation,  to  say  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Macartney)  had  not  correctly  repre- 
sented him.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  rent,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  abolishing  it.  On  the  con- 
trary,  he  said  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was 
not  for  the  total  abolition  of  rent,  but  for 
the  reducingof  unjust  rents. 

Mr.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  said,  he  desired  to  draw 
attention  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
Military  and  Naval  Estimates  in  recent 
years.  For  many  years,  financial  affairs 
had  been  grossly  neglected  in  that  House 
by  successive  Governments.  During  the 
last  14  years,  from  1874  to  1886,  Expen- 
diture had  increased  from  £71,000,000 
to  £92,000,000.  This  monstrous  expen- 
diture could  not  go  on  without  injury  to 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country. 
Excessive  taxation  was  a  national  in- 
jury, and  no  class  felt  it  more  than 
working  men;  and  he  was  therefore  glad 
to  see  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  was  making  a  stand  against 
this  continued  extravagant  expenditure. 
In  1870  the  Naval  Estimates  were 
£8,500,000,la8t  year  they  amounted  to 
£13,000,000;  the  Army  Estimates  in 
1870  were  £12,000,000;  last  year  they 
were  £18,000,000.    The  debates  on  the 


Estimates  during  last  Session  disclosed 
an  amount  of  incompetence  and  extrava- 
gance in  these  Departments  which  had 
caused  great  dissatisfaction  among  all 
Parties,  and  he  believed  the  country 
would  demand  retrenchment  and  reform. 
Tet,  while  these  large  increases  of  ex- 
penditure had  been  going  on,  the 
Military  and  Naval  Authorities  had 
been  constantly  representing  the  country 
as  being  in  a  state  of  insecurity ;  and 
year  by  year  Parliament  had  been 
asked  for  more  and  more  money — for 
more  war  ships  and  more  big  guns,  al- 
though they  had  not  agreed  among 
themselves  as  to  the  proper  sort  of  guns 
and  ships  they  needed.  But  there  was 
the  greatest  variety  of  opinion  among 
naval  men  as  to  what  was  wanted. 
Some  cried  out  for  big  guns — five  of 
which  when  obtained  burst — others  for 
torpedoes,  and  others  for  rams  and  small 
vessels.  At  a  lecture  delivered  not  long 
ago  at  the  United  Service  Institution, 
Major  General  Codrington  pointed  out 
that  France,  Germany,  and  Eussia  had 
each  over  400,000  men  under  arms,  and 
that  any  of  them  could,  without  diffi- 
culty, select  150,000  choice  troops  for 
the  purpose  of  invading  England.  The 
lecturer  stated  that  in  24  hours  a  fieet 
of  merchant  steamers  would  be  ready 
to  convey  from  one  of  those  countries 
six  or  seven  Army  Corps  of  30,000  men 
each,  and  that  the  preparations  could 
be  made  in  a  time  of  peace  without  ex- 
citing attention  or  arousing  suspicion. 
With  reference  to  this  point,  he  would 
like  to  ask  for  what  we  paid  our  Am- 
bassadors and  Diplomatic  Agents,  if  not 
to  inform  the  Government  of  transac- 
tions, such  as  the  lecturer  described  ? 
General  Codrington  further  stated  that 
we  ought  to  have  an  organized  Naval 
Beserve,  corresponding  to  the  system 
of  Military  Beserves  adopted  on  the 
Continent.  This  formation  of  a  large 
Naval  Reserve  with  a  view  of  meeting 
an  imaginary  evil  would  never,  he  felt 
sure,  be  sanctioned  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  House  should  remem- 
ber what  Lord  Salisbury  told  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  speaking 
on  the  depression  of  trade,  a  short  time 
ago.     His  Lordship  said — 

•'  The  real  cause  of  the  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  these  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  these  large  countries  of  this 
hemisphere,  and  constitute  a  permanent  drain 
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on  the  forces  of  industry,  and  a  permanent 
danger  to  commerce/' 

The  other  evening  the  House  was 
told  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington  that  the  Military 
and  Naval  Authorities  controlled  the 
Gbvernment.  If  that  were  so,  then  he 
thought  the  sooner  they  reversed  that 
state  of  things  the  better,  so  that  the 
Government  might  control  the  men  who 
wished  to  urge  them  to  incur  expendi- 
ture. But  if  they  could  not  do  that, 
the  House  should  control  the  Govern- 
ment, and  demand  the  large  reduction 
of  expenditure,  which  those  who  sat  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  be- 
lieved might  be  made  without  impair- 
ing the  Services,  and  with  the  efifect  of 
increasing  their  efficiency. 

CoMMANDEE  BETHELL  (York,  E.  R., 
Holdern ess)  said,  hon. Members  from  Ire- 
land sometimes  expressed  surprise  that 
those  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  did 
not  readily  accept  the  evidence  which 
they  offered  as  to  the  state  of  Ireland. 
He  would  give  them  a  reason  for  that — 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  did  not  refer  to  his 
own  authority,  but  to  that  of  a  man  who 
had  lately  addressed  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  particularly  to  the  Nationalists, 
something  of  a  rebuke  and  something  of 
a  reproach.  This  was  a  man  who  be- 
longed to  a  generation  which  was  pass- 
ing away — a  man  who  was  a  warm 
sympathizer  with  the  Irish  cause,  and  a 
practical  exile  from  this  country  for  the 
part  he  took  in  the  National  movement. 
This  was  Sir  Charles  Gavan  Duffy; 
and  he  had  recently  reproached  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  with  ingratitude,  and  he  pro- 
ceeded  to  place  his  finger  on  what  was 
the  weak  spot  in  the  Irish  cause.  He 
said — **  You  have  failed  to  fuse  together 
in  Ireland  the  conflicting  interests  which 
you  found  there — the  North  and  the 
South  " — and  then  went  on  to  point  out 
that  the  fusion  of  these  two  distinct 
Parties  in  Ireland  was  the  key  to  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question.  By  these 
statements  Sir  Charles  Duffy  had  placed 
his  finger  upon  what  constituted  the 
strength  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
connection  with  the  Irish  Question  and 
the  weakness  of  their  opponents.  Take 
tho  agrarian  question.  How  could  they, 
who  beh'evod  they  were  impartial,  ac- 
cept evidence  given  them  on  the  agrarian 
question,  when  those  who  supplied  the 
evidence  were  pledged  to  the  eyes,  as 

Mr,  Caleb  Wright 


far  as  they  possibly  could  be,  to  extir- 
pate Irish  landlords,  and  were  thus 
themselves  parties  to  the  suit  awaiting 
the  judgment  of  the  country.  Neither 
could  they  accept  the  evidence  altogether 
of  the  Irish  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  That  was 
the  main  reason  which  induced  him,  last 
Session,  to  vote  against  the  Tenants' 
Belief  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The  House 
was  asked,  almost  solely  on  the  evidence 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  to  break  a 
great  contract ;  and  he,  for  one,  refused, 
without  independent  evidence,  to  give 
his  vote  to  the  breaking  of  that  contract. 
He  was  not  at  all  of  opinion  that  the 
mere  fact  that  the  Irish  rent  was  fixed, 
in  some  sense,  by  Parliament,  made  it 
most  easy,  or  possible,  for  tenants  to 
pay  it ;  and  he  was  glad  the  Govern- 
ment, last  Session,  issued  a  Commiasiou 
to  inquire  into  the  Land  Act  of  1881 ; 
and  he  presumed  that,  on  the  Beport  of 
that  Commission,  something  would  be 
done  to  settle  the  question.  The  declara- 
tion of  Sir  Charles  Duffy  supplied  a 
very  strong  argument  against  the  legis- 
lation proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone). 
It  recognized  that  in  Ireland  there 
were  two  classes,  which,  though  ooce 
fused  by  the  efforts  of  the  writer's 
Party,  were  now  again  separate  and 
antagonistic.  A  few  nights  ago  tlie 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  offered  a 
defence  of  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  recently  by  the  Government. 
He  asserted  the  two  principles,  that 
whoever  was  charged  with  the  Govern* 
ment  of  Ireland  had  no  business  to  re- 
fuse the  protection  of  the  law  to  all 
those  who  demanded  it.  That  was 
generally  admitted;  but  he  said 
another  thing,  which  was  not  so 
generally  admitted.  That  was  that 
the  Government  might  justly  use  its 
influence,  whether  in  the  waj  of  per- 
suasion, or  suggestion,  or  conciliation, 
to  assuage  the  bitter  differences  between 
landlord  and  tenant  with  the  view  to 
obviate,  if  possible,  a  resort  to  the  powcvs 
of  the  law.  That,  he  thought,  might 
almost  meet  with  the  approval  of  any- 
one, though  it  had  been  questiosed. 
No  one  doubted  that  the  pressure  used 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
both  legal  and  moral ;  but  he  found  it 
very  difBcidt  to  follow  the  workings  of 
the  minds  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
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contended  that  the  pressure  used  by  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  moral.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  find  much  diffi- 
culty, resolving  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
into  its  natural  elements,  in  asserting 
that  every  one  of  its  elements  contained 
an  immoral  doctrine.  It  was  immoral 
for  a  man,  no  matter  whether  to  a  tailor 
or  to  a  landlord,  to  refuse  to  pay  his 
debts ;  it  was  immoral  to  use  money  im- 
properly withheld  for  the  purpose  of 
perfecting  an  engine  for  the  repudiation 
of  the  debt ;  and  it  was  no  less  immoral 
for  those  who  were  educated  and  intelli- 
gent to  recommend  that  course  to  others. 
It  was,  indeed,  argued  that  on  accoimt 
of  dual  ownerdlip  the  debt  of  the  tenant 
could  scarcely  be  called  an  ordinary 
debt;  but  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881 
did  not  give  a  legal  sanction  to  an 
original  right;  they  initiated  the  ten- 
ant's ownership  in  the  land— [*'  No, 
no !  "] — subject  to  the  condition  that  a 
certain  rent  should  be  paid,  and  apart 
from  that  the  dual  ownership  did  not 
exist.  He  could  not  find  any  defence  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  considera- 
tions offered  by  Archbishop  Croke.  An 
eminent  historian  said  recently — *^A 
great  idea  never  lays  down  its  arms  with 
impunity  for  its  country."  They — the 
Conservatives — ^believed  they  were  main- 
taining a  great  idea  in  seeking  to  main- 
tain the  Legislative  Union ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  hon.  Members  opposite  thought 
they  were  doing  the  same  thing  by  seek- 
ing to  dissolve  it.  They — the  Conser- 
vatives— certainly  could  not  lay  down 
their  arms  in  their  cause ;  and  he  ad- 
mitted hon.  Members  opposite  could  not, 
because  if  the  cause  was  really  deep  in 
the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people,  if  they 
laid  down  their  arms  others  would  arise, 
and  the  difficulty  woidd  only  be  post- 
poned for  a  while.  It  was  much  better 
that  the  battle  should  now  be  fought 
out  to  its  ultimate  and  bitter  end.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  fought  by  his  side  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  get  rid  of  and  pul- 
verize the  idea  represented  by  hon. 
Members  opposite — not  by  crushing  it 
down,  but  by  studying  more  carefully 
the  characteristics  of  the  Irish  people,  in 
order  that  the  legislation  which  flowed 
from  that  House  might  be  more  in  accord- 
ance  with  their  wishes  than  it  had  been 
in  the  past. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory)  said,  that  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  an  important  seat 
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in  the  Government,  but  no  seat  in  the 
House,  had  lately  spoken  about  making 
his  will.  The  Government,  he  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  thought,  had  made  their 
will,  and  it  was  contained  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  the  document  which  they  were 
now  considering.  They  had,  indeed, 
heard  of  a  codicil,  which  was  a  prepara- 
tion which  would  req^uire  the  residuary 
legatee  to  pay  the  modest  sum  of 
£6,000,000  for  military  and  naval  ex- 
penditure, but  he  believed  that  before  the 
codicil  was  executed,  the  testator  would 
have  died.  The  Tory  Government  were 
weakened  by  the  resignation  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  ( Lord  Ban  dolph  Churchill ) 
and  by  their  refusal  to  adopt  the  policy  of 
the  Dartford  speech,  and  they  were  also 
discredited  by  the  peculiar  course  they 
had  adopted  in  Ireland.  That  had  also 
discredited  them ;  and  he  believed  that 
a  Government  which  a  few  months  ago 
had  a  prospect  of  living  three  or  four 
years,  could  not  now  live  for  more  than 
three  or  four  months  longer.  He  said 
that,  because  he  never  knew  an  Adminis- 
tration which,  in  so  short  a  time,  had 
been  so  tremendously  discredited  as  the 
present  Government.  It  was  once  sup- 
posed that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  to  be  found  in  the  Dartford  speech. 
According  to  that,  Ireland  was  to  be 
governed  by  the  ordinary  law,  the  Irish 
Members  were  to  be  gagged,  and  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  were  to  have  legisla- 
tion of  a  radical  character.  It  was  a 
very  clever  policy,  but  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  consider  the  circumstances  of 
his  Party ;  he  did  not  realize  that  he  was 
the  only  Member  of  it  who  possessed 
anything  like  original  ability,  and  the 
power  to  understand  and  act  in  a  crisis 
like  this.  If  the  Government  had  recog- 
nized that  it  was  their  own  objects  that 
were  promoted  by  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
there  would  have  been  peace  in  Ireland, 
and  no  prospect  of  a  Coercion  Bill.  Then, 
a  great  blow  was  struck  at  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  melancholy  circumstances 
attending  the  tragic  death  of  Lord 
Iddesleigh.  According  to  the  medical 
testimony,  the  worry,  anxiety,  and 
trouble  which  that  most  amiable  and 
kindly  statesman  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
one  of  his  Colleagues  and  of  his  Leader, 
had  the  effect  of  shortening  his  life. 

t**No,  no!"  from  the  Ministerialisii,'] 
n  saying  that  he  expressed  not  only  his 
own  opinion,  but,  he  believed,  the 
opinion  of  the  country  at  large.    The 
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final  blow  was  given  to  the  Government 
when  they  had  to  send  round  be^irging 
for  some  one  to  take  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer;  and  they 
ultimately  took  a  man  whom  everybody 
before  knew  perfectly  well  to  be  at  heart 
a  Tory,  and  who  would  be  indebted  to  a 
Tory  constituency  for  a  seat  in  this 
House,  and  who  was  unable  to  obtain  a 
seat  in  a  popular  constituency.  An  hon. 
Member  had  said  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
disapproved  by  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  (Mr.  Macdonald)  was 
astonished  when  he  heard  that  state- 
ment; and  in  presence  of  it,  he  was 
forced  to  the  belief  that  many  hon. 
Members  opposite,  as  regards  that 
matter*  appeared  to  be  up  in  a  balloon, 
for  they  really  did  not  know  the  state  of 
feeling  existing  in  their  own  country  at 
the  present  time.  He  had  attended  a 
large  number  of  popular  meetings  in  the 
country,  in  Devonshire,  Cornwall,  and  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Lancashire,  and 
when  he  had  fairly  and  fully  explained 
the  objects  and  aim  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, instead  of  being  disapproved  of, 
it  was  received  with  unanimity  and 
enthusiasm  by  the  meetings.  Any 
serious  opposition  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign on  the  part  of  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  England  absolutely 
did  not  exist.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  written 
a  letter  in  reply  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  which  he  said,  that  whatever 
suffering  might  arise  from  the  evic- 
tions on  the  Glenbeigh  estate  was 
to  be  traced  to  the  previous  action 
of  others;  but  the  other  night  he 
abandoned  that  position,  and  admitted 
the  truth  of  the  statement  that  the 
tenants  on  that  estate  were  unable  to 
pay  their  rents.  If  that  was  so — if  the 
poor  people  were  unable  to  pay  the 
money  demanded  of  them  —  it  was 
absurd  to  say  that  the  miserable  things 
done  at  those  evictions  were  due  to  the 
actions  of  others.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  anxiously  con- 
sidering the  condition  of  those  poor 
tenants  with  a  view  to  improving  it, 
and  he,  added,  that  if  any  hon.  Member 
would  place  a  plan  for  this  object  before 
him — a  plan  that  should,  at  the  same 
time,  be  consistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  rights  of  property  as  those  rights 
were  understood  in  England  and  Scot- 
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land— he  would  give  it  his  serious  con- 
sideration. Now,  there  was  a  doctrine 
of  political  economy  which  was  also  a 
doctrine  of  common  sense,  and  he  wonld 
commend  it  to  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Ruggesting  the  lines 
on  which  he  should  proceed.  There  was 
land  confessedly  so  barren  that  it  would, 
not  pay  to  cultivate  it  on  any  terms ;  and. 
there  was  land  so  rich  that  it  would 
yield  a  profit  to  the  farmer,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  pay  a  rent  to  the  landlord. 
There  was  land,  again,  only  sufficiently 
fertile  to  keep  life  in  the  man  who  toiled 
upon  it,  and  which  could  not  possibly 
yield  any  rent.  It  was  land  of  the 
latter  sort  which  the  poor  tenants  on  the 
Glenbeigh  estate  had  to  deal  with ;  and 
the  idea  that  the  poor  people  could 
be  evicted  for  the  non-payment  of  rent 
which  the  land  did  not  produce,  was 
altogether  unjust  and  unfair.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  also  told  them  that  he  had 
exercised  pressure  on  the  landlords ;  but 
that  this  pressure  was  of  a  moral  and 
persuasive  kind  only,  and  within  the 
law.  He  was  careful,  however,  not  to 
say  what  that  pressure  was.  What  was 
it  ?  He  would  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  explain  what  were  the  arga- 
meats  he  addressed  to  some  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  And  why  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  anxious  to  assure  them 
that  he  only  exercised  moral  pressure  ? 
Because  he  did  not  wish  to  admit  that 
he  had  been  exercising  a  dispensing 
power  in  Ireland.  The  law  of  eviction 
in  Ireland  was  a  bad  law,  and  should 
not  be  carried  out.  If  a  law  equally  as 
vicious  prevailed  in  England,  if  there 
were  certain  to  be  great  disturbances, 
great  difficulties,  and  great  discontent 
as  the  result  of  carrying  out  that  lav, 
the  Government  would  not  use  the  law 
if  they  could  possibly  avoid  it.  The 
carrying  out  of  the  law  of  eviction  in 
Ireland  was,  he  believed,  the  outcome 
of  the  extraordinary  love  of  the  English 
fetish — the  love  of  law  and  order.  There 
was  so  much  said  about  it  in  the  Hoose^ 
that  he  was  absolutely  sick  of  the 
subject.  A  law  should  be  respected 
and  obeyed  so  long  as  it  was  a  good, 
just,  and  merciful  law ;  but,  when  a  law 
was  unjust  and  cruel,  so  far  from  it 
being  entitled  to  reverence  because  it 
was  a  law,  it  was  deserving  of  \mm 
respect.  On  that  account,  it  was 
deserving   of  no   respect    at  all,    and 
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the  sooner  they  got  rid  of  the  absurd 
idea  that  the  law  must  be  respected — 
whether  g^od  or  bad — the  better  it 
would  be  for  them  all.  He  had 
been  much  interested  in  reading  some 
remarks  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  who 
had  spoken  of  the  law  with  extraordinary 
TBTerence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  what  law  was,  and  said  it  was  the 
Becority  of  the  weak  against  the  strong, 
the  protection  of  the  poor  against  the 
rich,  and  the  safeguard  of  the  few 
against  the  many;  but  he  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  ootdd  only  say  that  the  law  as  it 
was  known  in  Ireland — the  law  of 
eviction,  the  law  of  rent— was  directly 
the  reverse  of  all  this.  Instead  of  the 
law  protecting  the  weak  there,  it  sacri- 
fied  the  weak  to  the  strong ;  instead  of 
the  law  preser?ing  to  the  poor  man  in 
Ireland  the  possession  of  what  was  his 
own  according  to  all  moral  considera- 
tions, it  deprived  him  of  it ;  instead  of 
the  law  being  a  friend  to  the  poor  Irish 
tenant,  it  was  his  enemy.  There  was 
only  one  other  matter  to  which  he  would 
refer — namely,  the  agrarian  question  in 
Ireland;  It  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
that,  if  the  agrarian  question  was 
settled,  they  should  not  hear  any  more 
of  Home  Kule ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South- West  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gurzon) 
said  the  other  night  that  the  Irish  Celt 
cared  for  nothing  but  his  pocket.  But 
was  that  true  ?  He  did  not  believe  that 
anyone  could  say  that  of  Michael 
Davitt,  for  instance,  an  Irish  Celt  of  the 
Celts.  It  was  true  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  wanted  a  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question,  but  they  wanted  a  settlement 
of  the  National  Question  still  more,  and 
until  that  question  was  settled  there 
oould  be  no  peace  or  contentment  in 
Ireland.  And  the  settlement  they 
wanted  was  one  which  must  give  to  Ire- 
land a  real,  and  not  a  merely  fanciful, 
control  over  her  own  affairs,  and  must 
iadnde  an  Irish  Parliament  and  an  Irish 
Executive  responsible  to  that  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  the  least  they  would 
take,  and  if  anybody  supposed  they 
would  take  anything  less  than  was 
offered  in  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  Irish  Members  and  the  Irish 
people. 


Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  said,  he 
wished  to  direct  attention  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  country — a  question  to 
which  he  had  devoted  attention  from 
the  time  he  had  entered  Parliament, 
when  he  had  proposed  that  the  Esti- 
mates might  be  revised  by  a  Committee 
before  they  were  submitted  to  the 
House.  He  thought  that  the  debate 
showed  that  this  question  had  made  a 
very  distinct  advance,  and  the  practical 
outcome,  he  believed,  would  be  that  a 
Committee  would,  in  all  probability,  be 
granted  by  the  Government  and  the 
House.  He  had  listened  to  the  speeches 
of  the  noble  Lords  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohilders).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh said  that  the  proposal  which  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill),  and  partially 
adopted  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, was  identical  with  one  which 
was  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  when  Prime  Minister, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
such  high  authorities  were  in  favour  of 
the  method,  but  he  was  surprised  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  was 
in  Office,  did  not  do  something  to  ad- 
vance this  proposal  which  he  had  so 
much  at  heart.  However,  it  was  a  good 
thing  to  find  both  the  Front  Benches  in 
accord.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  wrote  a  letter  to  an 
elector  of  Glasgow  about  a  month  ago. 
The  noble  Lord  was  rather  in  the  habit 
of  writing  letters  expressing  his  most 
advanced  opinions  to  Glasgow  gentle- 
men ;  about  a  year  and  a-half  ago 
he  wrote  one  to  a  Glasgow  gentleman 
in  which  that  famous  sentence  occurred 
about  Ulster  being  called  upon  to  fight, 
and  that  Ulster  would  be  right  in  doing 
so.  In  the  letter  he  wrote  about  a 
month  ago,  the  noble  Lord  referred  to 
the  advance  of  expenditure  in  three 
very  distinct  periods  during  the  last  20 
years,  in  which  he  said  that  the  gross 
expenditure  of  this  country  from  1868 
to  1874,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  Prime 
Minister,    was    *'  satisfactory  "  ;    from 
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1874  to  1880,  under  the  Premiership  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  was  '^not  quite  so 
satisfactory";  and  from  1880  to  1886, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  Prime 
Minister,  was  **  simply  infamous" — a 
very  strong  word,  he  must  confess. 
What,  however,  were  the  facts  in  con- 
nection with  these  periods?  He  had 
looked  them  out  in  the  Statistical  Ab- 
stract on  the  preceding  evening,  and  he 
found  that  the  gross  expenditure  of  this 
country  during  these  three  periods  was 
as  follows: — In  the  first  period,  the 
average  expenditure  was  £72,000,000 
per  annum ;  in  the  second  period  it  was 
£79,588,000;  and  in  the  last  period  it 
was  £86,507,000.  He  did  not  say  that 
that  expenditure  was  justifiable  of  a 
Liberal  more  than  any  other  Govern- 
ment, but  he  would  say  that  it  was  ex- 
travagant. The  cause  of  that  ex- 
penditure was  quite  another  matter. 
But  there  was  another  fact,  and 
it  was  this — he  was  astonished  to 
find  that  in  1874  the  unfunded  or 
floating  debt  was  only  £4,479,000; 
but  when  the  next  Liberal  Government 
came  into  power,  it  was  no  less  than 
£27,344,000.  He  never  had  any  doubt 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  prac- 
tically no  control  over  the  Estimates. 
He  admitted  that  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment must  dominate  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country,  and  he  admitted  that 
the  Government  in  power  was  to  a  very 
great  extent  reflecting  the  majority  of 
the  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  and  of 
the  country ;  but  that  was  not  the  ques- 
tion he  was  discussing.  The  real  ques- 
tion was  this — Did  they  really  get  value 
for  the  money  spent?  £90,000,000 
a-year  was  a  sum  of  money  they  ought 
not  to  be  spending  on  the  government 
and  defences  of  the  country ;  and,  he 
believed  it  was  becoming  the  feeling  of 
the  wealth -producers  of  the  country, 
that  no  Government,  whether  Liberal 
or  Tory,  was  worthy  of  their  confidence 
unless  they  could  make  up  their  minds 
and  determine  that  the  country  should 
be  governed  and  defended  efficiently  for 
not  more  than  £75,000,000  a-year.  He 
he|d  that  they  could  cut  down  the 
expenditure  to  that  amount  with  safety, 
and  that,  if  they  did  so,  they  would 
immediately  relieve  the  springs  of  com- 
merce, wages  would  rise,  the  money 
now  wasted  would  be  applied  to  pro- 
ductive sources,   and   everyone  in  the 
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country  would  feel  the  effect  of  it. 
There  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  do  so.  It  was  not  so  long  since  Mr. 
Cobden  stated  that  the  Government  and 
the  defences  of  the  country  should  be 
carried  on  for £50,000,000  a-year;  and, 
making  allowances  for  the  difference 
between  that  time  and  the  present,  he 
(Mr.  Mason)  held  that  the  expenditure 
for  the  Government  and  defence  of  the 
country  should  not  be  more  than 
£75,000,000per  annum.  Whilst  he  freely 
admitted  that  the  policy  of  a  <}ovem- 
ment  must  dominate  the  expenditure, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  or  not  they 
were  getting  value  for  the  money  they 
were  spending  so  lavishly.  The  Depart- 
mental scandals  that  had  been  spoken 
of  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington,  and  by  numerous  speakers 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and  the  evi- 
dence given  to  them  lately,  had  shown 
very  clearly  that  they  were  not  getting 
value  for  their  money.  Brittle  swords, 
bending  bayonets,  jamming  cartridges, 
bursting  guns,  rotten  food,  and  ships 
that  when  ready  to  launch  were  found 
to  be  obsolete  and  useless,  was  a  list 
condemnatory  of  the  way  in  whioh  the 
affairs  of  this  country  were  managed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  in  his  speech  told 
them  that  the  Army  had  increased  bj 
15,000  men  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that 
the  expenditure  had  increased  bj 
£4,000,000.  Surely,  there  was  in  thia 
a  great  disproportion  between  the  addi- 
tional number  of  men  and  the  expendi- 
ture. This  was  a  question  that  required 
great  consideration,  especially  when 
they  bore  in  mind  the  fact  that,  during 
the  last  seven  or  10  years,  the  value 
of  clothing  and  all  other  supplies 
required  for  the  Service  had  gone 
down  from  50  to  30  per  cent.  Yet, 
in  face  of  this  immense  fall  in  the 
value  of  all  commodities,  the  expen- 
diture had  increased  by  £4,000,000, 
whilst  the  additional  number  of  men 
was  only  15,000.  That  beinf  so,  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  where 
the  money  had  gone?  What  had  be- 
come of  this  enormous  sum  of  money, 
for  which  there  was  apparently  no  ex- 
planation or  reason  given  ?  The  8am« 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  stated  that  during 
his  experience — extending  over  27  years 
— he  never  saw  a  sensible  redaction 
made  in  the  Estimates  by  the  House  of 
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Commoos.    That  was  precisely  the  con- 
tention of  all  economiBts,  both  in  and 
outside  of  the  House  of  Commons ;  and 
they  held  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  practically  lost  all  control  over  the 
Estimates.    It  was  in  consequence  of 
this  that  he  had  raised  the  question 
that  they  should  have  some  other  me- 
thod set  in  motion  by  which  they  might 
be  able  to  overhaul  and  revise  tibe  Esti- 
mates before  they  came  to  the  House 
pledged  and  supported  by  the  Govem- 
ment  of  the  day.     Then  came  the  ques- 
tion of  the  method — whether  it  should 
be  by  a  Select  or  a  Standing  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  recommended  that 
it  should  be  done  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  both  Front 
Benches    agreed    in    this — that    there 
should  be  some  sort  of  Committee.     He 
thought  a  Committee  of  any  kind  would 
lead  to  beneficial  restdts;  but  he  failed  to 
see  why  they  should  not  have  the  Esti- 
mates brought  before  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee.   Still,  he  thought  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  they  should  be  revised 
and  overhatded   every   year,   and   not 
merely  in  the  present  year.    The  reason 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  for  reject- 
ing the  Standing  Committee,  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  to  be  a  very  satisfactory  one. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  they 
sent  the  Estimates  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee they  would  be  bidding  good-bye 
to  all  control  over  the  Army  and  Navy 
administration.  To  him  it  appeared  that 
they  had  already  lost  all  control  over 
both  the  Army  and  Navy  administration. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  seemed 
to  be  disposed  to  give  way  in  regard 
to  a  Standing  Committee,  provided  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  not  to 
be  committed  to  its  decision.    When  he 
introduced  the  question  last  year,  he 
stated  that  he  had  no  intention  of  de- 
priving the  Government  of  its  responsi- 
oility,  nor  to  hamper  the  action  of  the 
House,  but  to  assist  individual  Members 
in  cutting  down  the  Estimates.    The 
Committee  of   which    he    then    spoke 
would  strengthen  the    Government  of 
the  day.    He  did  not  cast  any  reflection 
upon  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
or  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  either 
in  the  present  or  past  Administrations ; 
but  he  merely  said  that  these  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  could  not  possibly  have  the 
knowledge    in    connection    with     sup- 


plies and  the  value  of  ships  and  mate- 
rial that  experts  had,  and,   therefore, 
in    regard    to    the    Army    and    Navy 
contracts  they  were   constantly  called 
upon  to  sanction,  they  would  be  very 
much   strengthened   and    supported  if 
experts  from  the  House  of  Commons 
were  appointed  to  work  with  them  in 
overhauling  the  Estimates.    The  reason 
for  this  was   very  simple.      Ministers 
came  and  went,  but  the  heads  of  De- 
partments went  on  for  ever.     It  was 
quite  clear  that  if  these  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had    not    the    knowledge,   the 
heads  of  the  Departments  were  prac- 
tically the  masters  of  the  situation ;  and, 
having  all  the  technical  knowledge,  they 
were  apt  to  be  careless,  if  not  worse,  if 
they  were  not  looked  after.     As  the  Go- 
vernment had  evidently    turned   their 
attention  to  this  question,  if  they  would 
appoint  a  Committee  of  some  kind  to 
carry  it  out,  they  would  receive  the  sup- 
port of  many  hon.  Members  on  that,  the 
Opposition,   side  of    the   House.      He 
would  not  have  spoken  in  this  debate 
but  for  the  prominence  that  had  been 
given  to  this  question ;  but,  before  sitting 
down,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
another  point  of  ^reat  importance — that 
of  finding  a  solution  to  the  terrible  Irish 
problem  that   blocked  the  way.      No 
legislation  was  likely  to  be  accomplished 
until  they  got  this  serious  Irish  Question 
out  of  the  way.     He  visited  Ireland  in 
October,  aud  came  back  with  the  strong 
conviction  that  the  Irish  demands  were 
just;  and  that  they  must  face  the  question 
in  a  conciliatory  way  that  would  solve 
it ;  and  by  doing  so  they  would  unite  the 
Irish  people  more  closely  to  the  English 
and  Scotch  than  had  ever  been  the  case 
before.     The  representation  of  the  Irish 
people,  which  was  now  ample,  showed 
clearly  what  the  Irish  demands  really 
were.  The  Irish  people  were  undoubtedly 
at  the  back  of  their  Eepresentatives, 
and,  unless  they  reduced  representative 
institutions  to  a  complete  mockery,  they 
must  accede  to  the  demands  of  85  per 
cent,  of  the  Irish  people  by  giving  them 
Home  Eule.     He  did  not  believe  in  the 
dangers  which  the  opponents  of  Home 
Etde  had  conjured    up  in  connection 
with  this  great  question.    He  was  sure 
if  they  met  the  Irish  demands,  they 
would  find   the    Irish    people   joining 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  in  car- 
rying forward  the  future  greatness  of 
this  country,  in  a  way  they  had  never 
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done  before.  He  was  sorry  ho  could 
not  congratulate  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  on  the  re- 
ferences he  made  in  respect  to  Ireland. 
He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
come  round  to  the  question  of  economy, 
but  he  regretted  that  he  had  not  made 
the  same  progress  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  Que^ion.  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  announced  his  views  in  the  direction 
of  Home  Bule,  he  believed  that  he  would 
probably  have  settled  the  question ;  and 
they  would  have  seen  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty  either  this  year  or  next,  which 
would  have  satisfied  both  countries  alike. 
He  regretted  that  justice  shoiild  not  be 
done  to  the  sister  country  during  the 
present  year.  The  Irish  were  an  inte- 
resting and  warm-hearted  people — there 
was  no  more  warm-hearted  or  better 
race  of  people  under  the  sun.  He  re- 
gretted that  this  great  question  should 
not  have  been  settled  during  a  year  in 
which  they  were  all  looking  forward  to 
congratulations  in  connection  with  the 
benignant  reig^  of  Her  Most  Ghracious 
Majesty — a  Jubilee  year,  which  woidd 
have  been  a  fitting  time  to  settle  this 
question  of  giving  to  the  Irish  people 
tnose  just  demands  of  which  they  had 
been  so  long  deprived. 

Mb.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helen's) 
said,  that  if  he  were  inclined  to  be  criti- 
cal with  regard  to  the  financial  para- 
graph in  the  Queen's  Speech,  he  would 
say  that  of  late  years  Ministers  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  making  professions 
of  economy  which  they  subsequently  did 
not  act  up  to.  In  1868  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Oladstone)  professed  to  dosire  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Income  Tax,  yet  he  had 
gone  on  increasing  it  ever  since.  In 
1880  he  sailed  into  power  chiefly  under 
the  flag  of  economy,  yet,  in  the  short 
space  of  five  years,  he  plunged  this  coun- 
try into  a  greater  amount  of  taxation 
than  had  ever  been  known  before. 
These  were  no  doubt  matters  of  ancient 
history ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  expendi- 
ture had  left  a  legacy  of  debt  on  the 
present  year  which  was  not  a  matter  of 
ancient  history.  The  large  expenditure 
of  which  they  had  heard  so  much  from 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
was  inherited  from  the  faults  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
signation of  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  his  case  was 
that  there  was  a  necessity  for  absolute 
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and  unconditional  retrenchment,  and  he 
set  that  up  as  an  idol  to  which  they 
must  all  bow  down.     He  admitted  the 
ability  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  his  case,  but  suggested  that  that 
case  did  not  hold  water,  because  the 
premises  on  which  he  founded  his  argu- 
ments seemed  to  be  unsound.    He  could 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
paramount,   absolute  necessity  for  re- 
trenchment   under    all    circumstances. 
No  doubt  it  pleased  popular  constituen- 
cies, but  it  was  not  absolute  and  uncon- 
ditional, and  depended  on  the  efficiency 
of  our  Army  and  Navy.    They  were  ab- 
solutely required  for  the  defence  of  our 
commerce  and  industries  at  home  and 
abroad,  and  must  be  kept  in  a  state 
efficient  for  that  purpose.    If  they  ad- 
mitted the    principle  of   absolute    re- 
trenchment, the  measure  of  the  national 
expenditure  in  any  year  was  not  to  be 
the  growing  needs  of  the  Empire,  but 
the  pe]*sonal  opinion  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  who  happened   to  possess 
the    greatest   force    of   character  and 
the  strongest  will.      He  did    not  ad- 
vocate   extravagant   expenditure,     but 
they  had  it  on  the  authority  of  the 
wisest  of  the  Jewish  Kings  that  there 
was  a  time  to  save  and  a  time  to  spend. 
Instead  of  unnecessarily  sacrificing  him- 
self, he  thought  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  done  better  had  he  devoted   his 
great  ability  to  seeing  that  the  nation 
got  fair  value  for  its  money,  for  that 
seemed  to  be  the  direction  in  which  all 
true  national  economy  ought  to  go.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Cooker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Lawson)  approved  of  the   noble 
Lord's  resignation  on  the  ground,  ap- 
parently, that  all  warfare  was  wrong 
and  the  Tory  policy  was  warlike,  and 
that  in  the  resignation  of  the  noble 
Lord  he  thought   he  saw  a  true  re- 
pentance from  Tory  Policy.    As  to  idl 
warfare  being  wrong,  the  hon.  Baro- 
net might  one  day  find  himself  in  the 
position  of  the  Quaker  who  went   it 
voyage.    The  ship  on  which  he  sailed 
was  attacked  by  pirates,  and  the  Quaker 
did  not  disdain  to  take  up  a  handspike 
with  the  rest ;  but,  ashe plied  his  weapon, 
he  accompanied  every  blow  with  the 
exclamation — '*  Friend,   keep    to  thine 
own  ship."    It  did  not  follow  because 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  turned  his  sword 
into  a  ploughshare  that  they  should  all 
follow  nis  example.    He  doubted  whe- 
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thor  the  hon.  Baronet  meant  what  he  said 
on  the  subject  of  war  ;  but,  taking  him  at 
his  word,  he  might  remind  him  of  the  ele- 
ments of  International  Law,  which  told 
them  that  where  they  had  hostile  nations 
with  opposing  interests  the  sword  was  the 
only  &ial  tribunal  to  which  they  could 
appeal.  Unfortunately,  the  millennium 
of  peace  was  yet  far  ofiT,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  this  country  could  not  escape 
from  the  responsibility  of  protecting  the 
lives  and  liberties  of  her  subjects  and  of 
her  Colonists  all  over  the  world,  however 
wicked  and  deplorable  warfare  might 
be.  In  their  speeches  with  reference  to 
Ireland,  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  had  ignored  altogether  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  first  duty  of  any 
Qt>yemment  to  protect  the  lives,  the 
property,  and  the  liberty  of  its  subjects. 
They  seemed  to  think  that  hardship  or 
poverty  was  sufficient  excuse  for  any 
amount  of  political  agitation,  inflamma- 
tory language,  or  lawlessness.  It  was 
not,  however,  the  province  of  legislation 
to  indulge  in  sentiment,  and  allow 
the  law  to  be  broken  with  impunity.  He 
believed  that  any  Government  which 
permitted  such  a  state  of  things  to  con- 
tinue wotdd  be  rapidly  swept  from 
Office  by  the  indignant  constituencies. 
He  asked  those  hon.  Members  why  they 
did  not  resort  to  other  methods  for  the 
relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland.  Why, 
for  instance — pending  the  legitimate  and 
final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question — 
did  they  not  appeal  to  public  sympathy, 
and  why  did  they  uot  utilize  some  of 
those  dollars  which  came  across  the  At- 
lantic in.  such  large  quantities,  but  as 
to  the  destination  of  which  we  were  so 
profoundly  ignorant,  in  a  benevolent 
way,  for  the  relief  of  those  poor  people  ? 
Ireland  was  not  the  only  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  in  which  poverty,  suf- 
fering, and  distress  were  to  be  found. 
In  the  East  End  of  London  and  the 
large  provincial  cities  of  Great  Britain 
there  was,  he  ventured  to  say,  ten  times 
as  much  undeserved  suffering  as  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  yet  the  poverty  was  not  made 
the  excuse  for  political  agitation  and 
systematic  lawlessness  and  outrage.  Al- 
though he  had  heard  a  great  many  har- 
rowing descriptions  of  the  sufferings  of 
the  Irish  peasantry,  he  had  failed  to 
gather  any  facts  showing  that  the  land- 
lords had  acted  imjustly.  On  the  other 
side,  however,  he  had  heard  plenty  of 
facts  showing  that  the  landlords  had 


only  resorted  to  eviction  in  the  last  ex- 
tremity. He  had  alluded  to  the  large 
amount  of  poverty  and  distress  to  be 
found  in  London  and  other  large  towns 
in  England ;  and  it  was  chiefly  owing . 
to  the  large  amount  of  public  attention 
absorbed  by  the  Irish  political  agitation 
that  this  great  social  evil  had  not  re- 
ceived its  proper  share  of  attention. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government,  encou- 
raged by  the  Report  and  evidence  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  on  Trade  and  Agri- 
culture, would  see  their  way  to  bring 
in  some  measure  for  the  relief  of  the 
poverty-stricken  people  of  both  these 
Islands  by  some  scheme  of  State-directed 
colonization.  Private  enterprize  in  that 
direction  had  failed,  owing,  as.  he  con- 
tended, to  the  fact  that  it  was  not,  and 
could  not  be,  conducted  on  a  sufficiently 
extensive  scale.  The  matter  must  be 
taken  up  by  the  State.  The  increase  in 
the  population  since  the  beginning  of 
the  century  rendered  some  measure  of 
that  sort  an  absolute  necessity,  and  he 
earnestly  appealed  to  the  Government 
seriously  to  consider  whether  they  could 
not,  by  some  well-organized  scheme  of 
State-directed  colonization.  And  at  least 
a  partial  remedy  for  the  social  and  poli- 
tical evils  of  the  present  day. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  said,  one 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  there  were 
two  distinct  Parties  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
would  ask  him  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
there  were  more  than  two  very  distinct 
Parties  in  England ;  and  he  would  also 
call  the  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  Irish  Party,  as  at  pre- 
sent represented,  had  done  more  than 
any  other  Party  in  modern  times  to  con- 
solidate the  whole  opinion  of  Ireland. 
He  pointed  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  pre^ 
sent  moment,  the  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers from  Protestant  Ulster  sat  with 
them  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  In  fact,  they  represented  at 
the  present  moment  five- sixths  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  he  would  like  to  know 
when  English  Parties  had  been  so 
divided  that  one  Party  was  so  over- 
whelmingly strong  as  to  represent  five- 
sixths  of  the  English  people.  As  re- 
garded the  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment towards  Ireland,  he  thought  they 
must  look  for  the  mainspring  of  that 
policy  to  a  notable  declaration  made  in 
one  of  the  early  days  of  last  Session. 
That  declaration  was  to  the  effect  that, 
if  judicial  rents  had  to  be  reduced,  the 

\^Fifth  Night'] 
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ijeef  sea  oysters  bill. 

On   Motion  of   Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Bill  to 
remove  the  reetrictions  on  the  sale  of  Deep  Sea 
Oysters,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy  and  Mr.  Colman. 
Bill pretetttedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

QKEElTWriCH  MABKBTS  ACT  (1849)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,   Bill  to  amend 
*'  The  Greenwich  Markets  Act,  1849/'  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Boord. 
Bin presetttedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  152.] 

LICENSED  PBEMISES  (EARLIER  CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  Earlier  Closing  of  Premises  licensed  for 
the  sale  of  Exciseable  Liquors  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr, 
Robert  Beid,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Lyell,  and  Mr.  Provand. 
Billpretetitedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  153.] 

DISTRESS  FOR  BENT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 

the  Law  of  Distress  for  Rent,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  and 

Mr.  Arthur  Williams. 

BiU pre9CHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  154.] 

CUSTOMS  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Customs  Law  Consoli- 
dation Act  of  1876. 

Resolution  reported:  —  Bill    ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,   Mr.  Seymour 
King,  and  Mr.  Gourley. 
BiiX presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  155.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Thursday^  Zrd  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BtLLs—First  Reading— 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement*  (13) ;  Pluralities 
Act  Amendment  *  (14). 

Cotnmitt$$  —  Report  —  Christchurch  (South- 
ampton) Charter  (Correction  of  Error)  *  (4). 

ADDRESS  TO  HER  MAJESTY  ON  HER 

MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

Most  Gracious  Sovbrkiqn, 

*<  We,  Tour  Miyesty*s  most  dutiful  and  loyal 

subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 

Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 


humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  graciona 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty's  relations  witii 
all  Foreign  Powers  continue  to  be  friendly. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  affairs  of  South  Eastern  Europe  are 
still  in  an  unsettled  condition,  but  that  Your 
Majesty  does  not  apprehend  that  any  disturbance 
of  European  peace  will  resultfrom  the  unadjusted 
controversies  whicb  have  arisen  in  that  region. 
We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that,  while  Your  Majesty  deplores  the  events 
which  compelled  Prince  Alexander  of  Bulgaria 
to  retire  from  the  Government  of  that  Princi- 
pality, Your  Majesty  has  not  judged  it  expedieni 
to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  for  the  Election 
of  his  Successor  until  they  arrive  at  that  stage  at 
which  Her  Majesty's  assent  is  required  by  tho 
stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  task  which  has  been  undertaken  by  Your 
Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt  is  not  yet  ae- 
complished;  but  that  substantial  adranoe  has 
been  made  towards  the  assurance  of  external 
and  internal  tranquillity. 

**We  learn  with  satisfaction  from  Your 
Majesty  that  the  operations  in  Burmah  hare 
been  conducted  by  Your  Majesty's  Troops  with 
bravery  and  skill,  for  the  purpose  of  extirpating 
the  brigandage  which  has  grown  up  during  re- 
cent years  of  misgovomment.  Humbly  to  thank 
Your  Majesty  for  informing  us  that  the  bands  of 
marauders  by  whom  Upper  Burmah  has  been 
long  infested  have  been  dispersed,  that  many  of 
the  leaders  have  laid  down  their  arms ;  and  that 
Your  Majesty  entertains  a  confident  hope  that 
the  general  pacification  of  the  country  will  be 
effected  during  the  present  season. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  vm 
that  Commercial  Treaties  have  been  concloded 
with  the  Kingdoms  of  Greece  and  Roumania,  aad 
that  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be  laid  before 
us. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform* 
ing  us  that  the  condition  of  Ireland  still  reqniTCa 
our  anxious  attention  ;  that  grave  crimes  hare 
happily  been  rarer  during  the  last  few  moothe 
than  during  a  similar  period  in  the  preceding 
year,  but  that  the  relations  between  the  ownen 
and  occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the  eariy  part  of 
the  autumn  exhibited  signs  of  improrenMSfc, 
have  since  been  seriously  disturbed  in  womm 
districts  by  organised  attempts  to  incite  \hm 
latter  class  to  combine  against  the  folfilmsot  ol 
their  legal  obligations.    We  thank  Your  Ma* 
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jestj  for  informiog  ns  that  the  efforts  of  Tonr 
Majesty's  Government  to  cope  with  this  evil 
have  been  seriously  impeded  by  difficulties  inci- 
dent to  the  method  at  present  prescribed  by 
Statute  for  dealing  with  such  offences ;  and  that 
our  early  attention  will  be  called  to  proposals 
for  reforms  in  Legal  Procedure,  which  seem 
necessary  to  secure  the  prompt  and  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law. 


Atnendm^nL 
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**  We  humbly  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  since  Tour  Majesty  last  addressed  us, 
the  Commissioners  directed  to  inquire  into  cer- 
tain subjects  of  great  importance  to  the  material 
welfare  ol  Ireland  have  been  actively  prose* 
outing  their  labours,  and  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  the  operation  of  the  recent  Acts 
dealing  with  the  Tenure  and  Purchase  of  Land 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  us,  which  will 
doubtless  receive  from  us  the  careful  attention 
which  the  serious  importance  of  the  subject 
demands. 

••We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Bills  for  the  improvement  of  Local  Go- 
vernment in  England  and  Scotland  will  be  laid 
before  us ;  and  that,  should  circumstances  render 
it  possible,  tiiey  will  be  followed  by  a  measure 
dealing  with  the'same  subject  in  Ireland  ;  that 
a  Bill  for  improving  and  cheapening  the  process 
of  Privato  Bill  Legislation  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  will  be  submitted  to  us,  and 
that  we  shall  be  asked  to  consider  measures 
having  for  their  objects  to  remove  hindrances 
which  exist  to  the  cheap  and  rapid  Transfer  of  \ 
Land,  to  facilitate  the  provision  of  Allotments 
for  Small  Householders,  and  to  provide  for  the 
readier  Sale  of  Glebe  Lands. 

"We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming ns  that  the  Commission  which  Tour 
Majesty  issued  in  1886  to  inquire  into  the 
lamentable  depression  under  which  Trade  and 
Agriculture  have  been  suffering  for  many 
years,  has  presented  a  valuable  Report,  which, 
together  with  the  important  evidence  collected 
by  them,  will  be  laid  before  us. 

<'  We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  a  Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of  levying 
Tithes  in  England  and  Wales  will  be  submitted 
to  us ;  that,  in  regard  to  Scotland,  we  shall  be 
asked  to  consider  measures  for  the  reform  of 
the  Universities,  for  completing  recent  legis- 
lation as  to  the  powers  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  for  amending  the  procedure  of 
Criminal  Courts;  and  that  measures  dealing 
with  the  regulation  of  Railway  Rates,  and  for 
preventing  the  fraudulent  use  of  Merchandise 
Marks,  will  also  be  brought  under  our  con- 
sideration. 


"  We  humbly  assure  Tour  IMajesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  bo  g^ven  to  the 
subjects  which  Tour  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  us;  and  we  earnestly 
trust  that,  with  regard  to  these  and  all  other 
matters  pertaining  to  our  functions,  the  keeping 
and  guidance  of  Almighty  God  may  be  vouch- 
safed to  us.*' 

QUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER  MAJESTT'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWAED  op  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
Edgcumbe)  reported  Her  Majesty's  an-> 
swer  to  the  Address  as  follows : — 

My  Lords, 

'^I  thank  you  for  your  Loyal  and  Dutiful 
Address. 

**I  resort  with  great  satisfaction  to  your 
Counsel  and  Advice  in  dealing  with  the  im- 
portant Questions  that  will  be  brought  before 
you,  and  which  concern  the  highest  Interests  of 
the  Country,  and  the  Welfare  and  Happiness 
of  all  Subjects." 

COPTHOLD  ENFRAK0HI8EMENT  BILL.  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Copyhold  Acts,  and  for 
the  enfranchisement  of  copyhold  and  customary 
lands — ^Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Hobhousc ; 
read  I*.     (No.  13.) 

FLT7BALITIES  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL.      [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  explain  section  twenty-six  of  the 
Pluralities  Act,  1838— Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  President ;  read  I*.    (No.  14.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Zrd  February ,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Member  Swohn  —  The 
Right  honble.  Sir  WilHam  Hart  Dyke, 
baronet,  for  the  County  of^'Kent  (Dartford 
Division). 

Select  Committee  —  National  Provident  In- 
surance, appointed. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Church  Discipline  Amendment  *  f  156] ;  Con- 
tumacy Imprisonment  Abolition  ^  [167]. 

Select  Committee — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(Ireland)  •  [1],  Committee  deferred. 
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1>EEP  SEA  OYSTERS  BILL. 

On   Motion  of  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Bill  to 
remove  the  restrictions  on  the  sale  of  Deep  Sea 
Oysters,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy  and  Mr.  Colman. 
Bm  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

QKEElTWriCH  MABKBTS  ACT  (1849)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,   Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Greenwich  Markets  Act,  1849,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Boord. 
BiHpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  162.] 

LICENSED  PBEMISES  (EARLIER  CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  Earlier  Closing  of  Premises  licensed  for 
the  sale  of  Exciseable  liquors  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr, 
Robert  Beid,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Lyell,  and  Mr.  Provand. 
BiUpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  153.] 

DISTRESS  FOR  RENT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 

the  Law  of  Distress  for  Rent,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  and 

Mr.  Arthur  Williams. 

BOlpreeefited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  154.] 

CUSTOMS  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resohedy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leare  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Customs  Law  Consoli- 
dation Act  of  1876. 

Resolution  reported:  —  Bill    ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,   Mr.  Seymour 
King,  and  Mr.  Gourley. 
"BiiiX presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  155.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Thursdat/f  Zrd  February ,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— PcBLic  Bills— fiV*^  Reading— 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement*  (13) ;  Pluralities 
Act  Amendment  *  (14). 

Commutes  —  Report  —  Christchurch  (South- 
ampton) Charter  (Correction  of  Error)  *  (4). 

ADDRESS  TO  HER  MAJESTY  ON  HER 

MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

Most  Gracious  Sovbrbion, 

**  We,  Tour  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 

subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 

Parliament  aiaembledi  beg  leave  to  offer  our 


humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  gracious 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

**  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty's  relations  wi^ 
all  Foreign  Powers  continue  to  be  friendly. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  affairs  of  Soutii  Eastern  Europe  are 
still  in  an  unsettled  condition,  but  that  Your 
Majesty  does  not  apprehend  that  any  disturbance 
of  European  peace  will  resultfrom  the  unadjusted 
controversies  which  have  arisen  in  that  region. 
We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that,  while  Your  Majesty  deplores  the  events 
which  compelled  Prince  Alexander  of  Bnlgmria 
to  retire  from  the  Government  of  that  Princi- 
pality, Your  Majesty  has  not  judged  it  expedieiit 
to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  for  the  Election 
of  his  Successor  until  they  arrive  at  that  stage  at 
which  Her  Majesty's  assent  is  required  by  the 
stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  os 
that  the  task  which  has  been  undertaken  by  Your 
Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt  is  not  yet  ae* 
complished;  but  that  substantial  advance  has 
been  made  towards  the  assurance  of  external 
and  internal  tranquillity. 

*'  We  learn  with  satisfaction  from  Your 
Majesty  that  the  operations  in  Burmah  have 
been  conducted  by  Your  Majesty's  Troops  with 
bravery  and  skill,  for  the  purpose  of  extirpating 
the  brigandage  which  has  grown  up  during  re- 
cent years  of  misgovemment.  Humbly  to  thank 
Your  Majesty  for  informing  us  that  the  bands  of 
marauders  by  whom  Upper  Burmah  has  been 
long  infested  have  been  dispersed,  that  many  ol 
the  leaders  have  laid  down  their  arms ;  and  that 
Your  Majesty  entertains  a  confident  hope  that 
the  general  pacification  of  the  country  will  be 
effected  during  the  present  season. 

'<  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  vm 
that  Commercial  Treaties  have  been  ooDolnded 
with  the  Kingdoms  of  Greece  and  Ron  mania,  aad 
that  Papers  on  these  subjects  wiU  be  laid  before 
us. 

**We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  condition  of  Ireland  still  lequuee 
our  anxious  attention ;  that  grave  crimes  hare 
happily  been  rarer  during  the  last  few  mootbe 
than  during  a  similar  period  in  the  preceding 
year,  but  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land,  which  in  the  early  part  of 
the  autumn  exhibited  signs  of  improvement^ 
have  since  been  seriously  disturbed  in  eooe 
districts  by  organised  attempts  to  incite  Hm 
latter  class  to  combine  against  the  fulfilment  of 
their  legal  obligations.    We  thank  Your  Ua* 
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jesty  for  informiog  us  that  the  efforts  of  Tonr 
Majesty's  Government  to  cope  with  this  evil 
have  been  seriously  impeded  by  difficulties  inci- 
dent to  the  method  at  present  prescribed  by 
Statute  for  dealing  with  such  offences ;  and  that 
oar  early  attention  will  be  called  to  proposals 
for  reforms  in  Legal  Procedure,  which  seem 
necessary  to  secure  the  prompt  and  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law. 

*'  We  humbly  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  since  Tour  Majesty  last  addressed  us, 
the  Commissioners  directed  to  inquire  into  cer- 
tain subjects  of  great  importance  to  the  material 
wel&re  of  Ireland  hare  been  actively  prose- 
cuting their  labours,  and  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  the  operation  of  the  recent  Acts 
dealing  with  the  Tenure  and  Purchase  of  Land 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  us,  whicli  will 
doubtless  receive  from  us  the  careful  attention 
iHiich  the  serious  importance  of  the  subject 
demands. 

"We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Bills  for  the  improvement  of  Local  Go- 
vernment in  England  and  Scotland  will  be  laid 
before  us ;  and  that,  should  circumstances  render 
it  pottible,  they  will  be  followed  by  a  measure 
dealing  with  the'same  subject  in  Ireland  ;  that 
a  Bill  for  improving  and  cheapening  the  process 
of  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  will  be  submitted  to  us,  and 
that  we  shall  be  asked  to  consider  measures 
having  for  their  objects  to  remove  hindrances 
which  exist  to  the  dieap  and  rapid  Transfer  of 
Land,  to  facilitate  the  provision  of  Allotments 
for  Small  Householders,  and  to  provide  for  the 
readier  Sale  of  Glebe  Lands. 

"We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  Commission  which  Tour 
Majesty  issued  in  1886  to  inquire  into  the 
lamentable  depression  under  which  Trade  and 
Agriculture  have  been  suffering  for  many 
years,  has  presented  a  valuable  Report,  which, 
together  with  the  important  evidence  collected 
by  them,  will  be  laid  before  us. 

"  We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  a  Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of  levying 
lathes  in  England  and  Wales  will  be  submitted 
to  us ;  that,  in  regard  to  Scotland,  we  shall  be 
asked  to  consider  measures  for  the  reform  of 
the  Universities,  for  completing  recent  legis- 
lation as  to  the  powers  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  for  amending  the  procedure  of 
Criminal  Courts;  and  that  measures  dealing 
with  the  regulation  of  Railway  Rates,  and  for 
preventing  the  fraudulent  use  of  Merchandise 
Marks,  will  also  be  brought  under  our  con- 
sideration. 


"  We  humbly  assure  Tour  IMajesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  bo  g^ven  to  the 
subjects  which  Tour  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  us;  and  we  earnestly 
trust  that,  with  regard  to  these  and  all  other 
matters  pertaining  to  our  functions,  the  keeping 
and  guidance  of  Almighty  Gk)d  may  be  vouch- 
safed to  us.*' 

QUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER  MAJESTT'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  op  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
Edocumbe)  reported  Her  Majesty's  an-> 
swer  to  the  Address  as  follows : — 

My  Lords, 

'*I  thank  you  for  your  Loyal  and  Dutiful 
Address. 

*'I  resort  with  great  satisfaction  to  your 
Counsel  and  Advice  in  dealing  with  the  im- 
portant Questions  that  will  be  brought  before 
you,  and  which  concern  the  highest  Interests  of 
the  Country,  and  the  Welfare  and  Happiness 
of  all  Subjects." 

COPYHOLD  ENFRAK0HI8EMENT  BILL.   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Copyhold  Acts,  and  for 
the  enfranchisement  of  copyhold  and  customary 
lands — Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Hobhouse ; 
read  1*.     (No.  13.) 

PLURALITIES  ACT  AMBin)MENT 
BILL.      [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  explain  section  twenty-six  of  the 
Pluralities  Act,  1838— Was  pretented  by  the 
Lord  President ;  read  I*.    (No.  14.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  3rd  Fehrmri/,  1887. 


MINDTES.]  —  Nbw  Member  Swobn  — The 
Right  honble.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
baronet,  for  the  County  of  ^' Kent  (Dartford 
Division). 

Select  Committee  —  National  Provident  In- 
surance, appointed, 

PcBLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Church  Discipline  Amendment  *  fl  ^6] ;  Con- 
tumacy Imprisonment  Abolition  ^  [167]. 

Select  Committee — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(Ireland)  •  [1],  Committ€$  defen-ed. 
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ilarriage  Law 
NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOU.SE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE). 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  when 
the  Eules  of  Procedure  come  on  for  dis- 
cussion, and  when  the  Bale  No.  9,  deal- 
ing with  the  Address  in  answer  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  is  under  dis- 
cussion, I  shall  move  to  add  to  the  Eule 
the  following  words : — 

"  The  Question  on  the  Motion  for  the  Address 
to  Her  Majesty  to  convey  the  thanks  of  the 
House  for  iier  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech 
to  both  Houses  of  FarHament,  at  the  opening  of 
the  Session,  shall  be  put  on  the  same  day  as 
that  on  which  the  Motion  is  made,  and  not  later 
than  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at  night,  un- 
less an  Amendment  shall  have  been  previously 
proposed." 

**  That,  after  all  Amendments  on  the  Address 
have  been  decided,  the  Motion  for  the  Address 
shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided  without 
debate." 

QUESTIONS. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— PROSECUTION  OF 
REV.  WALTER  DAVIES. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  correct  that  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew  at  the  last  Gloucester 
Assizes,  on  the  trial  of  the  Eev.  Walter 
Davies,  stated  that  the  prosecution 
which  had  heen  instituted  by  the  Direc- 
tor of  Public  Prosecutions  was  ^*  a  de- 
plorable and  reckless  one  "  that  ^*  ought 
never  to  have  been  undertaken,"  and 
that  '*  the  defendant  left  the  dock  with- 
out a  shadow  of  imputation  upon  his 
character " ;  whether  this  prosecution 
was  instituted  by  the  direction,  or  with 
the  approval,  of  the  Attorney  General, 
or  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department ;  what  is  the  amount 
of  the  costs  which  have  been  paid,  or 
are  payable,  out  of  public  f unas  on  ac- 
count of  this  prosecution  ;  and,  whether 
any  grant  haa  been  made  to  the  Defen- 
dant towards  the  costs  of  his  defence  ? 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABD  Websteb)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  The 
statements  attributed  to  the  learned 
Judge  in  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  substantially  correct. 
The  prosecution  was  not  instituted  by 
the  direction  or  with  the  approval  of  the 
Attorney  General,  or  of  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Home  Department.  I  feel, 
however,  that  it  is  right  to  add  that, 
having  carefully  looked  through  the  in- 
formation which  was  before  the  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions  at  the  time  of  the 
institution  of  the  prosecution,  he  was,  in 
my  opinion,  justified  in  the  steps  which 
he  took,  and  he  acted  throughout  upon 
the  opinion  of  counsel  of  &e  highest 
experience.  The  amount  of  costs  pay- 
able out  of  thepublic  funds  is  £50  ISt.  id. 
So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  grant  has  been 
made  to  the  defendant  towards  the  coats 
of  his  defence.  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  infor- 
mation which  I  possess  respecting  this 


case. 

MARRIAGE  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  SCOT- 
LAND)-ATTENDANCE  OF 
REGISTRARS. 

Mb.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  where  one  of  two  parties 
intending  to  marry  resides  in  England 
and  the  other  in  Scotland,  they  maj 
marry  in  England  upon  production  of  a 
certificate  of  proclamation  of  banns  in 
Scotland,  but  that  there  is  no  similar 
provision  enabling  them  to  marry  in 
Scotland ;  and,  if  such  is  the  fact,  whe- 
ther, when  the  Bill  is  introduced  by  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  die* 
pensing  with  the  presence  of  the  Re- 
gistrar at  the  celebration  of  marriages 
in  Nonconformist  places  of  worship,  or 
at  some  other  time,  he  proposes  to  aa- 
thorize  Superintendent  Registrars  of  dis- 
tricts in  England  to  issne  certificates  for 
the  celebration  of  such  marriages  in  Scot- 
land, or  otherwise  remove  the  anomaly  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  In  Scotland  there 
is  no  statutory  equivalent  to  the  Aist 
passed  last  Session  recognizing  certifi- 
cates of  bsnns  published  in  Scotland  as 
sufficient  to  legalize  marriage  in  Eng- 
land. By  custom,  however,  English 
certificates  are  generally  recognised  and 
accepted  by  the  officiating  dergymaa; 
but,  as  I  understand  that  ocosBJanaily 
some  difficulty  has  arisen  throuKh  clergy- 
men demurring  to  accept  En^sh  certi- 
ficates, and  as  when  it  occurs  it  must 
undoubtedly  create  very  serions  inoon- 
venience,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  propoaa 
a  clause  to  remedy  such  inoonvenienos 
when  any  suitable  Bill  is  brought  i% 
which,  I  understand,  in  contemplation. 
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EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  EVIC- 
TIONS AT  WOODFORD— COST  OF 
TEANSPORT,  &c. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  is  the  total  of 
the  sums  paid  and  claimed  for  the  trans- 
port of  police  and  military  to  aid  in 
effSecting  the  late  evictions  atWoodford, 
county  Galway;  what  was  the  total 
amount  of  rent  due  by  the  tenants 
evicted ;  and,  so  near  as  he  can  ascer- 
tain, what  was  the  amount  of  the  reduc- 
tion in  rent  claimed  by  the  evicted 
tenants  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  cost  was  a  little  over  £1,350— of 
course,  a  very  exceptional  amount,  due 
to  several  special  causes.  I  cannot  take 
it  upon  myself  to  attempt  to  answer  the 
other  parts  of  the  Question;  but  no 
doubt  the  rent  due  was  much  less.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  Government,  when 
called  upon  to  assist  in  enforcin^j^  legal 
process,  cannot  be  influenced  by  the 
proportion  which  the  cost  of  doing  so 
bears  to  the  amount  due. 

ARMY-JOHN  CAMERON.  SEAFORTH 
HIGHLANDERS. 

Ma.  FRASER  MACKINTOSH  (In- 
vemeas-shire)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Why  John  Cameron, 
Seaforth  Highlanders,  Fort  Oeorge, 
N.B.,  bom  16th  August  1869,  and  en- 
listed in  the  year  1886,  is  not  discharged, 
in  compliance  with  his  father's  request, 
and  according  to  the  Regulations  of  the 
Service? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  soldier  referred 
to  was  18  years  of  age.  His  father 
knew  of  his  enlistment  within  a  few 
days,  but  took  no  steps  until  three 
months  had  elapsed,  wnen  he  claimed 
his  son's  discharge  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  under  age.  The  young  man  had 
just  the  physical  characteristics  of  one 
18  years  of  age,  and  he  had  stated  in 
writing  his  wish  to  continue  in  the 
Army;  and  in  these  circumstances  he 
was  held  to  his  engagement.  There 
was  really  no  statutory  limit  of  age 
below  which  a  young  man  could  not  be 
enlisted.  The  essential  point  was  that 
he  possessed  the  physique  corresponding 
to  the  age  of  18. 


POST   OFFICE-POSTAL    COMMUNICA- 
TION WITH    THE   OUTER  HEBRIDES. 

Mr.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in 
placing  a  Steam  Postal  Service  between 
Strome  Ferry,  and  Harris*  and  North 
Uist,  which  was  promised  last  year  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  RjLiKEs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  promise  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers.  Tenders  were 
invited  for  a  Steam  Packet  between 
Portree,  Harris,  and  Lochmaddy,  with 
a  view  to  determine  what  new  arrange- 
ments, if  any,  could  be  made  for  the 
Postal  Service ;  but,  after  very  full  con- 
sideration, the  circumstances  did  not 
appear  to  warrant  the  large  outlay  re- 
quired. As  regards  Lochmaddy,  I  am 
happy  to  state  that  arrangements  are  in 
progress  for  establishing  Steam  Postal 
communication  with  Lochboisdale. 

IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870-THE  BRIGHT 

CLAUSES. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  pro- 
mised legislation  on  the  Lrish  Land 
Question  will  include  provisions  in 
relief  of  the  Purchasers  under  the  Bright 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  or 
whether  it  is  intended  to  deal  with  that 
part  of  the  subject  by  an  independent 
measure  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  TSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  cannot  state  the  details  of  proposed 
legislation  on  the  Irish  Land  Question ; 
but  I  have  made  no  promise  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  purchasers  under 
the  Bright  Clauses  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
either  in  a  general  or  in  a  special  Bill. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH   LIGHTS- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  any  legislation 
dealing  with  the  Irish  Lights  Board; 
and,  if  so,  of  what  nature ;  and,  whether 
there  has  been  any  recent  official  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject;  and,  if  so, 
whether  a  Copy  of  it  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henby 
De   Worms)    (Liverpool,    East    Tox- 
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teth) :  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  have 
no  inteniion  to  propose  any  such  legis- 
lation as  is  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Cluestion,  and  there  has  been  no 
recent  correspondence  on  the  subject. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY 
(IRELAND)-LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  as  stated  in 
the  Public  Press,  the  Government  in- 
tend to  introduce  a  measure  for  the 
establishment  of  Local  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  Ireland;  and,  if  so,  on 
or  about  what  date  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
This  is  a  matter  with  which,  I  think. 
Parliament  ought  to  deal ;  but  I  observe 
that  Notice  has  been  given  of  more  than 
one  Bill  on  the  subject,  and  I  hope  that 
the  hon.  Members  who  are  in  charge  of 
them  may  be  more  successful  in  finding 
opportunities  for  their  discussion,  than, 
juaging  from  past  experience,  the  Go- 
vernment is  likely  to  have.  I  should  be 
glad  to  give  any  aid  in  my  power  in  the 
matter. 

COMMISSIONERS  OP  IRISH   LIGHTS— 
«  THE  PRINCESS  ALEXANDRA." 

Sm  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  recently  sent  the 
ship  PrinoeBB  Alexandra  to  London  to 
be  repaired ;  what  the  cost  of  her  re- 
pairs amounted  to ;  and,  why  she  was 
not  repaired  in  Dublin  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henby  db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  PrinoeBB  Alexandra  was  sent 
to  London  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Irish  Lights  in  order  that  the  repairs 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  might 
bo  carried  out  under  the  supervision  of 
the  technical  staff  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  London,  bv  whom  the  boilers 
were  designed,  and  in  order  that  the 
work  might  be  effected  by  Messrs.  Penn, 
who  originally  constructed  the  engines 
and  boilers.  As  these  repairs  have  not 
yet  been  completed,  the  cost  of  them 
cannot  at  present  bo  stated. 

ARMY— THE  AFGHAN   PRIZE  MONEY. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Seoretaxy  of  State  for  War, 

Banm  Henry  Do  WormB 


Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  give  any 
information  as  to  the  probable  date  of 
distribution  of  the  Afj^han  prize  money  ? 
The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  QoBflrr) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied) :  I  find,  on 
inquiry,  that  there  is  no  Afghan  prise 
money  to  be  distributed.  The  captmiea 
made  at  Cabul  did  not  come  within  the 
conditions  of  prize.  I  may  mention  that 
''donation  batta"  was  given  to  the 
troops  engaged  in  the  A%han  earn- 
paigns. 

ARMY  ROYAL  MILITARY  COLLEGES 
AT  WOOLWICH  AND  SANDHURST. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War,  Whether  any,  and  if  so,  what  steps 
have  been  taken  towards  carr3riDg  oot  the 
recommendations  of  the  Board  of  Visitors 
in  regard  to  the  Royal  Military  Academj, 
Woolwich,  and  the  Royal  Military  0<i- 
lege,  Sandhurst,  with  a  view  to  the 
remedy  of  the  varions  defects  which 
they  obserred  in  their  inspections  in 
June  and  July  1 886  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle) :  As  regards  the  Royal  Military 
Academy,  the  provision  of  increaaed 
sleeping  accommodation  and  of  hot 
water  for  the  bath  rooms  will  be  pro- 
ceeded with  when  funds  are  STailablo 
after  the  completion  of  more  urgent  aer- 
vices.  No  room  in  Herbert's  Hospital 
can  at  present  be  made  available  as  an 
infectious  ward  for  cadets.  As  regards 
Sandhurst,  steps  have  been  taken  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  that  the 
Riding  School  be  lit  with  gaa;  that 
better  furniture  be  provided  for  the 
cadets'  ante-rooms;  that  windows  be 
added  in  certain  rooms;  and  that  a 
dressing  room  be  added  to  the  gymna- 
sium. The  Racquet  Court  will  be  re- 
roofed  early  in  the  next  financial  year ; 
but  funds  are  not  as  yet  available  lor 
building  accommodation  for  the  snranta 
on  the  College  estate.  Ammunition  for 
voluntary  revolver  shooting  has 
issued  to  the  cadets ;  but  it  has  not 
thought  necessary  to  make  shooting  a 
part  of  the  course. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  NEW  POSTAGE 
STAMPS-REPORT  OF  THE  COMUITTCE 
UPON  STAMPS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (I>one. 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Oeaeml, 
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Whether,  seeing  tbat  the  new  postage 
stamps  have  been  on  issue  to  the  public 
since  the  Ist  of  January,  he  has  now 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
upon  Stamps,  appointed  by  the  late  Mr. 
Fawcett  when  Postmaster  General,  to- 
gether with  the  evidence  taken  by  that 
Committee,  and  also  the  Keport  of  the 
Controller  of  Stamps  upon  his  visit  to 
and  inspection  of  the  various  Govern- 
mental Stamp  Factories  of  Europe  ? 

Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  Postage 
Stiunps,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refer;,  ic  eludes  matter  which  it  would  be 
very  ineiLpedient  to  publish,  and  I  there- 
fore do  not  propose  to  lay  such  Report 
upon  the  Table.  As  regards  the  Report 
of  the  Controller  of  Stamps  to  his  Board, 
I  would  refer  to  the  reply  given  to  the 
hon.  Member  by  my  Predecessor  (Lord 
John  Manners)  on  July  16th,  1885 — 
namely,  that  an  undertaking  was  given 
that  all  that  the  Controller  saw  and 
learnt  during  his  inquiries  was  to  be 
treated  as  confidential;  and  that  it  is  not 
intended  to  lay  the  Report  before  Par- 
liament. 

POST  OITICE  (IRELAND)  ACCOMMODA- 
TION  AT  GRAKGEGEITH  AND  SLANE. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  a  pri- 
Tate  letter  carrier  is  being  paid  by  the 
people  of  the  district  of  Orangegeith 
and  Slane  since  the  1 6th  of  August  last 
year ;  whether,  previous  to  this,  some  of 
them  had  to  travel  four  and  a  half  miles 
to  have  their  letters  posted ;  whether  he 
will  institute  the  inquiry  which  he  pro- 
mised last  Session  when  this  Question 
was  put ;  whether  the  daily  average  of 
packets  and  letters  is  over  20;  and, 
whether  this  number  of  letters  would  be 
sufficient  to  compensate  the  Government 
in  haring  a  permanent  office  appointed 
at  Grangegeith  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  A  pri- 
vate letter  carrier  is,  I  learn,  employed 
by  the  people  living  in  the  Grangegeith 
district  to  fetch  their  letters  from  the 
Slane  Post  Office.  Grangegeith  is  3^ 
miles  from  Slane,  and  some  of  the  per- 
sons living  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Granf^egeith  would  probably  have  to 
travel  4  J  miles  to  post  at  Slane.  The 
inquiry  promised  last  Session  was  duly 


made;  but  the  average  correspondence 
did  not  appear  to  warrant  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Post  Office  at  Grangegeith, 
with  a  postman  for  conveying  the  letters 
from  and  to  Slane.  The  daily  average 
of  packets  and  letters  is  believed  to  be 
considerably  below  20 ;  but  further  ac- 
counts will  shortly  be  taken,  with  the 
view  of  ascertaining  whether  the  cir- 
cumstances are  more  favourable  than 
formerly  to  the  establishment  of  a  Post. 

NAVY— PRICES  OP  COAL.  IRON,  STEEL, 
&c.,  TO  THE  DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  were  the  average  prices  per 
ton  of  the  coal,  iron,  and  steel  (including 
cost  of  carriage)  delivered  to  the  Dock- 
yards at  Chatham,  Portsmouth,  and 
Plymouth  in  the  year  1886  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRAIjTY  (Lord  Geobge  Hamilton) 
Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  There  are  so  many 
kinds  of  coal — steam  vessel,  furnace, 
yard  engine,  &c. — and  descriptions  and 
sizes  of  steel  and  iron  plates,  bars, 
angles,  &c.,  that  an  average  price,  as 
asked  for,  could  only  be  given  with  an 
infinity  of  labour,  and,  when  furnished, 
would  be  of  no  practical  use.  The  fol- 
lowing average  prices  of  certain  specific 
descriptions  may  be  of  some  service : — 
Welsh  steam  coal,  per  ton,  Chatham, 
12«.  5d,;  Portsmouth,  12«. ;  and  Plv- 
mouth,  11«.  11^.;  furnace  coal  (chiefly 
N.C.),  per  ton,  Chatham,  lOi.  lOd. ; 
Portsmouth,  12«.  6d. ;  Plymouth,  12i.  4d. 

THE     MAURITIUS— THB     EXCHANGE. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  remit- 
tances from  the  Mauritius  by  bill  of 
exchange  cost,  at  present,  £53  per  £100  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Government 
would  use  their  influence  to  place  the 
question  on  a  more  reasonable  footing  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.),  in 
reply,  said  that  the  Treasury  had  no 
official  knowledge  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
remittances  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  their  experience  was  that  the 
cost  was  far  lower  than  the  amount 
stated  in  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
The  Government  had  no  control  over  the 
rate  cliarged  for  remittances,  which  de- 
pended upon  commercial  considerations. 
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FISHERIES    (IRELAND)  —  TRAWLING 
IN  SUGO  AND  KILLALA  BAYS. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  any  step  has  yet 
been  taken  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Oalway  fishermen,  by  excluding  traw- 
lers from  the  whole  or  part  of  Oalway 
Bay;  and,  if  the  precedent  lately  set, 
by  excluding  trawlers  from  the  Firth  of 
Forth,  will  be  followed  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  had 
also  the  following  question  on  the 
Paper : — ^To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  what 
has  been  the  result  of  the  recent  inquiry 
into  the  system  of  trawling  in  Sligo  and 
Killala  Bays  ;  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners recommended  its  discontinuance; 
and,  whether  trawlers  are  permitted  to 
fish  in  other  waters  on  the  British  Coast. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  are  engap^ed 
upon  a  general  inquiry  on  the  subject 
of  trawling  on  various  parts  of  the  coast, 
and  they  state  that  un^l  their  inquiry  is 
complete  they  cannot  come  to  any  de- 
cision with  regard  to  any  particular  bay. 
They  hare,  therefore,  not  as  yet  made 
any  recommendation  with  regard  to  the 
bays  mentioned  in  these  Questions. 
Speaking  generally,  the  Inspectors  in- 
form me  that  they  think  no  evidence 
has  been  given  that  would  justify  them 
in  recommending  the  prohibition  of 
trawling:  but  me  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Nolan)  was  good 
enough  to  bring  under  my  notice  the 
other  evening  some  important  informa- 
tion with  reference  to  Galway  Bay.  I 
will  communicate  with  the  Inspectors  as 
to  this,  and  take  care  that  the  matter  is 
not  lost  sight  of. 

SEA  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) -A  STEAM 

CRUISER. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  any  intimation 
has  reached  the  Irish  Government  from 
the  Fishery  Commissioners,  to  the  effect 
that  a  steam  vessel  of  150  tons  would  be 
highly  useful  if  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Irish  fishing  authorities  for  experi- 
ment and  research ;  and,  if  the  Scotch 
fishing  authorities  possess  such  a  vessel  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
MiOHABL  Hioks-Beagh)  (Bristol,  W.} : 


In  accordance  with  a  promise  made 
by  me  last  Sessiom,  this  proposal, 
which  is  an  old  one,  has  been  revived, 
and  the  Irish  Government  is  at  present 
in  correspondence  with  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject.  The  expenditure  in* 
volved,  both  by  way  of  initial  oat- 
lay  and  future  maintenance,  would  be 
very  heavy,  and  their  Lordships  have 
not  as  yet  seen  their  way  to  consent  to 
it ;  but  I  will  do  my  best  to  get  it  carried 
out  in  some  form  or  other. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS — 
THE    SUPERINTENDING    ARCHITECT. 

Me.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.),  asked  the  Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  "Works,  Whether  tl&e 
Superintending  Architect  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  is  empowered 
by  Statute  to  give  decisions  vitally 
affecting  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metro- 
polis, without  his  awards  being  sub- 
ject to  the  revision  or  control  of  the 
Board;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  b  the 
intention  of  the  Board  to  propose  legis- 
lation during  the  present  Sesnon  to 
remove  this  anomaly  in  Metropolitan 
local  (covemment  ? 

TheCHAIRMAN  (Sir  JahesM'Oabu.. 
HooQ  (Middlesex,  Hornsey) :  I  beg  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Super- 
intending Architect  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  is  not  subject  to  the  oontiul  of 
the  Board  with  reference  to  his  deci- 
sions as  the  officer  appointed  by  Statute 
to  determine  the  general  line  of  build- 
ings in  the  Metropolis,  and  this  has 
been  the  state  of  the  law  since  the 
passing  of  the  Metropolis  Management 
Amendment  Act,  1862.  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  representation  has  been  made 
to  the  Boara  that  Parliament  should  be 
asked  to  give  the  Board  control  orer 
the  Superintending  Architect  in  the 
exercise  of  his  jurisdiction;  and  I  am 
not  able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Board 
to  propose  legistation  during  the  present 
Session  with  a  view  to  an  altwatioa  of 
the  existing  law. 

ARMY  OF   OCCUPATION,  EGYPT- 
SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Slate 
for  War,  Whether  Her  Majeety's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  ask  the  Houae  to 
sanction  a  Supplementary  Estimate  oC 
£500,000  for  expenses  connected  witk 
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the  Anny  in  Egypt ;  and,  if  so,  when 
that  Estimate  will  be  presented ;  and, 
whether  it  will  contain  explanations  so 
that  it  may  be  duly  considered  pre- 
viously to  a  Vote  being  taken  on  it  ? 

The  SECRETAEYof  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  question  of  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates is  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  amount 
cannot  yet  be  determined.  When  pre- 
sented every  possible  information  will 
be  given. 

RAILWAYS    (INDIA)—  MASSACRE  ON 
THE  QUETTA-PISHEEN  RAILWAY. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  a  khan  and  many 
coolies,  working  on  an  advanced  part  of 
the  Quetta-Pisheen  Eailway,  have  been 
killed  by  the  Duranis ;  whether  the 
whole  of  that  part  of  the  line  as  now 
carried  on  or  sanctioned  is  in  British 
territory ;  whether  there  are  any  Papers 
available  to  Parliament  showing  by 
whom*  and  in  what  limits,  the  territory 
now  forming  the  Pisheen  District  was 
ceded,  and  whether  the  consent  of  any 
tribes  claiming  rights  there  was  ob- 
tained ;  if  the  works  now  carried  on,  or 
sanctioned,  go  beyond  the  British  terri- 
tory, into  whose  territory  they  run, 
whether  that  of  independent  tribes,  or 
within  the  Suzerainty  of  the  Ameer  of 
Cabnl ;  and,  in  the  latter  case,  whether 
the  consent  of  any  local  tribes  claiming 
the  territory  has  been  obtained  as  well 
as  that  of  the  Suzerain ;  whether  it  is 
contemplated  to  lay  the  Bailway  beyond 
Chaman  Chauki  ;  and,  whether  oppo- 
sition to  that  proceeding  is  expected  as 
stated  in  Heuter's  telegram  ? 

The  under  SECEETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham): 
The  hon.  Baronet  will  be  gratified 
to  learn  that  the  report  on  which  his 
first  Question  is  based  is  wholly  without 
foundation.  No  irruption  of  Duranis 
has  taken  place,  nor  has  anybody  been 
killed.  The  territory  through  which  the 
Eailway  passes  has  since  1878  been  in 
the  occupation  and  under  the  absolute 
control  of  the  Government  of  India. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  now  in  corre- 
spondence with  the  Government  of  India 
as  to  its  exact  legal  status.  The  Papers 
relating  to  the  Pisheen  District  are  to  be 
found  in  the  Afghan  Blue  Books  pub- 
lished between  1878  and    1881.      The 
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works  now  sanctioned  and  being  carried 
out  do  not  extend  beyond  British  terri- 
tory ;  nor  has  the  question  of  extending 
the  Eailway  beyond  Chaman  Ohauki  yet 
been  finally  decided.  The  remaining 
Questions  of  the  hon.  Baronet  are,  there- 
fore, premature. 

BURIAL  ACTS  —  CONSECRATION  OP 
CEMETERIES— THE  ATTLEBOROUGH 
BURIAL  BOARD. 

Me.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Burial  Board  of  Attleborough,  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk,  have  received  notice 
that  a  mandamus  will  be  applied  for  to 
compel  them  to  obtain  the  consecration 
of  the  cemetery  lately  opened  by  them, 
or  of  some  part  thereof;  and  whether  it 
is  intended  to  institute  such,  or  similar, 
proceedings  against  that  or  any  other 
Burial  Board  which  has  opened,  or  in- 
tends to  open,  for  public  use,  a  cemetery 
containing  no  consecrated  ground  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir; 
the  Burial  Board  of  Attleborough  have 
received  notice  that  a  mandamus  will  be 
applied  for  to  compel  them  to  do  what 
the  law  requires  them  to  do — namely,  to 
apply  to  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  to 
consecrate  part  of  their  burial  ground, 
which  has  been  duly  appropriated  for  the 

Eurpose  of  consecration.  Since  I  have 
een  in  Office  ineffectual  attempts  have 
been  made  to  induce  the  Board  to  fulfil 
their  statutory  obligation  without  legal 
proceedings ;  and  I  am  informed  that 
the  Board  have  refused  the  offer  of  a 
parishioner  to  defray  the  costs  of  conse- 
cration himself.  The  result  is  that,  as 
the  churchyard  has  been  closed  by  Order 
in  Council,  the  parishioners  are  deprived 
of  their  right  to  be  buried  in  consecrated 
ground  if  they  so  desire.  It  will  depend 
on  the  circumstances  of  each  case  whether 
similar  proceedings  shall  be  instituted 
against  other  Boards.  I  hope  the  de- 
cision of  the  Queen's  Bench  will  prevent 
other  Boards  from  throwing  on  the  rate- 
payers the  costs  of  refusing  to  fulfil 
their  legal  obligations. 

COMMONS  (METROPOLIS)— WANDS- 
WORTH COMMON  ACT,  1871— 
LEASING  OF  LAND. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther   land    (about  55   acres),   part    of 
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Wandsworth  Common,  was  given  to 
the  Ilojal  Commissioners  of  the  Patrio- 
tio  Fund  for  the  purposes  of  the  asylum, 
since  erected  thereon,  to  afford  a  visible 
and  permanent  memorial  of  the  national 
generosity  which  provided  the  means  for 
its  fonndation ;  and  was  enclosed  from 
the  Common  without  any  equivalent  or 
compensation  to  those  enjoying  right 
over  the  Common ;  whether  the  Eoyal 
Commissioners  have  recently  admitted 
that  a  portion  (about  20  acres)  of  the 
land  is  not  required  for  the  purposes  of 
the  asylum,  and  have  leased  the  same, 
as  a  market  garden,  to  a  contractor  for 
public  works,  who,  by  an  extensive 
vehicular  traffic,  has  for  some  months 
past  done  grievous  damage  to  the  exist- 
ing portion  of  the  open  Common  re- 
served for  purposes  of  exercise  and  re- 
creation under  the  provisions  of  ''The 
Wandsworth  Common  Act,  1871  ;  " 
whether  any  offer  of  such  land  was 
made  to  the  Wandsworth  Common  Con- 
servators ;  and,  in  what  manner  the  ad- 
vertisement of  their  intended  letting  of 
the  ground,  referred  to  on  page  8  of  the 
lastBeport  of  the  Commissioners,  was 
published;  and,  why  no  notice  thereof 
was  given  to  the  Conservators  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  land  on  Wandsworth  Common  was 
not  given  to  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Patriotic  Fund ;  but  was  purchased  by 
them  from  the  lord  of  the  manor  at  a 
substantial  price.  The  Commissioners 
have  recently  leased  about  20  acres  of 
their  estate  to  a  market  gardener ;  but 
this  is  not,  in  reality,  any  variation  from 
the  original  object  for  which  the  Com- 
missioners held  the  ground.  That  ob- 
ject was  to  produce  vegetables  for  con- 
sumption in  the  boys'  and  girls'  schools, 
and  to  instruct  the  boys  m  the  art  of 
gardening.  But  the  boys'  school  was 
given  up,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
ground  was  cultivated  at  a  loss.  By  the 
present  arrangement  the  vegetables  are 
obtained  from  the  tenant,  and  there  has 
been  so  g^eat  a  gain  that  the  Commis- 
sioners have  been  enabled  to  maintab 
seven  more  beds.  As  regards  the  in- 
crease of  traffic  across  the  Common  an 
action  at  law  is  now  pending;  and  my 
hon.  Friend  will  understand,  therefore, 
that  I  cannot  express  any  opinion  upon 
it.  The  letting  of  the  ground  was 
publicly  advertised  in  The  Times  news- 
paper of  June  19,  1885,  and  also  io 
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The  Gardener* eChrtmieU  and  in  Th$  A^ri^ 
cultural  Qanette. 

HALL.MARKING-INDIAN  GOLD  AND 
SILVER  PLATE  AT  THE  COLONIAL 
EXHIBITION. 

Mb.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  Uie  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  directed  to  Uie 
fact  that  whereas,  at  the  Colonial  Ex- 
hibition, Indian  gold  and  silver  plate 
was  permitted  to  be  sold  without  the 
compulsory  obligation  of  assay  and  hall* 
marking,  that  permission  was  denied  to 
Colonial  exhibitors;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  prepared  to 
extend  the  same  facilities  for  trading  in 
gold  and  silver  plate  to  Her  Majesty's 
Colonial  subjects  as  are  enjoyed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Indian  subjects,  by  abolish- 
ing the  practice  of  compulsory  hall- 
marking? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hekby  Dk 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  At 
the  recent  Exhibition  at  South  KensiDg- 
ton  the  same  regulations  were  applied 
to  gold  and  silver  plate  as  were  applied 
to  plate  sent  from  India,  the  Regula- 
tions being  those  to  be  found  in  the 
Revenue  Act,  1884,  by  which  foreign 
plate  which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Customs,  may  be  properly  de- 
scribed as  hand- chased,  inlaid,  bronzed, 
or  filigree  work,  is  exempted  from 
assay  and  hall-marking.  The  plate 
sent  to  the  Exhibition,  and  which  was 
not  found  by  the  Customs  officers  to 
come  under  the  above  description,  could 
not  be  legally  exempted.  The  same 
facilities  for  trading  in  gold  and  silver 
were  so  far  equally  extended  to  the 
Colonies  and  India. 

UNITED     STATES— THE    HOMESTEAD 
AND  EXEMPTION  LAWS. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  aakad 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  Reports  from  Consu- 
lar Agents  in  tho  United  States  on  the 
Homestead  and  Exemption  Laws  are 
likely  to  be  published  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  FsBorssoN)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  As  soon  as  the  liSS, 
were  returned  by  the  hon.  Member,  to 
whom,  on  their  receipt,  they  were  Mot 
for  perusal,  orders  were  giTen  that  tber 
should  be  at  once  printed  and  presented 
to  Parliament.    The  Papers  are  already 
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in  type,  and  will  be  in  tbe  bands  of 
Members  in  tbe  course  of  a  few  days. 

HOME  DEFENCES-GAKRISONS  OP 
THE  THAMES  FORTS. 

Majob  BASOH  (Essex,  8.E.)  asked 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Wbe- 
tlier  tbe  statement  in  Th4  T%m$8  of  Feb- 
ruary 1st,  relative  to  tbe  garrisons  of 
tbe  Tbaipes  forts,  is  correct? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E  Stanhope)  (Lincolnsbire,  Horn- 
castle) :  In  time  of  peace  only  sufficient 
men  are  retained  in  tbe  Tbames  forts 
to  take  care  of  tbe  stores  and  guns ;  but 
bebind  tbem  are  tbe  garrisons  of  Wool- 
wicb»  Cbatbam,  and  tbe  Home  District, 
wbicb  would  bold  tbese  forts  in  case  of 
alarm;  and  in  tbe  general  scbeme  for 
tbe  defence  of  tbe  country  detailed  pro- 
vision bas  been  made  for  tbe  necessary 
garrison  for  eacb  fort 

PARKS     (METROPOLIS)— COST      OF 
MAINTENANCE. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Nortbampton) 
asked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department,  Wben  it  is  intended 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  .tbrowing  tbe  cost  of 
tbe  maintenance  of  certain  Parks  in  tbe 
Metropolis  upon  its  inbabitants? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmiugbam,  E.):  If  tbe 
bon.  Member  would  be  so  good  as  to 
read  tbe  Order  Book  of  tbe  House,  be 
would  not,  I  tbink,  be  in  doubt  as  to 
tbe  intention  of  tbe  Government  in  tbis 
matter.  A  Bill  transferring  to  tbe  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  tbe  mainte- 
nance of  certain  Parks  bas  already  been 
read  a  first  time,  and  is  down  for  second 
reading  to-nigbt. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 

—  STATIONERY    CLERKS    IN  SUR- 

VBTORS'  BRANCH. 
Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E..  Rugby) 
asked  tbe  Postmaster  General,  Wbetber, 
in  December  1868,  because  of  an  appli- 
cation for  increase  of  salary,  tbe  position 
of  Stationery  Olerk  in  the  Surveyors' 
Brancb  of  tbe  General  Post  Office  was 
abolisbed,  and  a  new  regulation  made, 
by  wbicb  tbe  Surveyors'  stationery,  i.e., 
office  duties,  were  in  future  to  be  per- 
formed by  clerks  borne  on  tbe  establisb- 
ment  of  country  post  offices  at  a  mucb 
lower  scale  of  pay ;  wbetber  tbe  eflect 
of  tbat  regulation  is,  tbat  tbe  officers 
permanently  employed  as  Stationery 
Clerks  in  tbe  Surveyors'  Brancb   are 


denied  any  status  wbatever  on  tbat 
brancb ;  wbetber  tbe  results  on  tbe  offi- 
cers themselves,  and  tbe  offices  to  wbicb 
they  are  nominally  attacbed,  but  in  wbicb 
tbey  perform  no  duties  wbatever,  have 
been  brougbt  more  than  once  under  tbe 
notice  of  the  Department  witbout  effect ; 
and,  wbetber  tbe  work  now  performed 
by  Stationery  Clerks  is  of  a  mucb  more 
important  and  arduous  cbaracter  tban 
formerly,  while  their  official  prospects 
are  worse ;  and,  wbetber  be  will  take 
steps  to  have  their  g^evances,  botb  as 
regards  rank  and  remuneration,  inquired 
into  and  ameliorated  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  the  bon.  Member,  I  bave  to 
state  tbat  tbe  Stationery  Clerks  do  not 
bold  any  permanent  appointment  as 
sucb.  If,  as  alleged,  tbe  work  now  per- 
formed by  tbe  Stationery  Clerks  is  more 
important  and  arduous  tban  it  was,  it 
must  remembered  tbat  the  remuneration 
of  tbe  classes  on  wbicb  those  officers  are 
borne  bas  been  considerably  improved. 
As  regards  tbe  rank  and  remtmeration 
of  tbe  Stationery  Clerks,  I  am  now  con- 
sidering wbetber  some  cbanges  may  not 
be  desirable. 

POST   OFFICE— NEGOTIATIONS  WITH 
THE  TELEPHONE  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlacbie) 
asked  tbe  Postmaster  General,  If  be  is 
in  a  position  to  state  wbat  progress  bas 
been  made  in  any  negotiations  wbicb 
may  be  pending  between  tbe  Gt>vem- 
ment  and  tbe  Tdepbone  Companies  witb 
a  view  to  tbe  acquisition  and  extension 
of  tbe  present  lines,  and  tbe  removal 
underground  of  all  existing  overbead 
wires,  as  also  witb  a  regard  to  tbe 
Public  Service  by  improving  tbe  present 
most  inadequate  and  defective  arrange- 
ments? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  tbe  bon.  Member,  I  bave  to 
state  tbat  no  negotiations  are  pending 
for  tbe  acquisition  by  tbe  Gt>vemment 
of  tbe  Telephone  System  of  tbe  Tarious 
Companies  carrying  on  business  in  tbe 
Unil^  Kingdom.  Tbe  Post  Office  con- 
tinues tbe  practice,  wbicb  bas  been 
adopted  for  many  years  past,  of  substi- 
tuting underground  for  overbead  wires 
in  London,  and  other  large  towns,  when- 
ever the  number  of  wires  is  considerable. 
Tbe  lengtb  of  underground  wire  in  tbe 
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ITiiited  Kingdom  is  upwards  of  20,000 
miles,  and  the  main  trunk  lines  from 
London  are  carried  underground  to  dis- 
tances varying  from  five  miles  to  22 
miles  from  the  General  Post  Office.  The 
principal  and  many  of  the  smaller  offices 
in  London,  315  in  all,  are  connected  with 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  by  under- 
ground wires.  As  the  hon.  Member  is, 
no  doubt,  aware,  the  Telephone  System 
in  London  does  not  belong  to  the  Post 
Office,  but  to  a  private  Company,  to 
whom  any  question  of  improving  the 
present  arrangements  should  be  ad- 
dressed. 

ABMY— ISSUE  OF  KIT  BAGS. 

Viscount  BARING  (Bedfordshire. 
Biggleswade)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  War  Office  to  issue  kit  bags,  as  sup- 
plied to  the  Infantry  of  the  Line,  to 
those  Militia  Battalions  that  are  equipped 
with  valises,  and  which  annually  train 
away  from  their  head-qnarters  ? 

The  SEORETARr  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom« 
castle):  The  Question  of  issuing  kit 
bags  to  the  Militia  is  under  considera- 
tion. Opinions  on  the  subject  are  some- 
what conflicting;  and  as  the  expendi- 
ture involved  is  considerable,  both  as 
regards  initial  issue  and  annual  main- 
tenance, no  decision  has  yet  been  ar- 
rived at. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— 
MR.    THOMAS    MORONEY. 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (SUgo,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  recent  proceedings  in  the  Irish 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Moroney;  whether  Mr. 
Moroney,  having  been  adjudicated  a 
bankrupt  by  Judge  Boyd,  and  having 
appealed  against  that  Judge's  decision, 
the  bankruptcy  proceedings  were,  never- 
theless, continued  against  him  ;  whether 
Mr.  Moroney  was,  in  consequence,  com- 
mitted to  prison  by  Judge  Boyd  on  the 
28th  January  last  for  refusing,  on  his 
examination  in  bankruptcy,  to  answer 
questions  put  to  him  in  relation  to 
certain  proceedings  under  what  is  known 
as  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  in  connection 
with  which  a  criminal  prosecution  is  at 
present  pending  in  Ireland  against  a 
number  of  persons,  some  of  whom  are 
Members  of  this  House;  whether  the 
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Mr.  Gerard,  Q.C.,  who  acted  as  Counsel 
against  Mr.  Moroney,  and  who  cross- 
examined  him,  is  the  same  person  who 
is  acting  as  counsel  for  the  Crown  in  said 

Srosecution ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
[r.  Gerard,  in  seeking  to  procure  from 
Mr.  Moroney,  imder  tlu*eat  of  committal, 
evidence  which  would  be  available  for 
the  Government  against  the  traversers 
on  the  pending  prosecution,  was  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  or  with  their  sanction;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  po8si« 
bility  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  may 
reverse  Judge  Boyd's  decision,  and 
annul  the  adjudication  in  bankruptcy, 
the  Government  propose  (pending  the 
appeal)  to  put  the  committal  order  into 
f orcio  against  Mr.  Moroney  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) :  The  case  of  Thomas  Moroney 
being  a  private  lawsuit,  my  sources  of 
information  in  regard  to  it  aie  equally 
open  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  puts 
the  Question.     I  have  seen  in  the  news- 

Eapers  that  Thomas  Moroney,  having 
een  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  was  com- 
mitted to  prison,  not  for  refusing  to 
answer  any  particular  questions,  but  for 
declining  to  be  sworn.  He  was  not 
examinea  nor  cross-examined  by  anj 
person.  Mr.  Gerai*d,  Q.C.,  is  not  acting 
in  the  case  imder  the  instructions  of  the 
Government,  nor  has  the  Government 
had  any  communication  with  him  in 
reference  to  it,  nor  can  I  conceive  how 
any  evidence  that  Thomas  Moroney 
would  give  could  be  used  in  any  pend- 
ing prosecution.  I  observe  that  it  was 
stated  in  Court  that  an  appeal  was 
pending,  and  that  the  Judge  decided 
that  this  circumstance  did  not  justify 
the  bankrupt  in  declining  to  be  sworn. 
As  to  the  last  clause  of  the  Question* 
the  Government  cannot,  and  ought  not, 
to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  his 
jurisdiction  by  a  Judge,  or  with  the 
means  given  by  the  law  for  enfureing  it» 

POST    OFFICE   CONTRACTS-AUS- 
TRALIAN  MAIL  CONTRACK. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  aaked  the  Postmaster  General, 
What  is  the  present  position  of  the  ten- 
ders for  the  Australian  Mail  Contracts? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Ten- 
ders for  the  Australian  Mail  Servios 
were  received  on  the  dOth  of  April  last. 
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and  were  at  once  communicated  to  tlie 
Governments  of  the  three  Australian 
Colonies,  which  proposed  to  enter,  jointly 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government,  into 
the  contract  for  this  service.  At  their 
suggestion,  negotiations  have  recently 
taken  place  with  the  tendering  Com- 
panies for  certain  modifications  of  the 
original  tenders,  and  copies  of  their 
replies  have  this  day  been  sent  to  the 
Colonial  Agents  General  in  London  for 
their  information.  The  views  of  the 
Kepresentatives  of  the  Colonies  on  the 
question  of  Imperial  Postage  will  be 
elicited  by  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
at  the  coming  Colonial  Conference  in  the 
course  of  next  month ;  and  a  statement 
of  those  views  will,  I  understand,  be 
transmitted  to  me.  In  the  meantime,  I 
shall  have  to  consider  whether,  with  due 
respect  to  the  Colonial  Governments,  it 
will  be  desirable  to  conclude  any  arrange- 
ment concerning  these  tenders  before 
the  Conference  has  fully  discussed  the 
general  question,  and  until  the  result  of 
this  discussion  has  been  communicated 
to  me. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— PUBLICATION  OF 
EVIDENCE  IN  DIVORCE  AND  OTHER 
CASKS. 

Ma.  J.  HOWAED  (Middlesex,  Tot- 
tenham)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  is 
prepared  to  tf&e  any  steps  to  prevent 
the  unrestrained  publication  in  future 
of  evidence  unfit  for  publication  in 
divorce  and  other  cases  before  the  Courts 
of  Law? 

Colonel  LAUBIE  (Bath)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  possible  to 
regulate  the  publication  of  evidence  in 
Divorce  Cases  ? 

The  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  will 
answer  the  Question  and  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  at  the  same  time.  I  could 
not,  myself,  take  any  steps  for  the  pur- 
pose indicated  except  by  way  of  legis- 
lation. I  have  adopted  the  speedier 
method  of  communicating  with  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Divorce  Division.  He  has 
the  subject  under  his  consideration; 
and  I  hope  he  will  be  able  to  deal  with 
the  matter  bv  way  of  Bule  of  Court,  and 
to  check  the  daily  publication  of  offensive 
reports,  without  impairing  the  important 
advantages  of  the  public  administration 
of  justice  ID  such  cases. 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— NOTICES  TO 
RELIEVING  OFFICERS- TUE  GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  any  landlord  in  Ire- 
land, before  evicting  a  tenant,  is  legally 
obliged  to  give  notice  to  the  relieving 
officer  of  his  intention  to  evict ;  whether 
the  relieving  officer  is  legally  obliged  to 
provide  necessary  food  and  lodging,  and 
means  of  conveyance,  for  every  person 
so  evicted ;  and,  whether  such  provision 
was  made  for  the  persons  recently  evicted 
in  the  Vale  of  Olenbeigh  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  "W.): 
A  landlord  is  bound,  before  evicting 
from  a  holding  where  there  is  a  dwelling- 
house  on  the  land,  to  give  not  less  than 
48  hours'  notice  to  the  relieving  officer. 
Such  notice  was,  I  am  informed,  duly 
given  in  the  Glenbeigh  case.  Any  per- 
son becoming  destitute  by  being  dis- 
possessed may  apply  to  the  relieving 
officer  for  relief ;  and  the  relieving  officer, 
upon  the  receipt  of  such  application,  is 
bound  to  make  temporary  provision  for 
the  wants  of  the  applicants,  and  means 
of  conveyance  to  the  workhouse  if  necea- 
sary.  In  the  Olenbeigh  case  the  re* 
lieving  officer  was  directed  to  afford 
relief  in  oases  of  destitution,  and  to  be 
vigilant  in  attending  to  urgent  cases  of 
distress 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  could  say 
whether  the  relieving  officer  carried  out 
the  instructions  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  relieving  officer  was  the  officer  of 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board,  to  whom 
the  Question  should  be  addressed. 

THE  NORTHERN  PACIFIC -EVACUA- 
TION OF  PORT  HAMILTON. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked,  Whether  the  late  Oo- 
vernment, responsible  for  the  occupa- 
tion of  Fort  Hamilton,  acted  upon  Naval 
advice ;  and,  if  so,  what  has  been  the 
expenditure  from  Imperial  funds  in- 
curred from  the  date  of  occupation  down 
to  the  present  time  at  Port  Hamilton  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  Okorgb  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The  best  way  in 
which  I  can  answer  the  Question  will 
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be  by  stating  the  circumslaQOCs  under 
which  Port  Hamilton  was  originally 
occupied,  and  also  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  subsequent  Govern- 
ment ordered  its  evacuation.  Port 
Hamilton  was  occupied  in  May,  1885, 
by  an  Order  sent  from  the  Admiralty  to 
Sir  William  Dowell,  who  was  then  Com- 
mander-in-Ohief  on  the  China  Station. 
Before  effect  could  be  given  to  that 
occupation  a  change  of  Government 
took  place,  and  shortly  afterwards  a 
Beport  arrived  from  Sir  William  Dowell, 
who  had  had  considerable  experience  in 
that  quarter  of  the  world,  pointing  out 
the  unsuitability  of  the  place  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  occupied,  and 
recommending  its  abandonment.  I  was 
then  at  the  Admiralty,  and  I  found  that 
the  views  of  the  Naval  Lords  at  the 
new  Board  entirely  coincided  with 
those  of  Sir  William  Dowell.  I  also  con- 
sulted Sir  George  Willes,  who  has  been 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  China 
Station,  and  he  strongly  adhered  to  the 
opinion  of  that  officer.  Sir  William 
Dowell  was  relieved  in  September, 
1885,  by  Admiral  Hamilton;  and  before 
he  hoisted  his  flag  I  gave  him  special 
instructions  to  fully  report  upon  the 
whole  matter.  He  had  made  a  series 
of  Beports,  which  will  be  presented  to 
the  House.  The  purport  of  these 
Beports  is  that  the  occupation  of  Port 
Hamilton  in  time  of  peace  entails  un- 
necessary expense,  and  in  time  of  war 
would  not  be  a  source  of  strength,  but 
of  weakness,  to  the  Navy.  The  main 
cost  of  occupation  has  been  the  laying 
down  of  a  cable  between  Port  Hamil- 
ton and  Shanghai,  and  a  certain  sum 
has  been  spent  in  building  huts  for 
stores  and  Marines.  The  total  direct 
expenditure  has  not  yet  been  brought 
to  aoootmt ;  I  cannot,  therefore,  state 
the  approximate  amount. 

CHARITY    COMMISSION    SCHEMES- 
ELECTION  OP  TRUSTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  any,  and 
what,  steps  have  been  taken  to  give 
effect  to  tne  Eesolution  passed  on  the 
18th  of  May,  1886— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  HooBe,  erery 
Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  ought  to 
provide  for  the  majority  of  the  Trustees  or 
Managers,  being  directly  elected  by  the  rate- 
pavers  in  the  loodity  to  which  the  Charity  ex« 
tends." 

Lord  George  JTamiUon 


The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
Charity  Commissioners  have  done,  and 
are  doing,  much  in  recognition  of  the 
principle  of  representation  in  their  ap- 
pointments  of  Trustees  of  Charities, 
where  it  is  practicable  to  do  so.  But  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Baronet  that,  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  a  Resolution  of 
the  kind  he  refers  to,  legislation  is 
necessary ;  and  it  rests  with  him,  if  he 
thinks  such  legislation  is  necessary,  to 
take  the  proper  steps. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLICATION  OP 
EVIDENCE. 

Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  die 
Treasury,  If  it  is  possible  to  give  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  the  general 
public  the  benefit  of  a  daily  pubucation 
of  the  evidence  given  be&re  Royal 
Commissions  and  Select  Committees  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  the  (Govern- 
ment  had  authority  over  the  proceedings 
of  Royal  Commissions  and  Oommitteee 
of  the  House,  and  that  it  was  open  to 
them  to  secure  the  publication  of  the 
evidence  given  before  such  Bodies  when 
they  thought  proper.  That,  however, 
was  not  the  case.  In  some  instaneee. 
Royal  Commissions  allowed  reporters  to 
be  present  at  their  proceedings;  bat 
the  evidence  could  not  be  made  pablic 
until  it  was  submitted  to  Her  li^Metty. 
As  regarded  Committees  of  the  House, 
reporters  were  occasionally  allowed  to 
be  present,  and  even  then  Uie  Report  of 
the  Committee  was  considered  confiden* 
tial  tmtil  it  was  submitted  to  the  House. 

THE   PUBUC  FUNDS-.TRAN8HISSI0N 
OF  DIVIDENDS. 

Mb.  JOIOEY  (Durham,  Chester-Ie- 
Street)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  the  absence  of  the  Ohaa- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
will  make  arrangements  for  the  divi- 
dends due  on  Consols  to  be  remitted  to 
the  address  stated  in  the  Remter  of 
Proprietors,  as  in  the  case  of  Kailwaj 
and  other  Companies ;  and,  in  the  event 
of  him  being  unable  to  do  this,  he  will 
arrange  for  a  notice  to  be  sent  to  etch 

roprietor  that  a  dividend  is  due  ta 

im? 
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The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In  the 
case  of  Consols,  as  in  the  case  of  all 
other  Stocks  inscribed  at  the  Bank  of 
England,  dividends  are  sent  by  post  to 
any  Stockholder  who  desires  to  have  the 
money  remitted  to  him  in  that  way,  and 
who  makes  the  necessary  application  to 
the  Bank.  These  facilities  are  afforded 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  83  &  84  Viet.  c.  71  ; 
and  any  extension  of  them  on  the  lines 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  would,  it 
is  thought,  give  rise  to  great  incon- 
Tenience,  possibly  open  the  door  for 
fraud,  and  certainly  involve  a  large  in- 
crease of  labour. 

HYDE  PARK  CORNER  (NEW  STREETS) 

BILL. 

Mb.  PIOKERSQEjL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked,  with  reference  to  the  course 
of  Public  Business  for  that  evening. 
Whether  it  was  intended  to  proceed 
that  evening  with  the  second  reading  of 
the  Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets) 
Bill,  which  stood  upon  the  Paper  as  the 
third  Order  of  the  Day  ?  He  had  found, 
upon  inquiry,  that  the  Bill  had  not  yet 
been  printed. 

Thr  first  commissioner  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Fni- 
Tersity),  in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  proceed  with  the  Bill  that  even- 
ing. He  hoped  that  it  would  be  circu- 
lated among  hon.  Members  to-morrow, 
or  the  next  day,  and  in  that  case  it 
would  be  placed  upon  the  Paper  for 
second  reading  next  Thursday. 

ORDER    OF   TEE  BAY. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBKBD  DBBATE.      [siXTH  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  MAHONY  CMeath,  N.)  said,  that 
he  wished  to  refer  to  the  remarkable 
coTrespondence  from  General  BuUer, 
which  had  been  published  in  order  to 
show  that  General  Buller  was  following 
out,  distinctly  and  faithfully,  the  line  of 

S>lioy  laid   down  by  the    right   hon. 
entieman  the  Chief  Secretary,  during 


his  examination  at  the  Police  Court  in 
Dublin.  The  Chief  Secretary  there 
stated  that  everything  the  Government 
had  done  had  been  done  in  the  interests 
of  the  landlords.  That,  he  maintained, 
was  the  clear  and  distinct  reading  of  the 
correspondence  which  General  Buller 
wrote.  The  first  thing  which  directed 
General  BuUer's  attention  to  the  state  of 
Glenbeigh  was  not  the  poverty  of  the 
people,  or  their  inability  to  pay  the 
terms  fixed  by  Judge  Curran;  but 
as  he  himself  said  in  his  letter  of  the 
22nd  of  November — 

''I have  every  reason  to  be  anxious  about 
the  possibility  of  preserving  order  in  the  dis* 

It  was  the  old  story — the  Government 
did  not  care  in  Ireland  for  simple  justice. 
No ;  it  was  only  when  injustice  was  made 
difficult  that  then  they  began  to  think 
about  justice.  It  had  been  alleged  that 
the  National  League  had  inteifered  in 
order  to  prevent  the  tenants  settling  with 
their  landlords,  and  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  put  in  operation  on 
the  Glenbeigh  estate.  Such  statements 
only  showed  utter  ignorance  of  what 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  really  was,  for 
the  essence  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
that  these  people  should  pay  a  fair  rent ; 
and  their  position  was  that  at  this  timo 
these  poor  people  were  utterly  unable, 
many  of  them,  to  pay  rent  at  all.  An- 
other fact  was  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
stated  at  a  public  meeting  at  Killorglin 
that  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  been 
put  into  operation,  or  there  nad  been  any 
idea  of  it,  he  would  have  been  the  first 
man  to  hear  of  it,  and  yet  he  said  that 
until  these  evictions  commenced  he 
never  heard  of  the  property.  There  was 
a  local  branch  of  the  National  League 
existing  in  Glenbeigh ;  on  the  committee 
of  that  branch  were  14  of  the  tenants, 
and,  out  of  these  14,  eight  had  paid  their 
rents ;  so  that  did  not  look  as  if  the  local 
branch  of  the  League  were  preventing 
the  payments  of  rent.  The  total  number 
of  tenants  was  300,  and,  out  of  these,  in 
or  about  100  had  paid ;  and,  to  his  own 
certain  knowledge,  there  was  not  the 
slightest  ill-feeling  against  those  who 
had  been  able  to  pay.  In  reference  to 
the  Glenbeigh  evictions,  General  Buller 
had' said,  in  one  of  his  letters,  that  the 
tenants  were  poor  and  ignorant,  and 
misled  by  bad  men.  He  (Mr.  Mahony) 
had  searched  in  vain  in  the  whole  of  the 
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Bubsequent  corrospondenco  for  one  par- 
ticle of  evidence  to  show  that  the  tenants 
were  misled  by  bad  men  ;  and  be  chal- 
lenged the  Government  to  produce  one 
single  particle  of  evidence  to  sbow  that 
"the  bad  men  "  influenced  the  tenants 
in  any  way.  The  system  of  joint 
tenancies  had  an  unfortunate  effect  on 
the  Olenbeigh  tenants.  Many  of  the 
tenants,  although  holding  separate  por- 
tions of  land,  and  holding  separate 
houses,  were  joined  by  the  landlord  in 
one  common  receipt,  and  in  one  common 
Poor  Law  valuation.  The  effect  of  that 
in  regard  to  the  landlord  was  this — lif 
one  tenant  failed  to  pay  his  rent,  the 
whole  of  the  joint  owners  must  suffer  ; 
and  it  also  enabled  him  to  escape  his 
liability  to  pay  poor  rate.  Mr.  Boe  was 
often  represented  as  being  willing  to 
accept  six  months'  rent,  and  give  a 
full  discharge  of  all  existing  arrears 
on  its  payment;  but  they  should  re- 
member that  the  costs  made  a 
serious  difference  to  the  tenants.  He 
(Mr.  Mahony)  could  only,  therefore, 
describe  the  statement  as  inaccurate  and 
misleading;  inasmuch  as  an  additional 
sum  was  demanded  from  them  for  costs, 
and  the  total  amount  asked  amounted  in 
some  cases  to  two  years'  rent.  It  was 
useless  to  ask  men  for  rents  which  they 
had  afforded  the  most  convincing  proofs 
of  their  inability  to  pay  by  allowing  the 
houses  which  sheltered  them  to  be  burnt 
or  levelled  to  the  ground.  He  would 
like  to  say  a  few  words  about  a  precious 
document  which  had  just  been  put  into 
his  hand,  which  was  published  by  the 
Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union.  As 
well  as  he  could  judge,  the  greater  por- 
tion of  it  was  merely  reprint  from  the 
London  organ  of  the  Irish  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union.  It  contained  what 
purported  to  be  statements  of  facts 
relating  to  Ireland,  and  emanating  from 
reliable  sources.  There  were  one  or  two 
of  those  statements  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.  The  first  was  a  statement  that — 

"  Although  64  decrees  had  been  issued  by 
County  Court  Judge  Currau,  only  31  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff  for  execution.*' 

That  was  intended  to  convey  the  impres- 
sion that  Mr.  Boe  had  only  executed  31 
out  of  64  decrees,  and  had  mercifully 
refrained  from  executing  the  others. 
Bat  almost  without  exception  —  he 
doubted,  indeed,  if  there  was  a  single 
exception  —  in  every  one  of  those 
cases  where  the  decrees  were  not  exe- 
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cuted  the  tenants  had  paid  their  rents  ; 
that  fact,  however,  had  been  care- 
fully and  purposely  suppressed  in 
the  precious  document  to  which  lie 
alluded.  Another  statement  was  that, 
in  a  case  where  two  joint  tenants  had 
been  evicted,  one  of  them  had  been 
restored  as  a  caretaker  with  a  promise 
to  let  him  alone.  He  (Mr*  Mahony) 
could  only  say  that  that  statement  waa 
utterly  false  if  it  referred,  as  he  under- 
stood it  was  intended  to  do,  to  the  caae 
of  two  men  named  Diggins.  The  Irish 
Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  knew  that 
that  was  one  of  the  worst  of  all  the 
barbarous  atrocities  committed  daring 
the  late  evictions,  and  therefore  tried  to 
minimize  it.  The  men  had  been  evicted 
in  1 884  for  four  years'  arrears  of  rent. 
One  of  the  joint  tenants  offered  to  pay 
£4,  but  Mr.  Boe  refused  to  accept  it, 
unless  his  wretched  partner  would  pro- 
duce a  like  amount.  The  eviction  cam- 
paign in  Ireland  was  only  just  beginning, 
and  the  object  of  the  National  Party 
was  to  defend  the  lives,  the  homes,  and 
the  very  existence  of  the  people.  If  the 
technicalities  of  a  harsh  and  cruel  law 
stood  in  their  way,  then  they  appealed 
to  a  higher  law  founded  upon  the  eternal 
principles  of  justice,  and  they  appealed 
m  the  spirit  of  Him  who  said — *'  The 
Sabbath  was  made  for  man,  and  not 
man  for  the  Sabbath."  The  Qt>vem- 
ment  might  go  on  in  their  coarse  of 
coercion.  Coercion  was  the  natural 
consequence  of  their  rule.  They  could 
not  govern,  by  Constitutional  means,  a 
people  against  their  will.  Let  them 
go  on — how  long  did  hon.  Members 
opposite  suppose  the  democracy  of  Ikig* 
land  would  consent  to  pay  for  the  3n,000 
soldiers  which,  as  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  had  said,  were  eneamp>ed 
permanently  in  Ireland  as  in  a  hostile 
country.  How  long  would  they  be  con- 
tent to  pay  for  the  police  to  protect  the 
persons  engaged  in  carrying  out  these 
barbarous  evictions  perpetrated  at  Olen- 
beigh? Perhaps  not  so  long  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  imagined.  Daring 
the  Vacation  he  went  among  the  demo- 
cracy in  some  of  the  so-called  Unionist 
strongholds,  and  was  received  in  the 
kindest  manner.  At  every  meeting  he 
justified  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
when  he  had  explained  it  his  audHors 
accepted  his  justification.  In  spite  of 
the  efforts  of  the  Unionists,  the  demo* 
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cracy  would  yet  follow  their  old  and 
trusted  Leader.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  had  a  policy. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  a  policy 
at  all,  it  was  one  of  war  at  home  and  war 
abroad.  The  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  a  policy  of  peace.  Might  God  pre- 
serve nim  to  complete  that  policy,  and 
to  bind  together  in  the  bond  of  true 
and  lasting  friendship  the  peoples  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  ERNEST  BECKETT  (York, 
N.  B..  Whitby)  said,  he  must  apologize 
for  interfering  in  the  debate ;  but,  even 
if  he  had  not  risen,  the  time  of  the 
House  would  not  be  saved  as  some  Gen- 
tleman on  the  other  side  intended  to 
keep  the  ball  rolling  for  the  rest  of  the 
evening.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  "W.  E. 
Gladstone),  in  opening  the  debate,  made 
an  important  admission,  which  he  hoped 
the  House  would  take  note  of.  He 
said,  of  the  subjects  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  the  great  bulk  appeared 
to  be  very  rational  and  very  beneficial. 
The  programme  unfolded  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  was,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  admission,  a  satisfactory 
prog^mme,  and,  if  the  measures  con- 
tained in  it  were  not  passed  into  law, 
whose  would  be  the  fault  ?  It  would 
not  be  the  fault  of  the  Government. 
No  one  could  question  their  zeal  for 
reform ;  it  would  not  bo  the  fault  of 
the  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Con- 
servative Benches.  Their  zeal  for  re- 
form was  greater  even  than  the  zeal  of 
the  Government.  They  took  their  stand 
on  the  Dartford  programme.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  author  of  that  programme 
was  no  longer  in  the  Cabinet ;  but  the 
spirit  which  he  inspired  still  survived. 
Most  of  them  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  pledged  to  every  jot  and  tittle  of 
the  programme ;  and  he  trusted  that  be- 
fore the  time  came  for  the  Government 
againjto  appeal  to  the  country,  every  jot 
and  tittle  would  have  been  fulfilled.  If 
not,  whose  would  bo  the  fault  ?  Tlie  fault 
would  lie  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Irish  Benches,  assisted  by  their  friends 
the  Badicals,  under  the  leadership  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  It 
waa  a  curious  thing  how  Party  preju- 
dice tended  to  warp  the  mind.  The 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  said, 
that  becauae  the  Tories  received  a  ma- 


jority at  the  last  General  Election,  that 
they  were  only  actuated  by  lust  and 
greed  for  Office,  and  that  they  should  be 
resisted  by  every  means  in  their  op- 
ponents' power.  On  the  other  hand,  no 
doubt  if  the  Badicals  had  obtained  a 
majority,  the  result  would  have  been 
hailed  as  the  vox  populi  vox  Dei,  and  all 
the  usual  Badical  clap-trap.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  been  very 
active  of  late.  Taking  nothing  seriously 
himself,  much  to  his  own  surprise  he 
had  been  taken  seriously  by  a  large 
number  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  had 
been  exalted  to  the  position  of  a  sort  of 
leader  of  the  lef  fc  wing  of  the  Badical 
Party.  Abandoned  by  the  vine  and  the 
Bg  tree,  and  the  olive,  they  came  to  the 
bramble,  and  said,  ''  Come  thou  and 
reign  over  us."  The  bramble  accepted 
with  pleasure,  and  forthwith  declared 
his  intention  to  burn  down  the  cedars  of 
Lebanon.  The  hon.  Member,  in  his 
references  to  the  Tory  Party,  had  in- 
dulged freely  in  bluster,  and  seemed  to 
think  that  under  his  fierce  fulminations 
and  flippant  philippics  the  ToryJParty 
would  melt  away.  The  hon.  Member 
made  a  violent  attack  upon  Lord  Salis- 
bury's foreign  policy,  and  asked  if  he 
intended  to  play  a  great  or  a  small  part 
in  European  politics.  His  answer  was 
that  LoimI  Salisbury  intended  to  play  no 
part  at  all  if  he  could  help  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  commented  severely  on 
what  he  called  Lord  Salisbury's  Jingo 
speech.  "Well,  that  Jingo  speech,  if  it 
had  any  efiPect  at  all,  had  had  the  effect 
of  preventing  the  armed  occupation  of 
Bulgaria  by  Bussia.  The  hon.  Member 
then  spoke  of  Lord  Salisbury  as  the 
perturbator  of  the  peace  of  Europe,  and 
seemed  to  think  he  was  anxious  to  pose 
as  a  modem  war- god.  But  Lord  Salis- 
bury, more  than  any  man,  knew  that 
peace  hath  her  victories  no  less  re- 
nowned than  war.  Never  could  he  for- 
get the  ovation  he  received  when  he 
returned  from  Berlin,  bringing  back 
"peace  with  honour."  To  no  Boman 
general,  having  his  brows  bound  with 
the  laurels  of  victory,  and  dragging 
captive  kings  at  his  chariot  wheels, 
was  ever  accorded  a  more  gracious  and 
honourable  triumph.  No  tears  mingled 
with  the  rejoicings ;  no  sighs  rose  up 
with  the  shouts  of  applause ;  no  sad 
hearts  nor  houses  of  mourning  rebuked 
the  general  rejoicing.  Bearing  this  in- 
delible recollection  in  his  breast,  Lord 
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Salisbury  could  never  do  otherwise  than 
seek  peace  and  ensue  it,  and  thereby 
maintain  the  traditions  of  the  Tory 
Party.  The  Tory  Par^  had  ever  been 
the  Party  of  peace.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  A 
hon.  Member  said  ''Oh  " ;  but  since  the 
great  Napoleonic  wars  the  Tory  Party 
had  not  embarked  the  count^  on  a 
single  war  on  the  Continent  of  Europe ; 
and  even  as  to  the  Napoleonic  wars, 
Pitt  was  forced  into  them  against  his 
will,  for  there  was  no  more  sincere 
lover  of  peace  than  Pitt.  He  need, 
however,  go  no  further  than  bring  to 
bear  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  the  wonderful  testimonial 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  gave  to 
Lord  Salisbury  in  his  address  on  the 
Queen's  Speech  last  year,  in  which  he 
stated  that  Lord  Salisbury's  foreign 
policy  had  been  worthy  the  name  and 
the  fame  of  this  country.  A  great  deal 
had  been  heard,  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  about  the  peaceful  tendencies  of 
the  democracy.  He  rather  doubted  those 

Seaceful  tendencies,  for  two  reasons — 
emocracies  never  were  of  a  peaceful 
character,  and  the  English  people  were 
most  pugnacious.  Even  the  members 
of  th»  reace  Society  had  to  let  off  steam 
occasionally,  with  the  result  that  there 
was  no  more  turbulent  and  aggressive 
set  of  politicians  in  the  country.  An 
hon.  Member  opposite  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  said  that  untU  he 
entered  Parliament  the  voice  of  the 
democracy  had  never  been  heard.  He 
would  not  mention  the  hon.  Member's 
name,  because  he  complained  that  he 
had  received  too  much  attention  from 
the  Tory  Party  already.  The  Tory  Party 
paid  him  attention  for  the  same  reason 
that  the  public  paid  attention  to  Pears' 
Soap— it  was  forced  so  nrominently  on 
their  notice  that  they  could  not  overlook 
it.  The  democracy  might  have  peace- 
f ul  tendencies ;  but  it  was  not  for  peace 
at  any  price.  The  wealth  and  possessions 
of  the  British  Empire  rendered  it  an  ob- 
ject of  covetous  desire  all  over  the  world, 
and,  if  we  wished  to  retain  our  own,  we 
must  be  as  ''  a  strong  man  armed."  He 
thought  the  expression  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  the 
other  night  had  been  very  much  mis- 
apprehended. He  did  not  understand  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  that  we  were  not  to  be 
prepared  for  war,  or  that  we  were  to  let 
our  ships  rot  on  the  ocean  and  our  guns 
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rust  upon  their  carriages.     The  noble 
Lord  said  if  the  money  was  not  wasted 
on  coaling  stations  and  fortifications  he 
should  have  nothing  to  say  against  the 
policy  of  maintaining  them.    All,  there* 
fore,  that  he  gathered  from  the  noble 
Lord's  speech    and  the  illustration  he 
drew  from  Lord  Palmerston's  fortifica- 
tions was,  that  they  were  not  to  expend 
any  money  upon  fortifications  and  arma- 
ments ;  but  that  they  were  to  expend  it 
judiciously,  and  that  stricter  care  and 
supervision  should  be    exercised  over 
those  who  had  the  spending  of  it.    It 
was  impossible  to  deny  that  the  Navy 
Estimates  were  in  an  satisfactory  condi- 
tion, and  that  they  were  not  properly 
investigated,  when  it  was  possible  for 
such  a  thing  as  he  had  beam  only  yes- 
terday to  happen.    He  was  told  by  a 
well-informed  correspondent  that  a  case 
came  under  his  knowledge  in  which  the 
gig  of  a  man-of-war  was  painted  at  a 
cost  of  £5  ;  but  the  cost  was  entered  in 
the  Naval  Estimates  at  £60;  and  he 
said  that  that  sort  of  thing  went  on 
habitually,  and  was  not  the  exoeptioD,  but 
the  rule.   Such  outrageous  waste,  to  give 
it  no  harsher  name,  amply  justified  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  while 
the  fortifications  and  armaments  might 
be  kept  more  efficiently,  the  amount  ex- 
pended might  be  materially  reduced.  It 
was  natural  that  any  inquiry  into  the 
expenditure  would  be  met  with  oon- 
siaerable  hostility  on  the  part  of  those 
into  whose  pockets  the  difference  be- 
tween the  £5  and  £60  went,  and  they 
need  not  be  surprised  at  it;  but  they 
must  not  regard  it  too  much.    The  in- 
quiry should  be  unsparing,  and  a  search- 
ing eye  directed  to  every  single  item  of 
expenditure.    The  noble  Lorn  referred 
to  the  historical  memories  and  patriotiMii 
of  the  English  people,  and  said  that 
they  could  rely  upon  them.    The  people 
who  forgot  its  historical  memoriae  we(« 
already  on  the  high  road  to  ruin.    Thej 
might  fence  it  round  with  fortifioatioita ; 
they  might  guard  it  with  guns;  thej 
might    enclose    it    with    naviee;   but, 
nevertheless,  the   day  of  its   deoiiiM» 
though  put  off  for  a  while  would  la- 
evitfl^l^  arrive.    But,  though  hiatoriettl 
memories  are  a  great  deal,  they  are  aoC 
all,   and  patriotism  would  not   propel 
ironclads,  nor  would   it    protect  tMir 
coasts  from  bombardment ;  and  if  their 
ancestors  had  relied  on  patrtotiim  oafyt 
they  would  never  have  shattefed  Qm 
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Spanisli  Armada,  or  burled  the  French 
Ouard  down  the  slopes  at  Waterloo.  If 
they  had  not  had  ships  that  could  sail, 
and  men  that  could  fight,  those  splen- 
did historic  memories  would  never  have 
been  ours.  He  understood  from  what  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
said,  that  he  had  resigned  on  the  ques- 
tion of  retrenchment ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Beckett)  maintained  that  the  whole 
Toiy  Party  was  pledged  to  retrench- 
ment as  well  as  he.  vVas  it  not  well 
within  the  memory  of  hon.  Members 
that,  at  the  General  Election  of  1885, 
every  Oonservative  candidate  pointed  to 
the  extravagance  and  the  growing  Ex- 
penditure of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  de- 
nounced it  in  the  most  forcible  language 
he  could  command ;  and  was  it  not  also 
a  fact  that  political  thermometers  in  red 
and  blue  were  posted  on  all  the  walls  of 
the  Kingdom,  showing  the  abnormal 
and  extravagant  expenditure  of  that 
Party  ?  Ana  were  they  not  to  practise 
the  economy  they  had  preached  ?  If  they 
did  not  do  so  their  words  would  be  flung 
in  their  teeth,  and  their  'pledges  would 
be  flaunted  in  their  faces,  for  they  would 
have  followed  the  worst  of  all  examples 
—the  example  of  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment that  came  into  Office  in  1880.  It 
would  be  well  if  the  Government  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  at  once,  and  in- 
vited the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  to  preside  over  it,  for  they 
would  thus  guarantee  that  the  work  of 
investigation  would  be  thoroughly  done. 
The  suspicions  of  the  country  had  been 
aroused,  and  it  would  not  be  satisfied 
that  the  (Government  intended  to  move 
effectually  in  the  matter  until  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  and  had  begun 
its  work.  The  spending  Departments, 
he  believed,  needed  the  most  thorough 
overhauling.  There  was  a  story  told 
about  a  schoolmaster  and  a  boy  whom 
he  met  on  a  Sunday.  The  master 
aaked  him,  "What  are  you  doing?" 
*'  Please,  sir,"  he  replied,  "  I  am  doing 
nothing,"  and  the  boy's  companion, 
when  asked  what  he  was  doing,  said, 
*'  Please,  sir,  I  am  helping  him."  He 
maintained  that  until  these  gentlemen 
who  were  helping  each  other  in  doing  no- 
thing were  sent  packing,  and,  until  sine- 
cures were  swept  away,  and  all  snug 
berths  provided  for  Ministerial  hangers- 
on  remorselessly  abolished,  they  would 
have  no  proper  economy ;  and  then  he  be- 
lieved the  sacrifice  of  Uie  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer  on  the  altar  of  thrift  and 
economy  would  not  havo  been  in  vain. 
He  did  not  think  they  sufficiently  con- 
sidered what  that  sacrifice  was.  They 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  sacrifices 
made  by  the  Liberal  Unionists,  who 
were  held  up  to  admiration  on  every 
Tory  platform  in  the  country.  No 
doubt  the  Liberal  Unionists  had  made 
very  great  sacrifices — but  not  one  of 
them  had  made  a  sacrifice  to  be  com- 
pared in  scope  and  magnitude  with 
with  that  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington.  Why, 
then,  should  they  attribute  honourable 
motives  to  them,  and  unworthy  motives 
to  the  noble  Lord  ?  The  parallel  held 
good  in  all  ways.  Each  of  them  had 
sacrificed  power  and  place  to  be  true  to 
pledges;  each  had  incurred  unpopu- 
larity in  order  to  maintain  principles ; 
and,  therefore,  he  could  not  see  why  they 
should  praise  the  Liberal  Unionists,  and 
bestow  blame  upon  the  noble  Lord. 
Was  nothing  but  the  voice  of  censure  to 
be  heard  from  the  Conservative  Benches? 
Should  they  not  also  express  profound 
regret  that  the  noble  Lord  no  longer  sat 
on  the  Treasury  Bench?  Surely,  the 
measure  of  their  regret  was  that  of  the 
services  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
rendered  to  the  Party.  These  services 
were  great  and  inestimable.  Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  realize  that  at  present  many 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  be 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  be  sitting  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches,  but  for  the 
influence  and  exertions  of  the  noble 
Lord?  Why  then  should  those  who 
were  under  such  obligations  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  turn  round  on  him  and  lift  up 
their  hands  against  him  to  stone  him  r 
By  such  conduct  they  reached  a  depth 
of  political  ingratitude  happily  rare  in 
the  history  of  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  was  now  accused  of  having 
violated  the  cardinal  principle  of  the 
Union.  In  what  way  had  he  done  so  ? 
Had  anybody  in  the  House  delivered  a 
stronger  Unionist  speech  than  that 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  on  Monday 
last,  and  had  not  the  effect  of  his  resig- 
nation been  to  bring  one  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  over  to  the  Treasury  Bench  ? 
The  principle  of  the  Union  was  still 
intact.  No  doubt,  there  were  Liberals 
who  wished  to  receive  the  noble  Lord 
into  their  ranks,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
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put  liimself  into  almost  an  affectionate 
attitude  towards    him  ;  but   the    hon. 
Baronet  would  have  to  extend  his  arms 
for  a  very  long  time  before  the  noble 
Lord  would  rush  into  his  embrace.  An- 
other expression  used  by  Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill  had  been  very  much  misun- 
derstood.   The  noble  Lord  talked  about 
a  **  crutch."    To  his  mind  that  expres- 
sion was  not  an  insult  to  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  and  it  was  not  even  a  term 
of  reproach.  A  crutch  was  a  very  sound, 
useful  thing,  and  it  exactly  illustrated 
the  position  of  the  Tory  Party  with 
reference    to    the    Liberal  Unionists. 
Neither  of  them  could  get  on  without 
the  other  at  the  present  moment.    The 
alliance  between   the  Tories  and  the 
Liberal     Unionists     might     be    per- 
manent— they  would  all    rejoice  if  it 
were.      On  the  other  hand,  it  might 
not;  and  then,  if  they  were  not  able 
to  stand  alone  or  to  walk  by  their  own 
strength,  what    would  become  of  the 
Union  ?  Therefore  the  noble  Lord  taught 
them  a  useful  lesson — he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  them  that  if  that  Party  had 
not  confidence  in  itself,  in  its  Leaders, 
and  in  its  principles,  it  could  not  expect 
the  country  to   have  confidence  in  it. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday  indulged 
in  the  sanguine   expectation   that  the 
present  Qovemment  would  be  out  of 
Office  in  three  months.    If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  liked  to  comfort  himself  with 
that  reflection  he  had  no  objection,  but, 
if  they  were  to  go  out  in  three  months, 
who  was  to  take  their  place?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House? 
Had  not  they  better  agree  among^  them- 
selves first?    The  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  said  he 
was   satisfied  with  the    unity  of    the 
Liberal  Party.     Well,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was    so  satisfied,  'so  were    his 
opponents,  but  there  was  no  unity  either 
in  the  Liberal  Party,  or  in  the  Home 
Eule  Party.     ['*  Oh,  oh ! "]     By  the 
Home  Rule  Party,  of  course  he  meant 
the  entire  Party  who  sat  on  both  sides 
of  the  Gangway.     Was  there   agree- 
ment on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?    No ; 
that    had  been   an  apple  of   discord; 
some  approved  of  it  and  some  did  not. 
He  quite    admitted  that  the  Plan  of 
Caitipaign  had  been  a  godsend — not  to 
the  Irish  people,  but  to  those  persons 
gorged  with  American  gold,  who,  if  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  not  come  to  their 
rescue,  would  have  had  to  replenish  tide 
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eviction  fund  from  their  own  pockets. 
That  Plan  had  had  very  evil  eflects.     In 
the  first  place,  it  marred  and  interrupted 
the  friendly  relations  which  were  grow- 
ing up  in  Ireland  between  landlord  and 
tenant.      When  the   National  League 
found  that  landlord  and  tenant  were 
gradually   regarding  each  other  with 
more  friendly  feelings,   they  felt  that 
something   must    be    done,     and    ac^ 
cordingly  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
brought   into   the   field,   with    all    its 
**  devilish  enginery,'*  and  its  pernicious 
influence  soon  stamped  out  the  germs 
of  happier  things  which  had  commenced 
to  spring.      In    the  second  place,   he 
objected  to  it  because  it  had  a  poli- 
tical purpose.    A  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party,  in  December  last,  said — **We 
have  been  able  to  force  the  Government 
to  give  up  the  ordinary  law  and  to  fall 
back  on  coercion.''    Therefore,  it  was 
evident   that  the    Plan    of    Campaign 
was  invented  in  order  to  stir  up  strife 
and  animosity  in  Ireland,  to  make  the 
Government  interpose  by  strengthening 
the  law  in  such  a  way  that  they  could 
stigmatize  it  by  the  name  of  coercion ; 
and  then  their  idea,  no  doubt,  was  that 
if  coercion  was  introduced  it  would  bo 
rejected,   and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for   Mid    Lothian   (Mr.  W.  E.   Glad- 
stone) would   be  reinstated  in  power. 
Therefore  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
a  political  more  than  a  philanthropical 
object.    The  third  reason  why  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Plan  of  Campaign   was, 
that  not  only  was  it  illegal  in  itself  but 
it  made  others  break  the  law.    If  land- 
lords did  not  receive  their  rent,  how 
could  they  pay  their  debts  ?    The  other 
day  a  landlord  told  him  he  had  not 
received  a  penny  of  rent  for  two  years, 
and  if  he  had  not  been  able  to  live  on 
the  charity  of  his  relations  he  would  not 
have  been  able  to  meet  his  just  debts. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  when  a 
landlord  did  not  receive  his  rent  from 
his  tenants   and  was   made  bankrupt 
others  sufifered — the  tradesman  and  all 
to  whom  he  owed  money.    Therefore 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  spread  ruin  and 
bankruptcy   over    a   very    wide    area. 
With  regard    to    evictions,    ho    found 
that  in  the  first  six    months    of   last 
year  there  were  only  850  evictions  out  of 
565,000  tenancies.    If  a  man  was  not  to 
be  evicted  when  he  did  not  pay  his  rent, 
what  was  to  be  done  with  him  ?    Were 
those  who  were  unwilling  or  unable  to 
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pay  rent  to  be  left  perpetually  on  the 
soil  ?    Such  a  course  would  be  to  put  a 
premium  on  rascality  and  incompetence. 
The  truth  was  that  evictions  were  not 
only  necessary,  but  in  many  cases  they 
wore  right.    If  a  man  could  not  do  jus- 
tice to  the  land  on  which  he  lived,  it  was 
only  right  that  ho  should  make  way  for 
another  who  could.    The  policy  of  keep- 
ing those  on  the  soil  who  could  not  pay 
their  rents,  was  the  policy  of  protecting 
the  weakest  against  the  strongest.     The 
law  of  Nature  was  that  the  weakest 
must  go  to  the  wall,  and  if  they  violated 
that  law,  and  the  ignorant  and  inpom- 
petent  were  kept  upon  the  soil  by  arti- 
ficial means,  then  the  country  to  which 
they  belonged  must  suffer.    That  was 
the   reason    why  there  was  so  much 
misery  and  poverty  in  Ireland,  because 
the  tenants  there  were  not  able  to  do 
justice  to  the  capabilities  of  the  land, 
and  therefore  its  full  productive  power 
was  never  called  forth,  and  the  number 
of  those  it  was  able  to  support  was  pro- 
portionately reduced.  What  they  wanted 
were  men  of  means  and  men  of  trade — 
the  very  men  the    Member  for  East 
Mayo  wished  to  drive  away  from  the 
country.      The  country  in  the  south- 
west of  Ireland  was  of  a  barren  cha- 
racter, and  it  was  hardly  possible  under 
any  circumstances  to  extract  a  living 
out  of  it ;  but  if  they  would  encourage 
men  of  capital  to  come  there,  an  entire 
change  would  be  wrought.     It  would  be 
the  same  as  it  had  been  with  some  parts 
of  Lancashire  and    Yorkshire    in  the 
past.     Men  of  trade  and  capital  came 
and  waved  their  wands,  and,  as  if  by 
magio,  wealth  and  prosperity  grew  up. 
If  they    would    encourage    trade    and 
commorce,  especially  in  the  south-west 
of  Ireland,   they  might  see  mills  and 
factories  rise  up  on  the  banks  of  every 
stream,  thriving  populations  throng  the 
towns,  the  fleeto  of  commerce  passing  in 
and  out,  and  Ireland  renovated  through- 
out.    That  might  be  a  visioo,  but  it  was 
a  vision  they  could  realize  if  they  were 
to  encourage  the  advent  of  capital  and 
credit  to  Ireland.     But  it  never  would 
be  realized  if  Ireland  did  not  understand 
the  "  things  which  belonged  unto  her 
peace."    The  National  League  were  the 
greatest  possible  enemies  to  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  Ireland,  for  peace  and 
prosperity  would  blot  them  out  of  exis- 
tence.     They  throve  iu    misery,   they 
made  a  living  out  of  poverty,  they  drew 


their  incomes  from  distress,  and  were 
clothed,  fed,  and  lodged  hjr&f^B,  star- 
vation, and  destitution.  The  National 
League  in  Ireland  was  like  the  cholera, 
which  throve  and  flourished  and  spread 
in  the  midst  of  squalor  and  discontent, 
want,  and  wretchedness ;  but,  where  it 
was  confronted  by  healthier,  purer,  and 
more  wholesome  conditions  of  life  it 
dwindled  and  disappeared.  Therefore, 
if  prosperity  was  to  return  to  Ireland, 
the  National  League  must  be  extermi- 
nated with  a  strong  hand.  It  might  be 
a  long  struggle  in  which  they  were 
engaged,  but  it  was  one  in  which  they 
did  not  mean  to  be  defeated.  He  con- 
sidered they  had  more  on  their  side 
than  had  their  opponents.  Had  the 
Home  Rulers  numbers  ?  So  had  they. 
Had  they  enthusiasm?  So  had  they. 
Had  they  unity  ?  So  had  they.  Had 
the  Home  Eulers  a  cause  ?  So  had  they 
— a  greater  one.  The  Homo  Bulers  were 
fighting  for  a  country;  they  were  fight- 
ing for  an  Empire,  and  they  did  not 
intend  to  lay  down  their  arms  until  the 
cause  for  which  they  contended  was  safe 
from  attack. 

Me.  ILLING worth  (Bradford, W.) 
said,he  looked  upon  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  York,  N.  R.,  Whitby 
(Mr.  Beckett)  in  regard  to  Ireland  as  of 
a  fossilized  character ;  indeed,  it  seemed 
that  the  hon.  Member,  like  the  rest  of 
his  Party,  appeared  to  have  learnt 
nothing  and  forgotten  nothing  concern- 
ing Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  had 
undertaken  the  defence  of  his  absent 
Leader  (Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill).  That 
noble  Lord  had  left  this  country,  and  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  he  had  been 
obliged  to  do  so  on  account  of  his  health. 
It  might,  however,  be  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  there  should  be  young  and  fiery 
speakers  like  the  hon.  Member  to  speaK 
in  his  behalf.  The  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
clared that  the  noble  Lord  had  resigned 
not  only  his  Office,  but  the  Leadership  of 
the  Party,  on  the  score  of  the  disposi- 
tion that  was  shown  to  avoid  retrench- 
ment, to  which  he  was  committed  by  his 
utterances  at  Dartford  and  elsewhere, 
and  to  which  not  only  he,  but  the  whole 
Conservative  Party  were  deeply  pledged. 
Well,  that  was  the  most  joyful  news 
which  had  been  communicated  to  the 
House  for  some  time  past.  The  hon. 
Member  had  pointed  to  the  wicked 
Liberal  "Party   and  its  deeds  when  in 
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power.  He  (Mr.  Illingworth)  did  not 
intend  to  make  himself  the  apologist  of 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Gk>yemment 
when  in  power,  for  he  was  bound  to 
confess  that,  with  regard  to  the  Army 
and  Nayy,  it  had  been  extravagant,  and 
had  forgotten  its  duty  and  traditions.  It 
should  be  observed,  however,  that  in  the 
attempts  which  had  been  made  in  the 
past  by  a  small  minority  to  bring  the 
Liberal  Party  back  to  its  duty  and  pro- 
fessions of  policy  in  regard  to  retrench- 
ment there  had  never  been  the  slightest 
assistance  given  in  aid  of  those  efforts  by 
a  single  individual  in  the  Tory  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  had  rejoiced  that  the 
Tory  Party  had  been  responsible  for  no 
European  war  since  the  Great  War  of 
1815;  but  the  Tory  Party  had  been  so 
seldom  in  Office  that  their  opportunities 
had  happily  been  few.  When  they  had 
been  in  Office,  we  had  always  been 
trembling  on  the  verge  of  serious  Euro- 
pean complications.  As  to  the  Crimean 
War,  both  parties  were  responsible  for 
it,  and  there  had  only  been  one  or  two 
individuals  on  tho  Tory  side  who  had 
not  hounded  on  Lord  Aberdeen's  Go- 
vernment to  imdertake  the  war,  even 
sooner  than  he  had  felt  himself  obliged 
to  do.  However,  let  bygones  be  by- 
gones. He  hoped  that  the  G^vernnient 
would  soon  and  sincerely  make  an  at- 
tempt at  retrenchment  in  the  expendi- 
ture. If  they  did,  they  would  find  on 
that  side  of  the  House  as  cordial  a  co- 
operation as  they  could  desire ;  for  his 
own  part,  however,  he  must  confess  he 
did  not  place  much  reliance  on  the 
cheeseparing  attempts  at  economy  as 
coming  from  the  Government  side  of  the 
House.  An  arbitrary  proposal  of  a  re- 
duction of  £1,000,000  or  £500,000  was 
a  most  unsatisfactory  method  of  ap- 
proaching the  question.  After  a  year 
or  two  the  permanent  staff  of  the 
different  offices  would  force  on  an  in- 
creased expenditure,  on  the  ground  that 
the  Services  had  been  starved.  As  had 
already  been  stated,  it  was  in  the 
question  of  foreign  policy  that  anv 
relief  to  the  taxpayer  must  be  found. 
Oomplaints  had  been  made  in  certain 
quarters,  and  among  others  bv  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  fiossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  that,  as 
far  as  they  could  see,  the  present  debate 
had  been  of  no  interest  or  value  to  the 
business  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  had  no  doubt  that  that  was 
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the  feeling  in  certain  quarters;  the  ap- 
preciation of  hon.  Members  opposite  for 
the  time  of  the  House  depended  largely 
upon  what  side  of  the  House  they  sat. 
For  his  own  part,  he  denied  that  under 
the  circumstances  under  which  they  had 
met  the  time  of  the  House  had  been  in, 
any  way  wasted.  Parliament  had  met 
in  a  fog,  and  the  Conservative  Party  in 
the  House  of  Commons  had  lost  thai 
head  which  had  provided  it  with  a  pro- 
gramme and  a  cry  at  the  General  Eleo* 
tion.  The  Government  were  in  a 
minority,  being  indebted  for  their  pre- 
sent position  to  the  ''crutch  "  they  had 
found  in  the  noble  Marquess  and  other 
Liberal  Gentlemen.  Therefore,  discua- 
sion  upon  matters  of  general  policy 
could  not  be  regarded  as  out  of  place  at 
the  present  moment.  He  was  anxious 
to  know  how  far  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  aitered  by  the  re- 
signation of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington.  They  had  been 
told  that  he  had  resigned  on  the  ques- 
tion of  retrenchment ;  but  in  so  far  at 
that  was  concerned,  he  understood  that 
none  was  to  be  effected ;  but  were  they 
quite  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
signed on  the  question  of  retrenchment 
only?  Were  there  not  some  aeriona 
differences  between  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  Colleagues  with  regard  to  other  and 
even  more  important  matters  ?  He  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  had  serious  misgivings  that 
on  foreign  policy  there  was  a  serious  and 
radical  difference  between  the  nobis 
Lord  and  his  late  Colleagues.  Lord 
Salisbury  had  made  a  speech  at  the 
Guildhall,  on  the  9th  of  November,  with 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  Austria  moA 
South-Eastem  Europe,  which  bad 
caused  serious  disquietude  to  manj 
thoughtful  people  in  this  country.  Tm 
noble  Lord  had  since  that  time  seen  fit 
to  modify  some  of  the  opinions  which  ho 
had  then  expressed,  when  he  said  that 
Germany  was  not  prepared  to  asmi 
Austria  in  any  perilous  enterprise  aho 
might  undertake.  Lord  Salisbniy  had 
told  them  that  the  opinions  and  jnd^ 
ment  of  Austria  must  be  of  enonttoos 
weight  in  the  Councils  of  Her  Majesl^s 
Government,  and  would  largely  shi^ 
the  policy  which  England  would  sJno 
pursue.  That  was  a  dangerous  view  for 
Lord  Salisbury  to  hold  even  in  his 
secret  mind ;  but  when  spoken  beforo  n 
large  audience  it  was  dangeronsto  the 
last  degree.    Of  all  countries  in 
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Anstria  was  the  last  for  us  to  rely  on. 
In  the  present  state  of  Europe  no  one 
could  be  confident,  seeing  the  extensive 
military  preparations  that  were  being 
made  by  both  parties,  that  war  between 
France  and  Germany  might  not  break 
out  at  any  moment,  for  it  was  hardly 
possible  that  the  present  system  of  enor- 
mous armaments  could  go  on  without 
making  a  collision  ineritable.  He  should 
like  to  hare  seen  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  using   their    good    offices    with 
foreign  nations  in  favour  of  disarma- 
ment;   but,  unfortunately,   our   home 
policy  had  been  such  as  to  considerably 
weaken  our  moral  influence.     He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Government — indeed,  he 
thoughtitwas  their  duty — to  do  allin  their 
power  in  order  to  bring  about  a  better 
state  of  feeling  between  Germany  and 
France.    There  were  people  who  said 
that  the  next  collision  between  Germany 
and  France  would  lead  to  the  rapid  dis- 
comfiture of  one  or  other  of  the  comba- 
tants.     But  for  himself,   he  thought 
there  was  good  reason  for  believing  that 
the  next  contest  would  be  far  more  pro- 
tracted than  the  last,  and  that  it  would 
draw  other  nations  into  it.    We,  at  any 
rate,  ought  to  take  care  beforehand  that 
we  were  not  dragged  into  it.    We  were 
under  Treaty  obligations  to  safeguard 
20  countries,  or  parts  of  countries,  and 
it  would  be  well  to  disentangle  our- 
selves from  such  engagements,  so  that 
we  should  not  be  induced  to  take  part  in 
£nropean  complications ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  House,  by  some  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  matter,  would  safeguard 
the    Ck>vernment   against   falling  into 
those  complications.      Turning  to  the 
Irish  Question,  he  would  point  out  that 
it  was  in  the  hands  of  a  Government 
who  had  many  difficulties  to  contend 
with,  and  who  were  mainly  put  in  office 
by  the  landlord  class ;  the  result  being 
Irish  legislation  in  the  past  had  all  been 
in  the  interest  of  that  class,  and  it  was 
this  legislation  that  was  mainly  respon- 
sible for  the  miseries  of  Ireland,  which 
had  so  long  hung  over,  and  which  even 
now  continue  to  distress   that  country. 
In  the  past,  laws  were  conceived  in  the 
selfish  interests  of  a  small  and  powerful 
olaes.    They  had  been  maintained,  and 
had  worked  the  impoverishment  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.    It  was,  therefore,  no 
easy  matter  forthe  Tory  Party  to  originate 
anything  that  would  be  for  the  permanent 
benefit  of  Ireland.   But  Ireland,  through 


the  great  majority  of  its  Eepresenta- 
tives,  had  formulated  a  demand  which 
had  happily  found  staunch  supporters 
in  the  great  body  of  the  liberalTarty, 
and  in  the  head  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
He  (Mr.  Illingworth),  for  one,  wished 
to  speak  on  the  question  of  Home  Bule 
with  no  uncertain  voice.  He  admired 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
!Rossendale  more  almost  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  Unionist  Party.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  laid  down  the  terms 
on  which  he  was  willing  to  go  back  to 
his  Party,  and  upon  which  he  was  de- 
termined to  support  the  Party  opposite. 
He  (Mr.  Illingworth)  for  once  thought, 
with  the  noble  Marquess,  that  it  was 
infinitely  better  that  there  should  be  a 
fair  understanding  between  the  two 
sections  of  the  Liberal  Party.  It  seemed 
to  him,  however,  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  just  at  the  ''  8«.  duty"  stage 
of  this  question.  Those  who  were  for 
Home  Bule  had  founded  themselves 
upon  a  rock — the  principle  of  all  or 
nothing.  They  must  either  treat  Ire- 
land as  a  Crown  Colony,  or  grant  her 
Home  Bule.  He  hoped  that  the  '  *  Bound 
Table  "  would  soon  be  put  up  for  sale. 
As  a  relic,  it  might  be  interesting,  and 
he  wished  to  bespeak  it  on  his  own  ac- 
count. He  had  had  some  misgivings 
with  regard  to  the  use  which  it  had 
been  put  to ;  and,  as  he  had  said,  he 
admired  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  for  keeping  himself 
disengaged  in  the  matter.  To  show 
how  little  progress  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  he  would  quote 
from  a  debate  in  that  House  in  1844, 
when  Lord  John  Bussell  moved  for  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to  take 
into  consideration  the  state  of  Ireland. 
That  debate  showed  that  since  then  they 
had  been  moving  in  a  vicious  circle,  and 
had  not  made  the  slightest  progress. 
What  were  the  points  with  which  Lord 
John  Bussell  then  contended?  Why, 
one  of  them  was  the  state  of  the  magis- 
tracy, and  the  gross  injustice  done  to 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  in  ex- 
cluding them  from  any  share  in  the 
magistracy.  The  question  of  packing 
juries  was  also  prominently  dealt  with ; 
and  there  were  some  Gentlemen  consci- 
entious, but  mad,  who  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  it  was  unsafe  to  trust  Papists, 
and  that  the  policy  of  legislation  and 
administration  of  law  in  Ireland  must 
go  upon  the  determination  and  plan  of 
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treating  tbem  still  as  aliens  and  as  un- 
trustworthy. He  would  like  to  know 
whether  any  substantial  advance  had 
been  made  upon  that  position  to-day? 
They  were  sometimes  asked,  why  could 
not  the  Irish  Members  be  satisfied  with 
the  equal  rights  with  England  and  Scot- 
land which  they  were  now  supposed  to 
possess  ?  But  Uie  treatment  of  Ireland, 
in  nearly  everything,  was  different  from 
the  treatment  of  Scotland  and  Wales. 
If  the  words  which  were  uttered  with 
regard  to  Ireland  a  few  months  ago  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  .E. 
Stanhope)  had  been  uttered  with  regard 
to  Scotland,  the  peace  of  England  and 
its  relationship  with  Scotland  would 
have  been  within  a  week  completely  up- 
set. Imagine  a  responsible  Minister 
speaking,  not  for  himself,  but  for  the 
Government,  declaring  legislation  in  re- 
gard to  Scotland  should  go  on,  utterly 
regardless  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  returned  from  it.  Yet,  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  that  was  the  avowed 
policy  of  the  Oovemment.  There  were 
such  arrears  to  make  up,  that  even  with 
a  well  disposed  body  of  Bepresentatives 
in  this  House  they  could  not  put  Ire- 
land in  the  same  position  as  Scotland. 
That  was  a  work  beyond  their  power. 
The  Liberal  Party  had  not  the  wish  to 
undertake  the  task  of  re^onerating  Ire- 
land. They  wished  to  delegate  the  duty 
to  Ireland  herself.  He  believed  that 
the  proposal  of  Home  Bule  made  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  which  was  accepted  by  the 
people  at  first  as  an  article  of  faith,  and 
because  they  trusted,  as  they  had  a 
right  to  trust,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
was  now  becoming  a  conviction,  and  the 
masses  of  the  people  of  England  would 
graduallv  swing  round  to  support  the 
poUcy  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  and 
would  not  allow  him,  or  any  Govern- 
ment, to  give  grudginglv,  when  it  was 
determin^  to  give  at  all,  in  returning 
to  Ireland  her  filched  rights  and  privi- 
leges. For  his  part,  he  wbhed  the 
battle  to  go  on,  not  only  for  the  sake  of 
the  question  and  Ireland  alone,  but  for 
the  sake  of  the  Empire  at  large,  until  a 
settlement  was  reached.  Was  there  a 
man  of  any  experience  in  the  House 
who  had  any  hope  or  expectation  that 
the  hands  of  Parliament  would  be  free 
till  this  Irish  Question  was  disposed  of  ? 
There  was^  he  ventured  to  say,  only  two 
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alternatives  upon  the  Irish  Question.  If 
the  Government  again  asked  the  House  to 
give  them  increased  coercive  powers  for 
Irish  Administration,  there  would  be 
strenuous  opposition  to  that  proposal ; 
but  if  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
succeeded  in  gaining  those  powers,  and 
in  placing  upon  the  Statute  JOiook  another 
evidence  of  the  folly  of  this  country 
towards  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Hlingworth) 
would  tell  them  that  they  would  be 
driven  to  the  expulsion  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  and,  in  the  most 
ignominious  way  possible,  they  would 
then  have  to  govern  Ireland  as  a  Crown 
Oolony.  Since  political  power  had  been 
given  honestly  to  Ireland,  there  had 
been  two  Elections ;  and  the  second  was 
a  repetition  of  the  first,  and  an  equally 
full  endorsement  by  Ireland  of  the  de* 
mands  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parneli),  and  they  were 
now  in  a  position  to  regard  those  85  or 
86  Members  for  Ireland  as  the  Bepre- 
sentatives of  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  So  far  as  that 
Protestant  feeling  which  was  opposed  to 
those  Bepresentatives  was  concerned,  he 
had  never  known  anything  more  insane 
than  the  spirit  which  had  governed  the 
Orange  Pa^y ;  and  should  they  refuse  to 
learn  good  sense,  taste,  and  considera- 
tion to  those  who,  at  least,  so  far  as  their 
treatment  in  Parliament  was  concerned, 
had  hitherto  been  their  inferiors,  be 
should  not  object  to  see  them  brought 
to  a  better  state  of  mind  by  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  onlv  other 
alternative  was  to  give  Ireland  Home 
Bule ;  and  he  believed  the  happy  xro- 
ment  had  arrived  when  they  might  grant 
Ireland  her  demands,  in  order  tnat  there 
might  not  be  left  a  vestige  of  the  mni* 
mosity  that  had  prevailed  between  the 
two  countries  in  tbe  past.  He  was  oon* 
vinced  that,  if  justice  were  done,  the 
Irish  would  prove  as  warm-hearted  and 
loyal  friends  of  the  Empire  as  any  to  be 
found  in  England  or  Scotland.  Only  one 
word,  in  conclusion,  as  regards  this 
troubled  question  of  the  Plan  of  Oem- 

Saign.  Now,  he  was  not  careful  to  ask 
imself  whether  the  policy  of  the  Piaa 
of  Campaign  could  altogether  be  squared 
to  tbe  Statute  Law  of  this  country,  or  the 
Common  Law.  He  was  free  to  admit 
that  it  might  be  extra  legal ;  and  the 
Law  of  Couspiracy  might  be  so  oonstnied 
that  if  they  had  a  jury  which  had  loet  all 
feelings  of  sympathy  with  the  minot  uf 
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the  Irish,  people,  they  might  possibly 
get  a  conviction.  [^Lauffhter,^  Ah!  the 
smile  that  came  from  hon.  Qentlemen  on 
the  Oovemment  side  of  the  House 
showed  the  very  unhappy  frame  of  mind 
in  which  they  were  with  regard  to  the 
masses  of  the  Irish  people — with  regard 
to  their  troubles  and  their  sorrows.  All 
he  could  say  was,  that  he  would  be  very 
slow,  indeed,  to  give  to  any  Government 
any  power  which  would  enable  them  to 
escape  the  judgment  of  a  jury  upon  any 
action  the  Irish  Members  had  taken  with 
regard  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  If  it 
were  a  stretching  of  the  powers  and 
rights  conferred  by  law,  it  was  only  to 
meet  legalized  injustice  which  had  too 
long  prevailed.  The  land  system  of 
this  country  was  reaching  a  pass 
which  would  call  for  the  serious 
attention  of  that  House,  with  the 
view  of  a  radical  change.  If  they 
had  been  as  helpless  in  this  country,  if 
they  had  no  other  resources  but  to  tlurow 
the  surplus  population  upon  the  land, 
as  was  the  case  in  Ireland  ;  and  if  they 
had  no  other  employment  for  the  people, 
England  would  have  dealt  with  the 
Land  Laws  and  the  landlord  class  long 
ago ;  and  it  was  because  Ireland  had  no 
other  industry  she  was  now  reduced  to 
this  miserable  plight ;  and  he  could  not 
believe  for  one  moment  that  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country  would  con- 
demn what  Irishmen  had  been  doing  in 
Ireland  in  order  to  escape  those  horrid 
evictions.  Considering  the  cruel  con- 
duct of  landlordism,  they  might  be 
obliged  to  be  tolerant  to  some  extent  to 
the  remedy — the  only  remedy  which 
was  open  to  them  to  help  in  saving 
their  fellow-countrymen  from  the  road- 
side and  beggary.  This  being  so,  he 
was  sure  that  it  would  only  hasten  a 
genuine  and  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  question.  He,  for  one,  believed  that 
if  he  had'  been  an  Irishman,  placed  as 
these  men  had  been,  he  would  have 
gone  heartily  with  them  in  the  work 
they  had  been  doing.  They  had  so  far 
his  support  as  to  say  they  were  ex- 
cusable in  the  action  they  had  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  told  them  that 
he  had  brought  pressure  to  bear.  Why 
had  he  taken  that  course  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
declared,  in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  the  Government  were  not 
convinced  that  the  judicial  rents  were 
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too  high.  How  had  they  siooe  found 
out  that  they  were  ?  What  Commission 
reported  in  order  to  give  them  unerring 
guidance  upon  the  question  ?  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  the  Government 
succeeded,  happily,  to  a  great  extent  in 
the  pressure  they  had  employed.  In 
the  great  majority  of  cases,  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  had  given  substantial 
reductions  of  rent,  and  in  many  other 
cases  such  reductions  as  showed  a  dis- 
position to  meet  their  tenants.  But  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  succeeded  where 
the  Government  had  failed.  The  worst 
and  most  extreme  cases  the  Government 
had  not  been  able  to  deal  with,  and 
they  were  obliged  to  hand  them  over  to 
the  Gentlemen  who  worked  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  There  were  some  landlords 
in  every  country  who  worked  in  such  a 
way  as  to  place  themselves  outside  the 
pale  of  any  sympathy  whatever.  He 
supposed  he  might  say  that  as  regarded 
some  of  the  landlords  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  would  say  this  as  regarded  ethers — 
that  their  position  was  deserving  of  the 
greatest  commiseration.  They  were 
themselves  the  victims  of  this  vicious 
land  system.  They  had  tied  up  the 
land,  and  allowed  such  settlements  to 
prevail  that,  with  the  reductions  which 
had  taken  place  under  the  judicial  rents, 
and  the  events  which  had  since  taken 
place,  these  nominal  owners  of  the  land 
were  without  any  income  from  their 
own  estates.  Their  position  was  des- 
perate, and  they  did  not  know  which 
way  to  turn.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Holborn  Division  of 
Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan)  said  Party 
spirit  had  been  the  curse  of  Ireland. 
As  had  been  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  why 
should  they  not  take  the  Land  Question 
first,  and  leave  for  after  consideration 
the  question  of  local  self-government? 
He  believed  that  a  separate  Parliament 
would  not  eradicate  the  hostile  feeling 
which  was  now  entertained  by  a  large 
portion  of  the  Irish  people  towards 
England ;  and  he  believed  that  an  Irish 
Parliament  would  not  achieve  the  im- 
possibility of  enabling  five  Irishmen  to 
live  on  a  spot  of  land  where  Nature  had 
made  provision  for  only  one.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Irish  Question  was  the 
question  of  the  hour,  and  from  the 
necessity  of  the  case  must  be  made  the 
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qneetion  of  tlie  hour.  Parliament  suf- 
fered from  paralysis,  owing  to  the  en- 
gprossing  character  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion ;  and  he  believed  that  paralysis 
would  continue  until  they  had  found  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. Any  statesman  who  succeeded  in 
effecting  such  a  settlement  would  de- 
serve and  receive  the  gratitude  of  Par- 
liament and  of  the  country. 

Me.  buncombe  (York,  E.  E., 
Howdenshire)  said,  he  must  confess  to  a 
feeling  of  disappointment,  in  common 
with  other  Members,  that  year  after 
year  at  the  opening  of  Parliament  the 
g^eat  Irish  Question  confronted  the 
House ;  year  after  year  they  had  refer- 
ence in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  Ireland ; 
year  after  year  they  had  abundant  pro- 
mises of  reform ;  year  after  year  they 
had. earnest  efforts  to  carry  out  those 
reforms,  but  still  the  much-looked-for 
settlement  never  arrived,  and  the  woes 
of  Ireland  remained  the  pity  and  the 
despair  of  the  civilized  world.  So  much 
was  this  the  case,  that  they  were  tempted 
to  ask  whether  statesmanship  had  under- 
gone a  partial  eclipse  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  and  whether  it  was  no  longer 
able  to  meet  the  demands  that  were 
made  upon  it  ?  They  were  tempted  to 
ask  whether  this  question  was  destined 
to  be  settled  by  political  parties  in  that 
House,  or  whether  it  was  destined  to 
settle  itself  in  a  manner  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  unforeseen  and  unex- 
pected by  political  parties  in  this 
country  ?  They  might  be  sure  of  this, 
that  there  must  be  a  settlement  of  some 
sort.  The  do  nothing  policy  was  rejected 
on  all  sides,  and,  if  the  nation  last  year 
refused  to  give  its  consent  to  the  scheme 
of  the  late  Gbvemment,  they  might  be 
quite  sure  that  it  did  not  intend  to  give 
its  confidence  to  those  who  were  prepared 
to  do  nothing  except  assert  that  they 
would  do  something  hereafter.  He  took 
it  that  there  must  be  a  settlement  of  this 
matter,  and  one  proof  of  that  was  the 
▼ery  small  minority  of  Members  in  the 
present  Parliament  who  were  not  pledged 
to  some  alteration  in  the  existing 
machinery  for  the  government  of 
Ireland.  How  was  it  that  the  spirit  of 
the  Legislature  being  so  willing  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  its  flesh  was  so 
weak?  It  was  the  result  of  the  pre- 
dominance of  Party  spirit  which  had 
been  the  curse  of  Ireland.  If  only  they 
could  have  laid  aside  the  aphorism  that 
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an  Opposition  was  bound  to  oppose,  they 
would,  he  believed,  have  arrived  at  an 
adequate  settlement  of  the  question  long 
ago.  There  were  several  precedents  for 
political  parties  combining  to  settle  a 
question.  Only  a  few  months  ago  there 
was  a  combination  of  parties  to  settle  the 
important  question  of  the  Itedistribntioii 
of  Seats,  and,  if  both  political  parties 
could  meet  in  order  to  settle  that  ques- 
tion, he  could  not  see  how  there  coiud  be 
any  objection  to  their  meeting  together 
to  settle  this  Irish  Question,  which  was 
just  as  important  and  far  more  difficult. 
If  the  question  could  not  be  settled  as  a 
whole,  why  not  divide  it  in  the  mann^ 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  ?  Why  not  take  the  Land 
Question  first,  and  then  leave  for  after 
consideration  the  question  of  local  self- 
government  in  Ireland?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore),  said  that  the  Irish  Members 
would  not  consent  to  this  course.  He 
did  not  understand  why  they  should 
object,  because,  after  all,  the  Irish  Land 
Question  was  not  an  exclusively  Irish 
affair.  It  concerned  English  interests, 
and  might  possibly  have  something  to 
do  with  English  money.  When  the  Land 
Question  had  been  settled,  then  the 
opportunity  would  at  once  arise  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  local  self. 
government.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
were  not  in  favour  of  that  question  result* 
ing  in  a  separate  Parliament  in  Irdand, 
because  he  believed  it  was  imposaibie  to 
have  a  separate  Parliament  for  that 
country.  It  was  impossible  to  believe 
that  one  Parliament  in  Ireland  ooold 
rule  Ulster  as  well  as  Connaught.  He 
believed  a  separate  Parliament  could 
not  of  itself  institute  that  great  sjrsteoa 
of  manufactures  which  was  necessary 
for  the  prosperity  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  a  separate  Parliament  could 
not  eradicate  that  hostile  feeling  wlMh 
was  now  entertained  towards  ^^g*^nd 
by  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish  peopls  ; 
and  in  his  opinion  a  separate  Psniament 
in  Ireland  could  not  well  nrmmplish 
the  impossibility  of  enabling  five  Irish* 
men  to  live  on  one  spot  of  ground 
Nature  had  made  provision  for  only 
He  believed  that  when  the 
Question  was  settled  it  would  not  b^ 
difficult  to  find  a  scheme  of  loesl 
government  which  would  give 
lion  to  what  would  then  bo  a  nsitim  of 
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freeholders.  We  needed  to  give  Ireland 
more  than  verhal  sympathy,  and  he 
maintained  that  that  sympathy  had  been 
deepened  and  intensified  by  the  sorrow- 
ful scenes  which  had  recently  occurred 
in  Glenbeigh.  Even  if  they  granted 
that  the  evictions  there  had  been  carried 
out  in  strict  conformity  with  the  law, 
and  that  the  utmost  generosity  had  been 
previously  exhibited  by  those  who  owned 
the  property,  it  would  always  remain 
incomprehensible  to  him,  why  it  was 
thought  consistent  with  humanity  to 
carry  out  those  evictions  in  the  depth  of 
a  most  rigorous  winter,  which  was  trying 
alike  to  the  ailing  and  the  aged.  He 
made  no  apology  to  the  House  for  con- 
fining his  remarks  to  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land, because  he  believed  it  was  the 
engrossing  question  of  the  hour,  and 
must  from  the  necessities  of  the  case 
remain  so.  What  was  the  reason  why 
our  efforts  in  legislation  were  paralyzed 
at  the  present  moment  ?  It  was  because 
we  were  always  thinking  of,  and  per- 
petually dealing  with  Irish  questions. 
Parliament  was  suffering  from  partial 
paralysis;  and  this  state  of  things 
would  continue  to  last  until  they  had 
found  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Question.  And,  what  was  more, 
he  believed  that  the  demand  for  Home 
Hule — heard  at  present  only  in  whis- 
pers—on behalf  of  the  Scotch  and  Welsh 
Members,  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
Parliament  was  suffering  from  this  par- 
tial paralysis.  The  Scotch  and  Welsh 
Members  wereconvinced — perhaps  j  ustly 
convinced — that  Parliament  was  unable 
at  present  to  pay  sufficient  attention  to 
the  wants  of  those  localities  with  which 
they  were  especially  identified.  Hence 
it  was,  that  the  Scotch  Members  and  the 
Welsh  Members  were  proposing  to  come 
to  Parliament  in  order  to  get  powers  to 
manage  those  affairs  with  which  they 
thought  Parliament  could  no  longer 
deal.  It  was  under  this  feeling,  he  had 
ventured  to  express  the  earnest  hope 
that  this  question  might  be  settled  at 
once.  If,  in  the  meantime,  Parliament 
should  have  its  ancient  powers  restored 
to  it,  and  there  should  arise  some  states- 
man— he  did  not  care  whether  he  was 
Irish  or  Scotch — ^who  would  find  a  way 
of  settling  this  great  question,  he  be- 
lieved such  a  man  would  be  entitled  to, 
and  would  assuredly  receive,  not  only 
the  praise  of  Parliament,  but  the  praise 
of  all  future  generations. 


Mr.  A.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
S.)  said,  there  was  one  fact  which  was 
being  brought  home  to  hon.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
since  the  rejection  of  the  Home  Bule 
Bill.  It  was  to  this  effect — that,  on  the 
whole,  it  was  a  very  good  thing  that  the 
Home  Kule  measure  of  the  late  Oovem- 
ment  had  not  been  passed.  To  his  mind 
the  rejection  of  that  Bill,  seen  in  the 
light  of  subsequent  events,  was  to  be 
regarded  as  a  sort  of  revelation.  It 
revealed,  probably  in  the  most  remark- 
able way  history  could  show,  the  radical 
soundness  of  the  people  of  this  king- 
dom. That  Bill  approached  very  nearly 
to  the  working  of  a  miracle — the  miracle 
of  converting  the  whole  people  in  a  few 
months  from  a  narrow  policy  of  harsh 
repression  to  a  policy  of  intelligence  and 
justice.  Conservative  politicians  and 
journalists,  who  were  never  satisfied, 
said  that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  had  been 
a  failure.  He  thought  they  were  a 
little  hasty  in  saying  so.  No  doubt  it 
had  been  a  failure  in  one  direction;  it 
had  failed  because  the  judicial  adminis- 
trative machinery  was  simply  a  mockery 
of  justice  to  the  Irish  tenantry.  The 
great  bulk  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  had 
been  prevented  from  entering  the  Land 
Courts,  and  had  thus  not  been  able  to 
get  the  advantages  of  the  Land  Act. 
But  in  another  direction  the  Land  Act 
of  1881  was  a  great  and  a  conspicuous 
success.  It  first  began  to  bring  home 
to  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try the  true  conception  of  what  property 
in  land  ought  to  be.  What  had  occurred 
in  Ireland  during  the  past  six  months 
had  given  another  practical  lesson  as 
to  what  property  in  land  ought  to  be. 
What  was  property  ?  Property  had  been 
defined  as  that  which  insured  to  all 
persons  what  they  had  produced  by  their 
labour.  He  was  glad  that  one  of  the 
results  of  the  sympathy  which  had  re- 
cently been  evoked  for  the  Irish  people 
had  been  to  spread  information,  and  to 
give  rise  to  just  conceptions  of  what 
property  in  land  really  meant.  Although 
it  had  been  maintained  that  the  Bill  of 
the  late  Qovernment,  and  the  Bill  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
brought  in  last  Session,  would  not  have 
touched  the  eases  of  the  tenants  who 
had  been  recently  evicted,  yet  he  con- 
tended that  the  Irish  Members  pointed 
out  what  the  troubles  of  the  ensuing 
winter  would  be,  and  that  the  readiness 
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they  showed  to  accept  the  measures  pro- 
posed, including  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  proved  the  modera- 
tion of  the  Irish  Party.  He  contended, 
also,  that  if  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  in  the  last  Parliament  had 
been  adopted  —  namely,  that  evictions 
should  be  stopped,  and  that,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  landowners  should  receive  a 
certain  amount  as  a  first  charge  on  the 
rent,  while  a  thorough  inquiry  was 
made  into  the  condition  of  the  tenants 
as  to  what  they  could  pay  —  the  pre- 
sent troubles,  with  all  their  attendant 
miseries,  would  have  been  prevented. 
The  Government  must  take  action  with 
a  strong  hand  to  prevent  evictions  until 
a  most  searching  inquiry  was  made 
throughout  Ireland  to  ascertain  what 
rent  the  tenants  could  pay  and  what 
rent  they  ought  to  pay.  For  his  own 
part,  he  believed  it  would  be  found, 
when  such  an  inquiry  was  made,  and 
the  true  facts  of  the  case  were  ascer- 
tained, that  the  rent  which  the  tenants 
could  pay  was  very  much  less  than  what 
was  now  demanded  of  them.  He  firmly 
believed  that  the  wisest  course  to  pur- 
sue was  to  leave  the  whole  difficulty  to 
be  dealt  with  by  an  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tive  Assembly  with  a  large  responsi- 
bility. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, West)  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  other  side — the  Member 
for  the  Howdenshire  Division  of  York- 
shire (Mr.  A.  Buncombe) — who  had  just 
addressed  the  House,  had  stated  that 
Irish  Members  on  this  side  were  at- 
tempting the  impossible  task  of  making 
6ve  persons  live  and  thrive  where  Nature 
intended  only  one  so  to  do.  It  seemed 
that,  in  forming  this  conclusion,  the 
hon.  Member  was  forgetting  the  facts. 
Pe  must  be  well  aware  that  40  years 
ago  or  more  Ireland  supported  8,000,000. 
It  would  therefore  appear  that,  under 
proper  conditions,  the  country  could  cer- 
tainly support  5,000,000,  its  present 
population.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Whitby  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Mr. 
Ernest  Beckett)  had  replied  to  the 
crutch  simile  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
liandolph  Churchill)  had  applied  to  the 
Liberal  Unionists.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  with  such  earnestness  and 
energy  that  it  was  impossible  to  suppose 
he  was  a  Member  of  the  '*  crutch  and 
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toothpick  brigade."    But  it  was  clear, 
from  his  own  confession,  he  was  a  disciple 
of  the  political  Gamaliel  who  led  the 
Tory  Democracy — and  yet  he  was  an 
insubordinate  disciple,  for  he  approved 
altogether  of  the  Foreign  Policy  of  the 
present  Government,  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
had  emphatically  condemned.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Southport  Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Curzon)  that  the  great  advantage  of  the 
present  arrangement,  whereby  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister    held  two  Offices, 
was  that  he  held  the  Seals  of  the  Foreign 
Office.  Nonr,  judging  from  the  language 
of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech 
relating  to  Foreign  Affairs,  it  did  not 
appear  that  this  was  an  altogether  un- 
mixed advantage.     He  thought  the  re- 
ference to   Prince  Alexander  was   not 
couched  in  the  happiest  terms.     Why 
was  he  now  spoken  of  as  Prince  Alex- 
ander of  Bulgaria  ?     At  all  events,  it 
would  have  had  the  advantage  of  con- 
ciseness, and  would  have  been  equally 
accurate  if  the  words  placed   in   Her 
Most  Gracious  Majesty's  mouth  on  this 
subject  by  the  present  Government  had 
run  thus —  -"  Events   which  compelled 
Prince  Alexander  to  retire   from    the 
Government  of  Bulgaria."     That,  cer- 
tainly, was  shorter  than  the  words  used, 
and  could  not  possibly  convey  offence. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  economy 
and  efficiency,  he  listened  the  other  night 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  caused  some  laughter 
when  he   said  that  not  only  were  the 
Estimates    of     the     Department    very 
moderate,  but  he  was  surprised  at  his 
own  moderation.     That  reminded  him 
of  the  story   about    Lord  Clive,    who, 
having  taken  as  much  as  he  liked  from 
the  treasury  of  an  Indian  potentate,  and 
being  afterwards  accused  of  rapacity, 
exclaimed  that  he  was  only  surprised  at 
his  own  moderation.      He    hoped  the 
amount  taken  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  would  be  administered  with 
economy,  but  he  confessed  he  had  mis- 
givings on  the   subject.      As    for  the 
arrangement   lately  made   by  the   Go- 
vernment to  take   possession   of  groat 
merchant  steamers  in  time  of  war,  he 
was  told  that  two  vessels  of  the  White 
Star  Line  and  three  Cunard  steamers 
had  been  engaged  by  the  Admiralty  at 
£1  per  ton  per  annum.      That  would 


6S6  ifajetty's  Most  {February  d,  1887} 


Oracioui  Speech,         586 


entail    an     expenditure     of    £40,000, 
■which,    capitalized   at    10    years'    pur- 
chase, would  be  £400,000.  These  vessels 
would  be  perfectly  useless  for  war  pur- 
poses in  their   present    state,   and    to 
make  them  into  belted  cruisers  would 
cost  £100,000  more.    That  would  make, 
in  all,   £500,000.      He  contended  that 
that  was  not  an  economical  and  advan- 
tageous arrangement,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  to  build  outright  two  vessels — 
and  they  could  be  built  for  £400,000— 
which  should  be  all  our  own,  and  which 
might  be  ei^tremely  useful.     Then,  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  it  had  been  stated 
that  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
would  not  express  their  opinions  on  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  That  objection  must 
have  fallen    to   the    ground  after  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  that 
night.     He  had,  before  his  own  con- 
stituents, condemned  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign,  but  he  now  retracted  the  con- 
demnation.     He  had  been  under  the 
impression  that  the  money  which  the 
tenants    had  placed    in  the  hands   of 
trustees  was  to  be  used  in  the  Courts  to 
prevent  the  landlord  from  obtaining  his 
rights.    That  seemed  to  him  like  seeth- 
ing a  kid  in  its  mother's  milk.      But 
now  he  was  told  that  the  money  was 
held  for  the  landlord   as   soon  as  he 
chose  to  come  to  terms  with  the  tenants. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  case  was 
analogous  to  one  of  salvage,  when  the 
terms    agreed    upon    were    afterwards 
found  to  be  too  high.    In  that  case,  the 
Court  would  go  behind  the  contract, 
and   decree   that  the  sum  to  be  paid 
should  be  considerably  less  than  had 
been  agreed  to. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
that  every  Irish  Member  who  spoke 
after  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  ought  to  thank  him 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  de- 
fended them.  The  Queen's  Speech 
generally  indicated  what  the  Qovemment 
intended  to  do,  and  in  this  case  it 
showed  that  for  the  next  three  or  four 
months  they  would  live  on  three  things 
— first,  the  Address ;  after  that  had  been 
discussed,  they  meant  to  live  on  coer- 
cion, and  after  that,  they  would  live  on 
Parliamentary  procedure.  In  the  mean- 
time anything  might  happen.  There 
might  be  a  Continental  war ;  but,  owing 
to  the  Coercion  Bill  and  the  new  Bules, 
they  would  do  nothing,  and  that  was 
what  they  wanted  with  two  such  allies  I 


08  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
behind  them,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  in  their  front.     The  mo- 
ment they  produced  a  new   policy,    it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  to  support 
them,  and  it  would  be  impossible   for 
them  to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for   South  Paddington.     It  was  a 
miserable  thing  for  Ireland  that  she  had 
become  the  sport  of  Parties,  and  that 
a  Conservative  Government  should  be 
attempting  to  hold  Office   by  coercing 
her.     By  altering  the  procedure  of  the 
House,  and  by  bringing  in  a  Coercion 
Bill,  the  Government  would  occupy  the 
attention    of   the    House    and    of  the 
country,  and  would  thus  be  able  to  put 
off  the  reforms  which  they  had  pledged 
themselves  to  effect.     He  regretted  that 
the  Queen's  Speech  had    not    touched 
upon  the  subject  of  the  means  to   be 
adopted  for  developing  the  material  re- 
sources of  Ireland  by  carrying  out  a 
scheme  of  general  arterial  drainage  of 
the  country,  and  by  constructing  rail- 
roads and  deep-sea  harbours.     The  Go- 
vernment were  taking  no  steps  whatever 
in  that  direction.      No  doubt  the  Boyal 
Commission  which  had  been  appointed 
to  consider  these  subjects  would  report 
towards  the  close  of  the  year,  and  the 
Ministry  might  possibly  bring  in  some 
measure    dealing    with    them,     which 
would  not  pass  ;  and  so  the  matter  would 
go  on  indefinitely.     Although  politics 
had  a   very  strong   hold  of  the  Irish 
people  at  the  present  moment,  still  the 
bitterness  of  the  Home  Bule  Question 
would  be  largely  mitigated  if  the  people 
saw  that  the  Government  really  intended 
to  do  something  to  develop  the  material 
resources  of  their  country.     At  present, 
the  arterial  drainage  of  the  country  was 
in  a  most  disgraceful  state,  principally 
in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  the  land- 
lords, who  alone  had  the  power  under 
the  e2dsting  law  to  deal  with  it,  had  no 
interest  in  improving  it;  whereas   the 
tenants,  who  would  be  benefited  by  a 
proper  system  being  carried  out,  had  no 
power  whatever  in  the  matter.     It  was 
clear    from  the   terms  of  the  Queen's 
Speech,  that  the  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  do  anything  in  this  direction.  The 
subject  of  railways  was  not  of  so  pressing 
a  character ;  nevertheless,  a  great  deal  of 
benefit  would  be  conferred  upon  Ireland  if 
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tlie  Goyernment  would  guarantee  2^  per 
cent  interest  upon  loans  for  their  con- 
struction, to  be  repaid  by  the  local 
authorities.  Of  courae,  this  State  gua- 
rantee would  only  be  given  in  respect  of 
lines  which  the  Government  thought 
would  be  of  benefit  to  the  districts  in 
which  they  were  constructed.  A  gpreat 
step  towards  settling  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland  would  be  effected  if  the 
smaller  tenancies  were  dealt  with. 
There  were  150,000  tenants  holding 
under  five  acres  of  land.  For  £5,000,000 
—£4,000,000  of  which  would  be  a  loan, 
and  £1,000,000  a  gift— all  these  small 
holdings  could  be  purchased,  and  a 
g^eat  part  of  the  Land  Question  would 
be  settled.  These  holdings  were  too 
small  for  the  tenants  to  live  on,  and  the 
bold  step  ought  to  be  taken  of  doubling 
them,  and  that  could  be  done  without 
loss  to  the  Exchequer.  To  double  all 
small  holdings  under  five  acres  would 
cost  £9,000,000,  which  would  all  be 
paid  back  to  the  Exchequer.  If  a  Con- 
servative Government  were  to  attempt 
to  settle  the  Land  Question  on  such  a 
basis,  they  should  not  stop  at  five  acres, 
but  should  purchase  all  holdings  up  to 
30  acres.  Then  the  very  small  holdings 
could  be  extended  without  injustice  to 
anyone.  He  believed  that  if  a  Con- 
servative Government  would  boldly  face 
the  question  of  the  purchase  of  small 
holdings,  and  would  develop  the  material 
resources  of  the  country,  a  great  ad- 
vance would  be  made  in  securing  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country. 
Not  that  the  Nationalists  would  for  a 
moment  give  up  Home  Eule. — [Mr. 
Johnston:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  knew  they  would 
not  do  that. 
Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that  the 

Paragraph  of  the  Boyal  Speech  to  which 
e  took  special  exception  was  that  which 
referred  to  Ireland.  It  was  said  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  still  required 
anxious  attention,  and  that  grave  crimes 
had  been  rare ;  but  he  maintained  that, 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years  there 
had  been  no  such  thing  as  grave  crime, 
though  there  had  been  disturbances 
owing  to  the  aggressive  and  unjust  con- 
duct of  the  landlords  of  the  country. 
Outside  those  disturbances,  those  ebulli- 
tions of  bad  temper,  he  controverted  the 
statement  in  the  Queen's  Speech  that 
within  the  past  four  years  there  had 
been  anything  deserving  the  name  of 
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gpreat  crime  in  Ireland.  It  seemed  a 
curious  commentary  on  that  parag^ph 
that  it  was  immediately  followed  by 
another  stating  that  Parliament  would 
bo  asked  to  amend  the  criminal  pro- 
cedure of  Ireland.  That  meant  that 
Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  intended  to 
devote  their  energies  and  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  time  of  the  House  to  the 
propping  up  of  unjust  rents  in  Ireland 
and  preventing  the  natural  action  of  the 
economic  laws  in  regard  to  the  prices  of 
produce.  In  view  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  with  reference  to  the  Woodford 
evictions  that  evening,  when  he  said 
that  the  cost  of  sustaining  Lord  Clanri- 
carde's  evictions  had  been  £13,000,  and 
in  view  of  other  recent  events  in  Ireland, 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  argna 
that  the  paragraph  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  to  which  he  had  just 
referred  meant  neither  more  nor  leas 
than  this — that  come  what  might,  and 
be  the  result  to  the  tenantry  what  it 
might,  impoverishment,  waste  of  capital, 
turmoil,  and  disturbance.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  determined,  at  any 
cost,  to  prop  up  the  system  of  rack-rent- 
ing which  prevailed  over  the  greater 
part  of  Ireland.  They  had  been  told 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  Pariia- 
ment  had  been  devoted  in  the  past  few 
years  to  the  question  of  Irish  agricul- 
ture. No  one  who  knew  anything  of  the 
subject  would  deny  that  the  malaaminia- 
tration  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  in  the 
interests  of  the  landlords,  was  at  the 
root  of  much  of  the  disturbance  in  Ira- 
land.  But,  even  with  the  best  adminia- 
tration,  the  scope  of  that  Act  was  ao 
limited  that  it  could  not  affect  the  caaea 
of  two-thirds  of  the  tenants  in  that 
country.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  that  the  tenantrj 
of  Ireland  were  surrounded  with  a  wall 
of  triple  brass,  had  a  very  limited  i^PP^* 
cation  indeed.  He  (Mr.  Flynn)  repre- 
sented a  constituency  largely  engaged 
in  the  manufacture  of  butter,  and  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  his  cocatita- 
ents  were  as  much  interested  ia  the 
development  of  Irish  manufacturea 
agriculture  as  any  body  of  Membera 
the  House  could  be,  and  he  must 
his  regret  and  astonishment  that  an  hoa. 
Gentleman  should  have  thought  fit  to 
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cast  the  ungenerous  stigma  upon  his 
Friends  and  himself  that  they  had  no 
interest  in  the  industry,  the  honesty,  and 
the  thrift  of  the  people  whom  they  repre- 
sented.    The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman    the  Attorney  General    for 
Ireland  was  in  his  place,  and  perhaps  he 
could  convey  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  the  facts  of  one  particular  case 
which  had  come  under  his  own  observa* 
tion  of  pressure  put  upon  a  landlord  by 
subordinates  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  He 
(Mr.  Flynn)  did  not  blame  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  pressure   in  the  circum- 
stances was  wise,  judicious,  and  neces- 
sary.   Near  Clonakilty,  in  the  county  of 
Cork,  the  eviction  was  endeavoured  to 
be  carried  out  of  a  tenant  named  Tim 
Hurley.  The  rent  was  excessive,  but  the 
landlord  was  inexorable  to  have  the  full 
rent.    Hurley  made  a  resistance  to  the 
law ;  the  eviction  was  not  carried  out  on 
that  day;  and  a  great  deal  of  disturb- 
ance in  the    neighbourhood   resulted. 
Captain  Plunkett,  Besident  Magistrate, 
acting,  if  not  with  the  knowledge,   at 
least  with  the  authority,  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  went  to  the  dis- 
trict and  called  upon  the  parish  priest  to 
make  inquiries  concerning  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant.    On  two 
occasions  he  had  interviews  with  Father 
Lucy,  and  he  also  visited  Hurley's  farm 
and  pronounced  the  rent  to  be  a  rack 
rent.    Father  Lucy  was  present  when 
Captain  Plunkett  told  Inspector  Kerr, 
of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  to  ask 
Mr.  Bennet,  the  landlord,  to  meet  him. 
Mr.  Bennet  accordingly  met  him  at  the 
police  barrack,  when  Captain  Plunkett 
informed  the  landlord  that  the  rent  was 
excessive,  and  asked  him  to  give  an 
abatement.    Mr.  Bennet  declined,  how- 
ever,   to  do  so.    Thus  far,    this    was 
judicious  and  wise  pressure.    The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  denied  that  any 
evidence  could  be  adduced  of  a  threat  to 
withdraw  police  protection  ;  but  Captain 
Plunkett  gave  Mr.  Bennet   a  week  to 
consider,  and  told  him  that  if  he  did  not 
make  anabatement  he  (Captain Plunkett) 
would  withdraw  the  police  protection. 
Mr.  Bennet  then  threatened  the  High 
SherifE  with  an  action   for    loss*  and 
damage,  and  the  eviction  was  eventually 
carricHd  out.    They  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  such  pressure  on  the  land- 
lords as  would  prevent  them  from  evict- 
ing^ from  their  homes  people  who  were 
unable  to  pay  exorbitant  rents.    The 
Government   then,    in    an   underhand 


manner,  did  what  they  had  refused  to  do 
I  openly.  As  to  the  alleged  immorality  of 
j  tlie  Plan  of  Campaign,  the  answer  of 
himself  (Mr.  Flynn)  and  his  Friends 
was,  that  it  was  a  legitimate  combi- 
nation against  unfair  demands,  and  had 
received  the  sanction  of  those  whom  they 
looked  upon  as  more  authoritative  ex- 
ponents of  the  moral  law  than  those 
who  denounced  their  proceedings. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  should  be  glad  to  learn 
what  explanation  the  Government  had 
to  give  with  reference  to  the  passage  in 
referring  to  brigandage  in  Burmah.  It 
was  said,  our 

"  Operations  had  been  conducted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  extirpating  the  brigandage  which  has 
grown  up  during  recent  years  of  misgovem- 
ment." 

He  should  like  to  know  how  much  of 
that  brigandage  had  grown  up  during 
the  last  year  and  a-half.  He  remem- 
bered the  time  when  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  a  speech  delivered 
last  year,  encouraged  Parliament  to  ex- 
pect a  speedy  close  to  the  disturbances 
in  that  country,  that  the  population  were 
glad  to  welcome  us,  and  that  a  great  re- 
vival of  English  trade  would  result  from 
the  policy  the  noble  Lord  had  pursued. 
No  doubt  trade  had  begun  to  revive; 
but  he  failed  to  trace  any  of  that  revival 
to  tho60  operations  in  Burmah.  Indeed, 
he  could  not  see  what  they  had  done, 
except  cost  this  country  a  considerable 
amount  of  English  blood  and  treasure. 
If  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  so  bent  on  economy,  as  he  believed 
the  noble  Lord  now  was,  he  trusted  that 
if,  in  the  future,  he  should  hold  such  a 
responsible  OflBce  as  that  of  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  he  would  avoid  plunging 
the  country  into  a  policy  which  entailed 
that  there  should  be  an  open  end  to  our 

Eurse.  On  the  question  of  retrenchment, 
e  was  glad  that  any  Member  of  the 
Tory  Party  should  have  taken  so  strong 
a  step  in  the  direction,  not  only  of 
economy,  but  of  a  peaceful  policy.  With 
regard  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  he  re- 
marked that  he  did  not  desire  to  treat 
the  question  in  any  narrow  sense.  He 
wished  to  look  at  it  as  it  was  likely  to 
influence  public  events ;  they  must  look 
at  the  question  in  its  broad  issues.  There 
was  no  doubt  in  his  mind,  viewing  the 
question  as  he  had  indicated,  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  to  be  regarded  as 
a  combination  on  the  part  of  the  tenants 
to  keep  down  or  reduce  their  rents.  It  bore 
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a  great  resemblance,  in  many  respects, 
to  the  organization  of  the  English  Trade 
Unions — be  did  not  say  a  complete  re- 
semblance ;  and  this  was  the  more  sug- 
gested to  him  by  the  fact  that  the  Tory 
Government  were  meeting  it  by  an  ap- 
peal to  the  same  law  with  which,  when  it 
was  applicable,  they  met  the  Trade  Union 
combination.  But  he  was  aware  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  objected  to, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  rightly  objected 
to,  as  involving  some  attack  on  pro- 
perty. No  one  felt  it  more  desirable 
than  he  did,  in  the  beginning  of  a 
democratic  time,  to  see  that  the  rights 
of  property  were  duly  protected ;  but, 
when  they  spoke  of  property,  and  espe- 
cially that  in  Irish  land,  they  were  na- 
turally led  to  ask  the  question.  Whose 
property?  An  hon.  Member  opposite 
said  that  the  Land  Acts  of  1870  and 
1881  had  initiated  for  the  tenants  in 
Ireland  a  property  in  land.  He  differed 
wholly  from  that  interpretation  of  the 
Land  Acts  of  1870  and  1881.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  the  first  endeavour, 
after  many  years,  to  re-instate  the  Irish 
tenants  in  something:  of  a  legal  claim  to 
rights  of  which  the  Imperial  Parliament 
since  the  Union  had,  to  a  large  extent, 
by  direct  legislation  deprived  them .  The 
Devon  Commission  had  been  referred 
to.  There  were  recommendations  made 
by  that  Commission  giving  the  tenant 
some  legal  right  to  his  own  property  in 
the  improvements  that  he  had  made; 
but  the  recommendations  were  not 
listened  to,  and  the  only  result  of  that 
Commission,  so  far  as  legislation  was 
concerned,  was  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Act  of  1849,  which  enabled  the  owners 
of  encumbered  estates  to  deal  in  a  better 
manner  with  them.  Under  that  Act 
there  occurred  a  wholesale  confiscation 
of  the  property  of  the  tenant.  It  en- 
abled and  encouraged  landlords  to  sell, 
along  with  their  own  property,  tenants' 
property  to  an  enormous  amount  to  a 
new  and  imtrammelled  set  of  proprietors, 
who  might  justly  maintain  that  they 
had  paid  for  such  property,  although  it 
was  sold  by  those  who  had  no  right  to 
sell.  Within  the  first  eight  years  after 
the  passing  of  that  Act,  there  was  no 
less  than  £20,000,000  sterling  worth  of 
estate  property  in  Ireland  which  changed 
hands.  To  take  one  typical  fact  in  con- 
nection with  an  estate  sold  imder  that 
Act  in  1866;  the  auctioneers'  advertise- 
ment contained  the  phrase— **  The  ton- 
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ants  are  respectable  and  most  comfort- 
able ;  the  rents  are  extremely  moderate, 
and  may  be  readily  increased."  That 
meant  increased  on  the  tenants  own  im- 
provements. He  found  that  on  a  farm, 
the  valuation  of  which  was  £19  per 
annum,  the  rental  was  raised  under 
the  new  purchaser  to  £48.  On  that 
same  farm,  under  the  Act  of  1881, 
the  judicial  rent  had  been  fixed  at 
£28.  That  that  rent  had  been  im- 
properly doubled  was,  therefore,  ad- 
mitted by  the  Act  of  1881.  No  doubt, 
the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881  gave  a  cer- 
tain security  to  the  tenants;  but  the 
landlords,  it  was  well  known,  had  got 
behind  even  those  Acts  by  '*  decreeing" 
the  tenants,  and  also  by  means  of 
actions  for  ejectments,  the  result  being 
that  the  tenants  in  many  cases  were  not 
able  to  obtain  the  value  of  their  improve- 
ments, and  their  property  was  confis- 
cated. It  was  facts  like  these  which 
showed  how  incompetent  was  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament  to  legislate  for  a  conntry 
which  it  did  not  understand.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  spoken  of 
tenants  living  in  houses  that  did  not 
belong  to  them,  and  when  that  phrase 
was  objected  to,  he  said  that  by  law 
the  dwellings  were  the  property  of  the 
owner  of  the  estate.  That  was  exactly 
what  was  complained  of.  Our  laws  had 
been  passed  in  ignorance  of  what  were 
Irish  custom  and  Irish  law.  To  quote 
the  words  of  Baron  Pennefather — 

''The  entire  landlord  and  tenant  code  of 
Ireland  goes  to  g^ve  increased  facilities  to  tho 
landlord.  It  never  entered  the  head  of  the 
Legislature  to  make  provision  for  the  tenant, 
and  all  these  enactments,  at  least  32  in  nnmbcry 
are  invasions  of  the  common  law." 

By  the  32  Acts  referred  to,  and  br 
such  laws  as  those  of  1816  and 
1818,  which  there  could  be  no  doubt 
wore  for  the  facilitating  of  eject- 
ments, and  that  of  1849,  this  House 
had  swept  away  the  old  Irish  land  law, 
which  had  many  points  in  it  far  more 
favourable  to  the  tenant,  like  all  other 
Celtic  law,  than  either  the  Saxon  or 
Norman  laws  under  which  we  lived, 
and  had  substituted  for  it  fragments  of 
Saxoilk  and  Norman  Law  wholly  nnsinted 
to  the  circumstances  of  Ireland.  They 
talked,  forsooth,  about  capital  being- 
withdrawn  from  the  country  I  Why, 
capital  had  left  the  agricultural  parts  of 
Ireland  because  the  landlords,  unlike 
English  landlords,  had  never  pat  their 
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capital  into  Irish  land,  but  had  drawn 
it  and  spent  it  out  of  Ireland,  and  they 
did  so  to  this  day.     He  supposed  there 
was  at  least  £1,000,000  sterling  sent  out 
of  Ireland  every  year  to  absentee  land- 
lords.    [  Crieg  of  ♦*  More."]     Eight  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  denounced 
as  brigands  and  miscreants  those  who 
sent  over  money  from  America  to  fur- 
ther the  cause  of  the  National  League, 
but  they  did  not  object  when  the  money 
was  sent  by  those  same  persons  to  help 
to  pay  rack-rents.     It  was  well  known 
that  agricultural  labourers  came  over 
from  Ireland  to  earn  money  here  in 
order  thereby  to  pay  their  rent.     It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that,  to  a  very 
large  extent,  rent  in  Ireland  differed 
from  rent  in  this  country;  there  it  was 
in  the  nature  of  a  poll-tax,  and,  as  in  the 
case  of  Olenbeigh,  it  was  levied  by  what, 
in  the  biblical  sense  of  the  word,  might 
be  called  publicans,  who  did  not  even 
pay  a  tithe  of  it  to  the  National  Treasury, 
but  who  cost  a  large  sum  of  money  to  it 
in  raising  that  poll-tax.     With  respect 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  however  much 
they  might  endeavour  to  argue  about 
it,  or  apologize  for  it,  or  even  condemn 
it,  there  was  one  thing  in  connection 
with    it   which    must    be    considered. 
When  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  first 
Btruck  at  by  the  authorities  in  Ireland, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
speaking  of  the  prosecution  against  him, 
bad  said — *'  I  shall  in  a  very  short  time 
Btand  in  a  criminal  dock,  where  almost 
every  Irishman  who  has  befriended  Ire- 
land has  stood  before  me."    When  any 
man  of  high  principle  like  that  Gentle- 
man— who  was  regarded  by  the  whole 
nation  as  a  patriot,  and  as  fighting  the 
(sause  of  the  poor  against  government 
by  another  people— brought  against  the 
Oovemment  an  indictment  so  heavy  as 
tbat,  and  could  point  to  such  a  miserable 
state  of  circumstances,  that  was  enough 
of  itself  to  make  that  Government  rotten 
and  cause  it  to  fall.    With  regard  to  the 
resignation  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill),  perhaps  too  much  sig- 
nificance had  been  given  to  it,  but,  in 
conjunction  with  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  it  was  of  some  significance  in 
relation  to  what  he  might  call  the  cause 
of   the  Liberal  Unionists.    When  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hossendale 
(The    Marquess    of    Hartington)    had 
spoken  at  a  certain  great  meeting  in 


London,  he  had  said  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  would  be  able  to  obtain  great 
Liberal  reforms.  The  principal  person 
belonging  to  the  Tory  Party  who  had 
promised  those  reforms  had  been  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  From 
the  first  it  had  seemed  doubtful  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  carry 
with  him  the  rank  and  file  of  the  Con- 
servative Party,  and  now  it  seemed  as 
if  the  rank  and  file  of  that  Party,  now 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  out,  had  not 
got  beyond  what  Lord  Salisbury  had  in- 
dicated as  their  programme — that  was 
to  say,  the  carrying  out  of  whatever 
they  did  on  thoroughly  Conservative 
principles.  A  great  change  had  aleo 
taken  place  in  the  tone  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale.  There  was 
no  jubilant  tone  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  Newcastle  about  Liberal 
reforms,  and  he  was  content  with  keep- 
ing the  pass  as  at  a  new  Thermopylae. 
At  the  last  Election,  he  and  his  friends 
had  contended  that  there  was  only  one 
alternative  io  Home  Kule  —  namely, 
coercion  ;  and,  even  more,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  send  the  Irish  Members 
out  of  the  House,  because  the  objection 
to  Home  Eule  practically  was  that  the 
Irish  were  not  able  to  govern  them- 
selves ;  and,  if  so,  why  were  they  able 
to  govern  this  country  ?  They  had  been 
told  that  a  middle  course  was  possible — 
namely,  that  of  governing  Ireland  by 
the  ordinary  law.  But  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
amounted  to  a  statement  that  the  law 
by  which  they  stood  was  unfit  for  the 
purpose  they  undertook  to  carry  out. 
Last  Session  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  had  told  them 
that  whatever  they  did  in  the  way  of 
local  government  for  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales,  they  would  do  with 
similarity  and  simultaneity  for  Ireland. 
But  the  whole  legal  system  in  Scot- 
land was  different  from  that  of  Eng- 
land ;  the  Education  Act  was  different, 
and  passed  at  a  different  time;  and 
even  its  Begistration  Law  was  different. 
If  they  turned  to  the  Colonies  they 
would  see  that  the  Bepresentatiyo  In- 
stitutions which  we  had  set  going  were 
in  no  three  cases  exactly  on  the  same 
lines.  On  the  contrary,  the  principle 
on  which  this  country  had  acted  had 
been  not  any  doctrinaire  or  new-fangled 
principle  of  similarity  and  simulta- 
neity, but  that  they  should  give  self- 
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government  \rhere,  whoD,  and  how  it 
Tras  needed.  Now  they  were  told  that 
local  government  would  be  given  to  Ire- 
land when  circumstances  rendered  it 
possible.  He  would  like  some  respon- 
sible  Member  of  the  Oovernment  to  ex- 
plain what  that  meant.  They  heard 
irresponsible  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party  telling  the  gloss  which  they  put 
upon  it,  and  their  gloss  amounted  to 
this — that  if  Ireland  would  keep  quiet 
she  should  have  some  measure  of  local 
government.  Was  there  ever  a  more 
hand  to  mouth  policy  ?  If  Ireland  were 
unfit  for  self-government  it  was  because 
of  the  ill  and  evil  growth  of  centuries — 
it  was  because  of  the  misfortunes  and 
misgovernment  she  had  suffered  under, 
and  these  were  circumstances  which,  if 
true,  could  not  be  remedied  by  a  passing 
quietness.  The  root  of  the  Irish  agrarian 
difficulty  was  to  be  found,  not  in  the 
agrarian  question,  but  in  the  question 
of  the  government  of  the  country.  It 
had  been  well  said  that  the  Irish  peo- 
ple were  like  patients  who  were  being 
administered  to  by  a  physician  at  a 
distance,  who  was  a  stranger  alike  to 
their  constitution  and  the  nature  of 
their  disease.  We  in  this  country  were 
trying  in  vain  to  make  ourselves  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances  of  a 
nation  different  from  ourselves,  whose 
newspapers  we  rarely  read,  and  whose 
circumstances  were  only  occasionally 
brought  before  us  by  the  tedious  and 
continuous  knocking  at  our  door  by  per- 
sons to  whom  we  refused  to  listen.  He 
wanted  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
and  the  noble  Lora  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  to  understand  that  the  belief  of 
the  Badioal  Party  was  that  the  funda- 
mental difficulty  of  Ireland  was  her 
government.  Let  those  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  know  clearly  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  Badical  Party  was,  that 
there  should  be  a  Parliament  for  Ireland 
and  an  Executive  proceeding  from  that 
Parliament.  No  amount  of  consulting 
around  a  Bound  Table  would  ever 
change  that  view  of  the  Badical  Party, 
to  which  they  were  determined  to 
adhere.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  a  little  reform  here 
and  a  little  tinkering  there.  He  was 
afraid  that  there  were  a  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  who  had  voted  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Mid  Lothian  on  his  Bill,  who  were 
only  sitting  upon  the  rail,  and  who 
would  be  glad  to  salve  their  consciences 
by  granting  the  Irish  people  a  little 
reform.  It  was,  therefore,  most  im- 
portant that  their  leaders  should  fully 
understand  that  the  Badioal  Party 
intended  to  obtain  a  Parliament  and  an 
Executive  for  Ireland.  He  had  heard 
it  said  that  it  was  time  that  they  made 
haste  to  solve  the  Irish  Question  while 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  still  alive.  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  yet  live  to 
see  the  Irish  Question  solved  upon  his 
own  lines ;  but,  whether  that  was  so  or 
not,  the  cause  of  the  self-government 
of  Ireland,  which  was  the  embodiment 
of  great  Liberal  principles  to  which 
they  had  adhered  as  a  Party,  would  not 
die  with  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaii,  but 
would  endure  as  lonff  as  those  prin* 
ciples  of  justice  on  which  their  Party 
reposed. 

Mr.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Glouoetter, 
Cirencester)  said,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted  in 
a  debate  which  had  brought  so  general 
and  practical  an  agreement  amongst  all 
Parties  and  sections  of  the  House  with 
reference  to  two  out  of  the  three  ques- 
tions which  had  been  the  subject  of 
debate  on  this  occasion — namely,  the 
questions  of  National  Expenditure  and 
Foreign  Policy.  With  regard  to  the  first 
he  was  glad  to  find  that  tlie  old 
bugbear  of  efficiency  had  been  sat  upon* 
and  that  there  was  a  general  desire  to 
cut  down  the  National  Expenditure  aad 
relieve  the  taxpayers.  As  regarded 
our  Foreign  Policy,  the  Jingo  fever  ap- 
peared to  be  at  the  verv  lowest  ebb,  and 
the  principle  of  non-intervention  had 
received  general  support  from  both 
sides  of  the  House.  He  thought  that 
the  views  which  had  been  exprssasd 
with  regard  to  our  Foreign  Fblioj 
would  have  a  good  effect,  not  onlyapoa 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  upon  foretga 
States,  who  would  learn  that  wa 
were  not  prepared  to  spend  £nglaiid*a 
blood  and  treasure  for  the  porpoaa  o< 
snatching  the  chestnuts  out  of  the  fire 
for  the  benefit  of  Germany  and  Anstiia. 
Upon  the  Irish  Question  Uiere  was*  «a* 
happily,  great  difference  of  opinion.  Ha 
wished  to  say  a  word  or  two,  from  tha 
point  of  view  of  a  Liberal  Unionist. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  had  voted 
against  the  measure  of  the  right 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  had  never  regretted  that  vote,  and, 
if  a  similar  Bill  were  to  be  re-introduced, 
he  should  vote  against  it  again.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  coercion.  He  could  not 
shut  his  eyes  to  facts,  and  to  the 
general  course  of  events  and  the  general 
sentiment  in  the  country  ;  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  return  to  coercion  would 
ever  be  permitted  by  the  electors  of 
Great  Britain  until  a  fair  and  honest 
attempt  had  been  made  to  allow  Irish- 
men to  manage  their  own  local  affairs 
under  safe  and  proper  conditions.  The 
problem  to  be  solved  by  every  Liberal 
was,  he  thought,  to  be  solved  on  the 
lines  of  conciliation  and  self-government. 
The  old  line  of  coercion  would  not  do. 
On  one  point  he  wished  to  enter  his 
protest.  In  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Prime 
]k£inister  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  at 
Leeds,  he  spoke  of  the  new  gospel  in- 
augurated by  certain  parties  in  Ireland, 
saying  that,  for  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  civilized  world,  a  Party  had 
arismi  that  did  not  scruple  to  preach  the 
doctrine  of  public  plunder.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway — he  wished  to 
do  them  justice — had  not  given  up  one 
plank  in  their  platform ;  they  had  con- 
sistently preached  the  same  gospel  from 
city  todty,  and  from  hill-side  to  hill-side. 
Their  converts  had  been  many.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
naturally  accepted  the  new  gospel 
readily  and  greedily.  It  was  in  con- 
sonance with  his  ideas  upon   religion 

generally— [^i^^  of  **  Oh,  oh !  "]— that 
was  to  say,  upon  the  religion  of  polities. 
It  had  been  also  accepted,  with  some 
hesitancy,  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
who  found  in  it  salvation.  We  all  had 
heard  of  salvation  by  works  and  by 
faith ;  but  salvation  by  plunder  was  the 
newest  form  of  doctrine — he  was  using 
not  his  own  words,  but  those  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  thousands  of  people  in  this 
country  leamt  with  feelings  of  intense 
regret,  that  this  doctrine  had  been  ex- 
cused by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  whose  high  standard  of 
religion,  virtue,  and  morality  had  ever 
been  conspicuous.  He  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham)  could  not  apologize  for,  or  ex- 
cuse, the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He  thought 
it  illegal  and  immoral.    But  it  was  only 


one  exemplification  of   the   new   doc- 
trines which   had    found  favour   with 
the  loft  wing   of  the  Liberal   Party. 
It  was  not  new;  the  doctrine  was  preached 
by  Mr.  Henry  George,  and  it  taught  that 
killing  was  no  murder  as  applied  to 
landlords,  and  that  robbery  was  no  rob- 
bery as  applied  to  land.    They  had  been 
told  that  no  rent  was  an  economic  rent 
which  was  not  actually  obtained  from 
the  holding.     To  admit  such  a  principle 
would  be  dangerous  to  those  who  like 
himself  were  interested  in  the  question 
of  allotments,  and  who  wished  to  see 
thousands  of  agricultural  labourers  in 
England  holding  a  one-acre  allotment 
each.    In  a  very  few  years  the  same 
gospel  would  be  preached  to  them.    If 
the  doctrine  were  accepted,  where  was 
its  application  to  stop  ?    It  was  sapping 
the  foundations  of  property,  and  destroy- 
ing its  legitimate  rights.    As  a  Eadical 
he  protested  against  it.    It  was  a  new 
gospel,  and  not  the  old  Eadicalism.   No 
justification  could  be  found  for  it  in  the 
speeches  or  writings  of  John  Stuart  Mill 
and  Mr.  Fawcett.    The  line  of  its  appli- 
cation could  not  be  drawn  at  any  parti- 
cular kind  of  ownership.    The  doctrine, 
if  it  should  creep  into  recogpiition,  would 
be  applied  to  every  kind  of  property; 
This  new  gospel  showed  itself  in  other 
ways.   The  other  day  at  a  Liberal  meet- 
ing at  St.  James's  Hall  the  National 
Anthem  was  hissed.    As  a  Eadical  he 
protested  against  this  as  a  new  depar- 
ture, and  he  protested  against  the  conduct 
of  others,  who,  holding  similar  views, 
had  lately  taken  to  going  to  church  to 
hiss  the  Eighth  Commandment.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  had  heard  no  word 
during  the  debate  which  had  been  any 
sufficient  apology  to  him  for  the  evic- 
tions at  Glenbeigh.    It  was  quite  fair  to 
talk  about  the  right  of  the  landlord  to 
evict  tenants  who  did  not  pay,  but  he 
thought  the  evictions  were  carried  out 
with  a  cruelty  and  heartlessness  which 
deserved  the  reprobation  of  every  honest 
man.      Granting  that  the  tenants  had 
not  paid  rent  for  four  or  five  years,  it 
would  not  have  caused  any  great  hard- 
ship to  the  landlord  to  wait  for  the  sum- 
mer  months  before  turning  them  out  on 
the  naked  hill-side.     It  was  our  duty, 
now  that  there  was  a  lull  in  the  Home 
Eule  controversies,  to  see  if  we  could 
not  come  to  some  sort  of  agreement 
about  these  congested  districts.    There 
were  60,000  of  these  small    holdings 
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in  Ireland  which  yielded  no  econo- 
mio  rent,  and  these  people  were  so  de- 
votedly attached  to  their  holdings  that 
they  contemplated  emigration  with  dis- 
may. One  priest  told  him  that,  of 
80  families  who  had  emigrated  to 
Canada,  30  had  drihbled  back  by  de- 
grees to  exist  on  the  hill- side  because 
they  liked  the  life.  With  circumstances 
such  as  those  a  question  was  presented 
which  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  ought  to  take  up.  Neither 
Home  Eule  nor  the  Tenant  Belief  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  would  solve  the  difficulty  which 
they  presented.  Nor  could,  nor  ought 
it  to  be  solved  by  the  crowbar  brigade 
and  the  flaming  torch.  He  regretted  that 
some  hon.  Members  should  say  that  the 
Land  Question  could  not  be  settled  until 
after  the  settlement  of  the  government 
of  Ireland  question.  To  think  thus  was, 
lie  believed,  an  error.  He  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain), who  must  possess  a  secret  which 
Maskelyne  and  Cooke  might  envy,  was 
going  to  pay  landlords  the  fair  com- 
pensation which  they  ought  to  have 
under  his  scheme,  if  they  were  not  to 
be  paid  in  English  Consols  or  gold, 
unless  he  imposed  a  heavier  burden  on 
the  purchasing  tenants.  The  question 
awaiting  solution  ought  not  to  be  ap- 
proached from  the  point  of  view  of  Party; 
but  he  feared,  nevertheless,  that  Ireland 
would  continue  to  be  made  the  shuttle- 
cock of  Parties,  and  that  hon.  Members 
would  still  be  more  concerned  in  fighting 
for  the  **out8"  and  **ins"  than  in 
striving  to  benefit  the  unfortunate  Irish 
tenants.  If  they  could  but  settle  the 
Land  Question,  they  would  come  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  of  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  with  less  prejudice 
in  their  minds,  for  they  would  approach 
it  uninfluenced  by  the  remembrance  of 
outrages,  difl'erences  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  inflammatory  speeches. 
We  had  heard  of  a  policy  of  the  reso- 
lute government  of  Ireland  for  20  years. 
We  nad  heard  suggestions  of  the  turn- 
ing of  Irish  Members  out  of  the  House, 
of  the  suppression  of  representative  go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  and  of  government 
by  a  benevolent  despotism.  Nobody 
doubted  that  we  were  strong  enough  to 
govern  Ireland  in  that  way ;  but  the 
difficulty  was  that  our  Qovernment  was 
based  on  the  democratic  vote,  and  the 
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democracy  would  not  agree  to  such  a 
policy.  The  democracy  might  come  to 
agree  to  it  some  day ;  but  it  would  not  be 
until  we  had  tried  generously  to  let  Ire- 
land, under  proper  conditions,  manage 
her  own  purely  domestic  affairs.  So  ho 
dismissed  that  policy;  as  he  did  also 
that  of  the  ola  Fenian  Brotherhood, 
which  was  that  of  making  Ireland  a 
separate  nation  or  a  [Republic.  The 
Irish  now  said  they  did  not  want  that ; 
and  if  they  were  to  demand  it  we  should 
give  the  answer  the  North  American 
States  gave  to  the  South — **You  are 
too  near  us ;  our  necessities  and  our 
safety  will  not  allow  it."  Dismissing 
these  two  alternatives,  there  were  be- 
tween them  two  middle  courses,  both  of 
which  were  experiments.  The  first  was 
to  give  to  Ireland  a  Parliament  and  an 
Executive  practically  independent  of  this 
Parliament.  This  was  what  the  Unionists 
said  the  scheme  of  the  late  Government 
was.  He  had  not  forgotten  that  on  the 
night  of  the  Division  on  the  Homo  Rule 
Bill  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that 
the  Irish  Party  were  willing  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  should  be  strictly  sub- 
ordinate to  the  British  Parliament.  All 
that  the  Unionists  said  was  that  that 
was  not  in  the  Government  Bill.  They 
said — **You  may  try  any  experiment 
you  like  as  regards  Irish  self-govern- 
ment, if  you  will  only  uphold  this 
Parliament,  representative  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  as  the  supreme 
authority."  Leave  the  supreme  autho- 
rity in  the  British  Parliament,  and  he 
did  not  care  how  soon  we  gave  a  subor- 
dinate Parliament  and  Executive  to  Ire- 
land. That  was  the  other  course  ;  and 
such  an  alternative  he  believed  would 
be  accepted  by  moderate  men.  Conserva- 
tives as  well  as  Liberals.  We  could  not 
go  on  governing  Ireland  with  a  miser- 
able policy  of  half  coercion.  It  had 
been  tried,  and  had  failed.  The  pre- 
sent Government  could  not  do  more  than 
the  Liberal  Government  had  done  and 
Lord  Spencer  had  done.  If  the  Irish 
Members  were  put  in  gaol  they  would 
have  85  successors  to-morrow.  There- 
fore, he  beseeched  the  Government  not 
to  embark  on  any  policy  based  on  the 
old  lines  of  coercion.  Was  it  impossible 
for  them  to  come  to  some  sort  of  agree- 
ment as  to  another  experiment  ?  He 
knew  that  some  Liberals  did  not  like 
the  idea ;  but  the  election  addresses  of 
the  Gladstonian  Liberals  showed  that 
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nine  out  of  10  of  them  has  said  that 
what  they   were   most  anxious  about 
was  to  maintain  un weakened  the  su- 
preme authority  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment.    Yes !    But  what  a  pity  they  did 
not  say  it  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons.    He  did  not  believe  that  the 
issue  had  ever  been  plainly  put  as  it 
was    the    other    day  before  a  Dublin 
audience    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
Northampton    (Mr.  Labouohere),   who 
spoke    to    a  resolution  that    nothing 
would  satisfy  Ireland  but  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, free  from  any  control  by  the 
Westminster  Parliament.    But  that  was 
not  the  view  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Liberal  Party  of  England  and  Scotland. 
He  emphasized  this  because  he    was 
anxious  for  peace,  and  he  desired  to  get 
the  question  settled,  and  to  see  Irishmen 
hard  at  work  on  their  own  local  affairs. 
What  was  the  objection  to  preserving 
the  control  of  the  British  Parliament  ? 
If  the  Irish  Parliament  attended  to  its 
own  local  concerns,  and  did  justice  to 
the  minority,  which  Irish  Members  said 
they  were  anxious  to  do — and  he  be- 
lieved them — why  should   the  British 
Parliament    want  to    re-discuss    Irish 
questions  in  detail  because  it  had  final 
authority?  He  had  faith  in  the  practical 
oommon-sense  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  in  that  of  his  own  countrymen,  and 
he  did  not  believe  there  would  be  any 
such  tendency  or  practice.     If  the  ob- 
jection were  founded  on  the  belief  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  would  pass  laws 
which  the  British  Parliament  would  not 
approve,  then  there  could  be  no  stronger 
arf^nment  against  the  creation  of  any 
Irish   Parliament.    If  Ireland  had  an 
£xecutive    without  any   force   behind 
it,    how  could  the   Imperial  forces  be 
employed  to  enforce  laws  in  the  making 
of  which  the  Imperial  Parliament  had 
BO  concern  or  voice?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Prime  Minister,  in 
his    article   in   Th$  Nineteenth  Century^ 
argued  straightforwardly  that  the  veto 
of  the  Crown  was  sufficient;  but  that 
was  not  the  veto  of  the  British  Par- 
liament,  which    was  not    sitting  half 
the   year,  and   would  hesitate  to  im- 
peach a  Ministry  for  having  advised 
the  Sovereign  to  assent  to    an    Irish 
BilL     No  sham,  no  subterfuge  would 
do;    but  the  question  could  be  settled 
if  the  Irish  people  merely  wanted  the 
management  of  their  own  local  affairs, 
and  if  they  would  acknowledge  in  the 


words  of  an  Act  the  supreme  authority 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament;  and  if 
Irish  Members  would  continue  to  sit 
in  this  House  of  Commons  on  the 
same  footing  as  English  and  Scotch 
Members.  If  the  supreme  control  of 
this  Parliament  were  maintained,  he 
did  not  think  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  about  Ulster,  because  its 
people  would  know  that  they  had 
the  protection  of  this  Parliament, 
which  every  citizen  was  entitled 
to.  Such  a  settlement  was  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  England  and 
Scotland,  whose  business  had  been  too 
long  neglected.  To  protest  against 
reconciliation,  and  to  talk  of  buying 
the  Pound  Table  as  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth), 
than  whom  no  one  on  this  question 
had  been  more  lucid  and  bitter — that 
was  not  the  way  to  approach  this  ques- 
tion. It  was  not  difficult  to  understand 
the  feelings  of  Gentlemen  who  wished 
to  shoot  off  their  officers  so  as  to  give  a 
better  chance  of  promotion  to  corporals 
and  sergeants  ;  but  he  was  afraid  there 
was  a  little  of  that  feeling  at  the  bottom 
of  some  of  their  speeches.  He  appealed 
to  Statesn^en  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
whether  Irish  questions  had  not  been 
too  long  the  battle-ground  of  Party,  and 
whether  they  could  not  agree  that  what 
was  inevitable  should  be  done  by  the 
collective  wisdom  of  that  House.  We 
could  not  go  on  in  this  country  as 
we  had  done  for  the  last  few  years. 
Was  it  not  possible  to  appeal  to  the 
patriotism  of  Statesmen  on  all  sides  of 
the  House  to  try  to  find  a  solution  of 
this  question  in  the  giving  of  some 
measure  of  safe  local  self-government 
to  Ireland?  He  had  not  lost  faith  in 
the  Liberal  Party  nor  in  its  greatest 
Leader;  if  he  would  only  listen  to 
moderate  counsels,  and  turn  his  back  on 
the  advice  of  bis  corporals  and  sergeants, 
he  might  close  his  illustrious  political 
life  by  settling  this  the  greatest  question 
of  our  time,  and  by  reuniting  the  great 
Liberal  Party,  which  must  be  the  great 
instrument  of  progress  in  the  future  of 
this  country. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
In  the  course  of  this  debate  a  consider- 
able number  of  speeches  have  been  de- 
livered in  support  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  I  have  listened  to  them 
with  great  interest;  but  none  of  them 
excelled  in  interest  the  speech  which  we 
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have  just  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Cirencester  Division  of  Glouces- 
tershire (Mr.  Winterbotham).  The  hon. 
Member  is  in  favour  of  a  Legislature 
and  Executive  for  Ireland  on  an  elective 
basis ;  and  the  only  complaint  he  seems 
to  make  of  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) is  that  he  does  not  g^ve  the  con- 
trol of  the  military  to  the  Executive. 
Another  important  point  in  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  was  that  he  emphati- 
cally asserted  the  rights  of  property, 
and  also  the  right  of  the  landlord  to  ex- 
tort the  last  farthing  of  rent ;  but,  rather 
incautiously,  when  he  came  to  speak  of 
the  evictions  at  Glenbeigh,  which  was 
an  application  of  his  general  principle, 
he  protested  against  them  as  barbarous 
and  disgraceful.  In  five-sixths  of  the 
speeches  delivered  there  has  been  an 
emphatic  assertion  of  the  necessity  for 
maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ireland ; 
and,  although  some  of  them  have  been 
lively,  and  some  of  them  even  gay,  most 
of  the  Government's  supporters  appear 
to  be  hurt  at  the  description  given  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddineton  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill),  when  be  spoke  of 
them  as  the  **  crutch  "  by  which  the  Tory 
Party  is  supported  in  Office.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Southport  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Curzon)  tried  rather  in- 
efifectually  to  take  the  edge  off  this  sharp 
description  of  the  Liberal  Unionists  by 
calling  them  a  ''  staff."  But  when  the 
hon.  Member  talked  of  a  staff,  did  he 
forget  what  has  been  written  of  the 
staff  of  broken  reed  whereon  if  a  man 
lean  it  shall  go  into  his  hand  and  pierce 
it  ?  If  ever  the  Tory  candidate  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  should  succeed 
in  getting  a  seat  in  this  House,  the 
Tones  will,  in  all  probability,  find  out 
how  the  pieces  of  a  broken  reed  can 
pierce  the  hands  of  those  who  are 
unfortunate  enough  to  lean  upon  it.  It 
is  remarkable,  to  say  the  least,  to  ob- 
serve the  kind  and  degree  of  union  which 
prevails  among  the  Gentlemen  who  call 
themselves  Liberal  Unionists.  It  is  not 
many  d^ys  ago  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) threw  over  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division 
of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington) ;  and  only  last  night  we  see 
hovp,  speaking  at  Newcastle,  the  noble 
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Marquess  has  in  turn  thrown  over  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  while  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  with 
his  usual  and  characteristic  boldness,  has 
thrown  them  all  over  together.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  only  momentary  and  arti- 
ficial bond  of  union  which  keeps  together 
these  Gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  beea 
referring  is  the  emphatic  assertion  of  the 
necessity  for  maintaining  law  and  order 
in  Ireland.    This  insistance  on  the  ne* 
cessity  of  maintaining  law  and  order 
means  practically  the  passing  of  a  series 
of  Coercion  Acts  for  Ireland;    and  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  Coercton 
Acts  in  regard   to  that  country  have 
been  due  to  a  straining  of  the  forbear- 
ance of  the  Irish  people  and  the  re- 
jection of  timely  and  moderate  demands 
for  reform.      We  are  sometimes  told 
that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  averj 
drastic  measure,  and,  in  consequence, 
it  has  been  denounced  over  and  over 
again  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.    I  should  like  to 
know  how  it  was  made  a  drastic  mea- 
sure.   The  drastic  character  of  the  Acf 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  for  many  long 
years  the  House  has  refused  to  listen 
to  the  moderate  demands  of  Irishmea 
like  Sir  Charles  Gavan  Dufiy  and  Mr. 
Sharman  Crawford.    Last  night  an  hoa. 
Member  opposite  alluded  to  ^e  faet  thai 
the  present  Irish  Members  are  not  con- 
tinuing the  policy  of  Sir  Charles  Gavaa 
Dufihr  for  uniting  the  North  and  Sootk 
of   Ireland.     But    what  came    of   his 
moderate  proposals  when  they  were  pre* 
seated  to  the  House  of  Commons  ?    One 
atter  another  were  contemptuonslj  re- 
jected, until  he  broke  his  heart,  gtkwm 
up  the  work  of  Parliament  in  disgust, 
and  emigrated  to  one  of  our  Coloniee. 
The  Land  Act  of  1881  was  passionati^ 
denounced  by  the  very  men  who  nov 
cling  tenaciously  to  its  letter.      Thej 
cling  to  its  letter,  utterly  oblivious  ^ 
the  fact  that  during  the  last  few 
we  have  been  passing  through  a 
economic  revolution,    which    has    well 
nigh  crushed  British  agriculture, 
which  has  almost  placed  many 
farmers  in  the  pitiable  condition  of  Ifae 
peasants  of  Glenbeigh.   The  noble  Ijord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  re* 
ferrod  the  other  day  to  the  generosity 
and  magnanimous  conduct  of  the  Iaa4- 
lord  at  Glenbeigh  in  foregoing  sevvrel 
years'    rent.       But    where    was    tbe 
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generosity  of  foregoing  four  or  five 
years'  rack-rent  when  economic  rent 
itself  was  impossible?  We  in  this 
oountry  are  beginning  to  understand 
the  sufferings  of  the  peasantry  in  Ire- 
land ;  the  crofters  of  Scotland  and 
the  small  peasants  of  Wales  are  begin- 
ning to  understand  why  it  is  that  the 
Iriah  tenants  are  clamorous.  We  some- 
times hear  now  that  a  Conspiracy  Bill 
has  been  drafted,  and  may,  before  long, 
be  introduced  into  this  House,  applica- 
ble not  only  to  Ireland,  but  to  England 
and  Wales.  Why  is  it  that  there  is  any 
likelihood  of  a  Conspiracy  Bill  ?  It  is 
for  this  reason :  That  this  House  refuses 
to  listen  to  the  grievances,  not  only  of 
those  who  suffer  in  Ireland,  but  also  of 
those  who  suffer  in  Scotland  and  in 
Wales.  We  find  that  there  are  not  only 
evicstions  in  Ireland,  bnt  in  Scotland  as 
welL  Scotch  crofters  have  not  only  been 
e?icted  from  their  houses,  but  sent  to 
prison.  Considerable  light  has  been 
thrown  upon  the  condition  of  the 
crofters  of  Scotland  by  the  Crofter 
Land  Commission.  That  Commission 
has  been  instrumental  in  bringing  about 
a  large  reduction  of  rents — in  one  estate 
of  52  per  cent,  and  in  another  of  37jt 
per  cent.  And  these  reductions  have 
been  made,  not  on  the  rent  of  10  or  20 
years  ago,  but  on  reduced  rents.  For 
instance,  one  crofter  formerly  paid  £16 
a  year  as  rent.  It  was  reduced  to  £10 
10  years  ago,  and  it  has  been  reduced, 
under  the  Commission,  to  £6.  This  is 
a  sample  of  the  reductions  which  have 
been  made  in  the  rents  of  the  crofter 
holdings.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  wonder, 
therefore,  that  the  official  conscience 
should  have  been  touched,  and  that  the 
crofters  who  had  been  sent  to  prison 
should  have  been  liberated.  We  find 
that  in  Wales  the  same  economic  reve- 
lation has  worked  havoc.  It  is  in- 
teresting to  find  that  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  we  are  promised  a  Bill 
for  altering  the  mode  of  levying 
tithes  in  England  and  Wales.  Some 
hon.  Members  —  and  especially  those 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House — 
attribute  the  disaffection  in  Wales  in 
regard  to  tithes  either  to  Nonconformist 
ministers  or  political  agitators,  but  in 
reality  it  is  due  to  the  first  pinch  of 
Buffering  and  hunger  in  Wales.  I  should 
like,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
to  call  attention  to  the  tithe  agitation 
in  Wales,  not  merely  because  it  is  an 


agitation  against  an  alien  Church,  but 
because  it  is  the  beginning  of  a  serious 
agrarian  question.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  in  Wales,  as  in  Ireland,  the  land- 
lords are  almost  all  English  speaking 
Tory  Churchmen ;  while  the  tillers  of  the 
soil  are  almost  without  exception  Welsh 
speaking  Liberal  Nonconformists.  This 
estrangement  in  language,  politics,  and 
religion  has  brought  about  rather  start- 
ling results,  and  has  worked  great  in- 
justice to  the  tenants  in  Wales  in  one 
respect — in  a  heavy  increase  of  rent 
in  prosperous  years,  and  a  very  slight 
decrease  of  rent  in  ruinous  years.  In 
Ireland,  from  the  jear  1840  to  1880 
the  rents  were  raised  23  per  cent ;  but 
in  Wales,  where  the  land  is  poorer,  the 
rents,  during  the  same  period,  were 
raised  34  per  cent.  And  what  about 
the  decrease  in  rents  now  that  Wales 
and  England  are  suffering  from  agri- 
cultural depression?  In  England  the 
landlords  have  made  vast  reductions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  has  reduced  his  rents  by 
40  per  cent,  and  other  landlords  have 
reduced  theirs  by  50  and  even  60  per 
cent.  I  find  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  who  are  supposed 
to  know  everything  about  agriculture 
and  agricultural  prices,  have  reduced 
the  rents  of  75  farms  from  £41,480  to 
£30,000  a  year.  I  heard  only  the  other 
day  that  one  Yorkshire  landlord  has  re- 
mitted the  whole  of  the  last  half  year's 
rent.  But  what  is  the  case  in  Wales  ?  One 
landlord  in  Cardiganshire  has  reduced 
his  rent  by  50  per  cent,  and  he  is  looked 
upon  as  a  perfect  marvel.  A  few  other 
landlords  have  reduced  their  rents  25 
per  cent,  but  the  vast  majority,  in  spite 
of  the  representations  of  the  farmers, 
have  only  made  reductions  amounting  to 
10  per  cent.  This  is  the  way  in  which 
the  Welsh  landlords  generally  treat  the 
farmers.  A  year  and  a-half  ago  one 
landlord  was  generous  enough  to  give 
his  tenants  5  per  cent  in  lime.  Before 
the  next  rent  day  he  was  asked  for  a 
further  reduction,  and  he  was  so  kind 
as  to  give  10  per  cent  to  those  who  had 
not  asked  for  a  reduction,  while  he  re* 
fused  more  than  5  per  cent  to  those  who 
had  been  bold  enough  to  apply  to  him 
for  relief.  In  short  the  farmers  and 
peasants  of  Wales  who  till  very  poor 
land  have  a  very  hard  lot.  The  Duke 
of  Eichmond's  Commission  reported  that 
these  men  live  a  very  much  harder  and 
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more  thrifty  life  than  the  English  agri- 
cultural labourers.  The  tillers  of  the 
soil  in  Wales  have  been  hard  hit  by  op- 
pressive rents  and  the  estrangement 
which  has  existed  between  tenant  and 
landlord,  and  they  have  been  hard  hit 
as  well  by  the  land  hunger,  which 
seems  to  be  one  of  the  characteristics  of 
all  Celtic  people.  Up  to  three  or  four 
years  ago  they  were  able  to  do  fairly 
well.  Of  course,  they  lived  a  very  hard 
life;  but  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years  their  small  black  cattle  by  which 
they  lived  have  fallen  in  price  from  50 
to  60  per  cent,  so  that  these  men  have  in 
reality  been  paying  rent  out  of  capital. 
In  Wales  the  justice  of  the  landlord  is 
not  tempered  with  mercy  as  it  is  in 
England,  and  those  men  who  do  not  pay 
their  rent  to  the  very  day  are  often 
evicted  from  the  soil  which  has  been 
tilled  by  themselves  and  their  fore- 
fathers. The  Chief  Secretary  said  the 
other  night  that  the  Irish  tenants  are 
protected  by  a  triple  wall  of  protec- 
tion. He  did  not  say  what  the  three 
walls  were;  but  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  must  confess  that  there  are 
three  walls.  One  is  the  Land  Court 
which  is  set  up  by  the  Land  Act  of  1 881 ; 
the  second  is  the  Land  League  with  its 
Plan  of  Campaign ;  and,  whatever  hon. 
Members  opposite  may  say  as  to  the  Na^ 
tional  League,  that  organization  draws  its 
strength  and  power  h>om  the  suffering 
of  the  people  and  from  the  unflinching 
determination  of  the  leaders  of  the 
people  that  this  suffering  shall  not  last. 
But  there  is  a  third  wall  quite  as  effective 
as  either  of  the  others,  and  that  is  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has, 
upon  his  own  confession,  spent  the  winter 
in  Ireland  as  a  preacher  of  mercy  to  the 
Irish  landlords.  I  venture  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  and  the  present  Cabinet,  if  they 
cannot  afford  to  send  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchv  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  John  Manners),  who  is  supposed 
to  represent  agriculture,  as  a  preacher  of 
mercy  to  the  landlords  of  Wales  ?  We 
are  asked  to  humbly  thank  Her  Majesty 
for  informing  us  that  a  Bill  for  altering 
the  mode  of  levying  tithes  in  England 
and  Wales  will  be  submittted  to  us,  but 
speaking  as  I  do  for  the  Nonconformist 
farmers  of  Wales  it  would  be  sheer 
hypocrisy  for  me  to  thank  Her  Majesty 
for  bringing  in  such  a  measure,  the  only 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  make  the 
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landlords  of  Wales  tithe  publicans.  To 
hand  the  tithes  over  to  the  landlords 
would  only  occasion  a  battle  against 
the  landlords,  and  hasten  a  bitter  land 
struggle  in  the  Principality  of  Wales.  I 
wish,  also,  to  call  attention  to  an  omisdon 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.     We  are  told  that  with 
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regard  to  Scotland  we  shall  be  asked  to 
consider  measures  for  the  reform  of  the 
Universities ;  but  there  is  not  a  single 
word  in  the  Speech  in  regard  to  the 
glaring    defects  in    the    education    of 
Wales.    In  the  year  1881  Earl  Spencer 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  question  of  education 
in  Wales,  and  the  noble  Earl  said  thea 
that  it  had  been  represented  to  Her 
Majesty's    Government   that   the  Terj 
best  of  existing  educational  institutiona 
in  Wales  of  a  class  above  elementary 
schools  were   not    only  insufficient  ia 
number    but    inconveniently    situated, 
and,  in  some  cases,  so  fettered  by  deno* 
minational  restrictions  as  to  be  quite 
inadequate  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
people.  This  has  been  fully  and  abund- 
antly confirmed  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  We  are  told,  on  the  authority 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella),  that  Wales  has  been 
making  remarkable    strides    since  the 
Education  Act  of  1870,  for,  whereas  in 
1870  only  674  schools  existed,  there  are 
now  1,422.     In  1870  only  77,000  pupils 
were  receiving  education,  but  now  the 
number  has  increased  to  188,000.    In 
1870  the  grant  earned  by  each  child  was 
9s.  1  Od ;  the  grant  at  the  present  mooMot 
is  lis,  2dy  which  is  higher  than  the  grant 
earned  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Since  1 870  the  Welsh  people^ 
chiefly  the  working  classes,  have  contri- 
buted nearly  £120,000,  in  order  to  endow 
three  University  Colleges,  and  the  Go* 
vemment  every  year  gives  a  graet  q£ 
£12,000  to  help  in  the  work,    llioe* 
three  Colleges  have  to  do  the  woik  of 
intermediate  schools,  and  edncetion  in 
the  whole  Principality  ia   thoroughly 
crippled.    Now,  no  reference  whatemr 
has  been  made  to  this  in  the  AAdxmm^ 
The  late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  on  tfato 
occasion  of  a  public  visit   to  Walee, 
admitted  the  urgency  of  the  qaettii 
and  Lord  Salisbury,  as  well  as 
Gentlemen  now  on  the  Treasury 
when  in  Opposition  promised  to 
attention  to  the  matter.    The  neglact  of 
intermediate  education  and  of 
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equality  in  Wales  will,  I  am  afraid,  in 
a  few  years  make  the  questioa  a  diffi- 
cult one  for  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
should  imagine  that  the  consequences  of 
neglecting  Ireland  would  have  been 
sufficient  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
because  the  neglect  of  the  affairs  of  that 
country  has  weakened  the  power  of 
England  at  home  and  abroad.  Foreign 
statesmen  read  your  difficulties  in  Ire- 
land between  the  lines  of  every  despatch 
sent  from  your  Foreign  or  Colonial 
Office;  and  they  laugh  at  your  fine 
phrases  about  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire, when  that  integrity  only  means  a 
blind  adhesion  of  legislative  juggle 
which,  87  years  ago,  robbed  Ireland 
of  its  Parliament  and  of  its  prosperity. 
Your  failure  to  settle  the  Irish  Question, 
arising  as  it  does  from  a  refusal  to  listen 
to  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people,  causes  terrible  neglect  of  most 
urgent  legislation  for  Wales,  Scotland, 
and  England.  This  persistent  neglect 
is  wearying  the  people,  and  is  bringing 
discredit  not  only  upon  successive  Minis- 
tries, but  upon  your  whole  legislative 
machinery  and,  not  least,  upon  this 
honourable  House. 

Mb.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester- le- 
Street) :  Although  I  am  afraid  that  the 
debate  is  becoming  somewhat  weari- 
some, I  feel  bound  to  say  a  few  words ; 
but  what  I  desire  to  say  will  only  occupy 
a  very  short  time,  and  I  do  not  think 
hon.  Members  will  find  fault  with  mo 
for  detaining  them.  I  was  much  struck 
with  the  speech  delivered  the  other  even- 
ing by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Kandolph 
Churchill)  in  explanation  of  his  resig- 
nation, and  also  with  his  subsequent 
speech  in  the  course  of  the  debate ;  but 
I  was  disappointed  at  the  character  of 
his  remarks,  and  at  not  obtaining  more 
information  from  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  stated  that  the  ground  which 
induced  him  to  resign  Office  was  the 
want  of  economy  on  the  part  of  the  pre- 
sent Qovernment ;  but  I  think  he  ought 
to  have  given  us  much  more  information 
than  he  did  on  that  subject.  It  is 
scarcely  to  be  credited  that  the  noble 
Xiord's  sole  or  main  reason  for  resigning 
was  the  reftisal  of  his  Colleagues  to  cut 
down  the  Estimates  by  £6,000,000  or 
£500,000.  I  am  sure  of  this— that  had 
that  been  the  teal  reason,  he  would  have 
accepted  the  challenge  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
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sury  to  point  out  any  blot  in  the  Esti- 
mates or  any  special  extravagance  that 
might  be  got  rid  of.  As  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  avail  himself  of  that  opportunity, 
I  feel  almost  certain  that  the  real  reason 
of  his  resignation  had  more  connection 
with  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment than  the  want  of  economy.  I  am 
glad,  however,  to  see— -at  aU  events, 
that  is  my  opinion — that  the  resigpiation 
of  the  noble  Ijord  has  had  some  practical 
effect  on  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  can  see  clearly  that  their  policy  is  not 
exactly  what  it  was  w;hen  the  noble  Lord 
resigned ;  and  I  am  certain  of  this — that 
although  the  noble  Lord  is  no  longer  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  his  influence  will 
continue  to  have  considerable  weight 
with  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  that 
he  will,  to  some  extent,  still  continue  to 
regulate  their  legislation  in  connection 
with  home  and  foreign  policy.  The 
noble  Lord  gave  us  a  quotation  from  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field,  in  which  that  noble  Lord  told  us 
that  expenditure  is  very  greatly  affected 
by  policy.  I  would  add  to  that  that 
there  is  a  considerable  amount  of  ex- 
penditure that  is  not  affected  by  policy. 
There  is  a  great  expenditure  of  a  per- 
manent nature,  and  I  hope  the  noble 
Lord  will  be  able  to  point  out  to  us  some 
way  in  which  that  permanent  expendi- 
ture can  be  decreased.  As  a  new  Mem- 
ber, I  have  been  greatly  struck  by  the 
easy  way  in  which  millions  of  money 
seem  to  be  voted  by  this  House,  almost 
without  question,  and  absolutely  without 
information  being  given  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers. As  a  private  Member,  I  must  say 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  for  the  House 
to  have  any  control  whatever  over  the 
expenditure  of  the  money.  I  believe 
that  the  proposal  which  has  been  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  these 
matters  is  an  excellent  one,  and  would 
have  a  good  effect ;  but  the  usefulness 
of  the  Committee  would  depend,  in  a 
great  measure,  upon  the  powers  given 
to  it.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  any 
details  in  regard  to  the  expenditure  of 
the  Army ;  but  I  think  there  are  one  or 
two  things  which  I  am  in  a  position  to 
point  out  with  regard  to  the  Navy. 
During  the  last  few  years  a  serious  de- 
pression has  existed  in  this  country  and 
in  other  parts  of  the  world.  That  depres- 
sion, possibly,  many  of  us  have  looked 
upon  as  an  evil ;  and  so  it  is,  but  not  an 
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unmixed   evil.      When    manufacturers 
have  low  prices  to  contend  with,  they 
cure  compelled  to  take  into  consid^ation 
questions  affecting  the  ecbnomy  of  pro- 
duction.   They  are  compelled  to  inquire 
whether,  by  the  application  of  new  ma- 
chinery or  otherwise,  they  can  reduce 
the  cost  of  production;  but  that  feeling, 
I  regret  to  see,  does  not  appear  to  affect 
the  Navy  to    any  appreciable  extent. 
We  find  that  whether  there  is  depres- 
sion or  not,  or  whether  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction is  high  or  low,  the  expendi- 
ture in  connection  with  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  goes  on  increasing  year  by  year. 
There  is  another  matter  to  which    I 
ought  to  call  attention  in  regard  to  the 
Manufacturing  Department  of  theNavy, 
and  that  is  the  want  of  competition.    In 
all  private  shipbuilding  yards,  we  find 
that  prices  and  the  cost  of  production 
are  materially  regulated  by  the  compe- 
tition of  outside  firms.    There  is  a  keen 
competition    between    all  shipbuilding 
firms,  and  the  result  is  that  ships  of 
every  description  are  being  constructed 
at  die  lowest  possible  price.    We  do 
not  see  anything  of    a  corresponding 
kind  in  the  Navy,  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  some  system  is  not  adopted 
which  should  give  to  the  country  the 
benefit  of  competition.    It  is  a  common 
thing  for  the  Government  to  decide  upon 
the  construction  of  three  or  four  ships 
upon  exactly  the  same  designs,  and  upon 
the  same  lines;  but  the  practice  is  to 
construct  them  in  some  Dockyard  where 
it  is  impossible  to  test  the  expense  of 
constructing  one  vessel  with  the  cost  of 
constructing  another.     I  am  of  opinion 
that  when  the  Government  decide  upon 
building  three  or  four  vessels  of  the 
same  type,  they  should  construct  thorn 
in  different  Dockyards,  by  which  mean  ft 
they  would  be  able  to  find  out  which 
Dockyard  works  in  the  most  economical 
manner.  In  future,  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  decided  upon  biukling 
three  or  four  ships  on  the  samef  lines,  I 
think  it  would  be  a  good  plan  to  put  out 
two  or  three  of  them  to  open  compe- 
tition among  private  contractors,  and  to 
construct  one  only  in  a  Government  Dock- 
yard.   They'  would  then  be  able  to  com- 
pare the  cost  of  the  ships  built  by  pri- 
vate contract  with  the  cost  of  construct- 
ing a  aimilar  vessel  in  the  Dockyards ; 
and  I  think  it  would  afford  a  good  test 
as  to  whether  they  are  getting  the  full 
value  for  their  money  or  not.    I  feel 
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quite  satisfied  that  it  would  be  to  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country 
if  the  Admiralty  would  take  into  serious 
consideration  whether  in   future  it  is 
not  advisable  to  take  tenders  for  the 
construction  of  all  new  ships  that  are 
required  for  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  and  to 
use   the  Dockyards  for   repairs   only. 
Where  there  is  new  work,  it  ought  not 
to  be  a  difficult  thin^  to  arrive  at  the 
cost  of  that  new  wo» ;  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  an  invitation  to  the  private 
Shipbuilding  Ck>mpanies  to  give  tenders 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  would 
have  the  effect  of  cutting  down  the  ex- 
penditure to  the  lowest  possible  point, 
because  there  would  be  keen  compe- 
tition among  the  different  private  finns 
in    order    to    secure    the    Government 
custom.    The  advantage  of  appointing 
the  Committee  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  that  it  would  enable  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to  satisfy  the 
country  that    they  are    really    getting 
efficiency  for  the  expenditure  they  incur. 
There  is  another  point  which  I  think  it 
highly  probable  has  never  been  con- 
sidered at  all,  and  that  is  the  position  of 
the  Dockyards    themselves.    We   find 
that  in  all  trades  which  are  subjected  to 
competition  there  is  invariably  a  ten- 
dency for  a  particular  manufactory  to 
find  its  way  into  the  district  where  it 
can  be  carried  on  moftt  satisfactorily.     I 
remember  the  time  when  there  were 
a  number  of   shipbuilding   yards    on 
the  Thames,  and  also  in  other  Southern 
ports  of  England.    But  those  shipbuild- 
ing yards,  owing  to  the  competitioa  of 
the  North  of  England  and  of  Scotland* 
where  shipbuilding  can  be  carried  on 
more  economically,  have  been  obliged 
to  close.    I  am  satisfied  that  if  Her 
Majesty's   Government    had    carefnllT 
studied  the  question  of  competition,  the 
shipbuilding  yards  would  long,  ere  this, 
have  been  removed  to  some  Northern 
District  where  the  work  can  be  more 
economically  carried  out.    I  trust  that 
the  Government  will  take  that  question 
into    consideration.      In  the  interests 
of  economy,   I   hope  that  no    further 
amount  of  money  will  be  sunk  in  the 
existing  Dockyards;  but  that  theOovem- 
ment  will  seriously  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  remoring  the  Dockyards    to 
more  suitable  positions,   by  means  of 
which  they  would  save  a  large  portioa 
of  the  cost  of  carriage,  which  they  ham 
at  the  present  moment  to  inoor.    I 
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satisfied  that  if  theQovernmeDt  take  this 
matter  into  consideration,  the  country 
wiU  not  be  disappointed  with  the  result. 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House 
longer  upon  this  matter,  but  I  should 
like,  before  I  resume  my  seat,  to  say  a 
few  words  with  respect  to  the  question 
which  at  this  moment  is  principally  oc- 
cupying our  minds — I  mean  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  There  hare  been  a  good 
many  hard  words  used  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  and  those  hard  words  have 
not  been  confined  to  any  particular  part 
of  the  House.  They  have  proceeded 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  from  these 
Benches,  and  from  the  Irish  Benches  ; 
but  I  scarcely  think  that  their  use  is  the 
best  means  of  assisting  us  in  arriving  at 
a  solution  of  the  existing  di£B.culty. 
Last  night  I  see  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  made  use 
of  words  which  certainly  very  much  sur- 
prised me.  He  is  reported  in  The  Times 
— alluding  to  the  principles  enunciated 
by  his  opponents,  and  by  the  main  body 
of  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
to  have  expressed  a  hope  that  traitorous 

frinciples  would  not  be  in  the  ascendancy, 
f  those  words  had  come  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  before  he 
was  promoted  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  I 
should  not  have  been  surprised;  but 
what  are  we  to  think  of  such  sentiments 
from  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, occupying  so  important  a 
position  in  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
My  own  opinion  is  that  the  use  of  such 
language  would  be  disgraceful  on  the 
part  of  any  person  in  this  House,  but 
more  especially  on  the  part  of  one  who 
occupies  so  important  a  position  in  the 
Ministry.  We  have  also  heard  very 
strong  language  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson).  I  confess  that  I  was  sur- 
prised at  the  contemptuous  manner  in 
which  he  spoke  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister.  I  felt  that,  as  I  am  a 
Gladstonian,  I  suffered,  to  some  ex- 
tent, from  the  language  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member.  One  of  tbe  things 
he  said  was  that  the  late  Prime  Minister 
had  changed  his  mind.  Now,  I  do  not 
look  upon  it  exactly  in  that  light.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  so  much 
changed  his  mind  as  that  he  has 
changed  his  policy.  He  has,  for  the 
last  aO  years,  been  most  anxious,  and, 
perhaps  more  anxious  than  any  hon. 


Gentleman  sitting  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Hou8e,.to  bring  peace  and  prosperity, 
and  contentment,  to  Ireland.  He  has 
adopted  various  policies  in  order  to  effect 
that  object,  and  he  has  brought  in 
various  measures,  such  as  the  Land  Act 
of  1870,  and  of  1881,  and  the  measure 
for  tbe  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  But,  notwithstanding  all  the 
efforts  which  have  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House,  we 
are  bound  to  admit  that  no  satisfactory 
result  has  yet  been  arrived  at.  I 
think  it  is  the  duty  of  a  statesman 
who  has  a  particular  work  to  do,  when 
he  finds  that  one  method  has  failed,  to 
try  another.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  now  adopted  the  principle  of  Home 
Eule,  by  means  of  which  he  proposes  to 
give  to  Ireland  a  Legislative  Body  sit- 
ting in  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  Irish  affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  adopted  that  principle,  be- 
lieving it  to  be  the  only  solution  of  the 
Irish  difficulty ;  and  I  am  sure  that  his 
efforts  to  secure  the  passing  of  such  a 
measure  will  meet  with  the  support  not 
only  of  Gladstonian  candidates,  but 
with  the  support  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  There  have 
been  many  things  said  of  the  acts  of 
Gladstonian  candidates  in  connection 
with  their  support  of  this  Home  Bule 
measure ;  but  I  can  scarcely  understand 
what  course  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Stroud  Division  of  Gloucestershire  (Mr. 
Winterbotham)  proposes  to  take.  He 
seems  to  approve  of  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  He  thinks  that  it  would  be 
right  to  constitute  a  Legislative  Body  in 
Dublin,  to  deal  with  Irish  affairs ;  and  the 
only  point  on  which  he  hesitates  is,  that 
he  thinks  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  fails  to  secure  the  supremacy 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Now,  that 
is  entirely  a  question  of  opinion.  "We 
have  had  views  expressed  on  that  sub- 
ject by  some  of  the  lawyers  in  this 
House ;  and  I  think  that  the  majority 
of  them— certainly  the  most  weighty  of 
them — have  given  a  decision  in  favour 
of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
again  and  again  challenged  any  Mem- 
ber to  produce  any  other  scheme  that 
will  effect  that  object — namely,  the 
object  of  giving  a  Legislative  Body  to 
Ireland  capable  of  dealing  with  Irish 
affairs ;  and  at  the  same  time  maintain- 
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iag  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, which  will  meet  with  the  support 
of  the  Irish  Eepresentatives.    So  far,  do 
such  scheme  has  been  suggested.   I  have 
read  the  speeches  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  of  Liberal  Unionists  sitting  on  this 
side ;  but  I  fail  to  gather  from  any  of 
them  a  plan  which  will  carry  out  what 
we  believe  to  be  the  only  solution  of  the 
difficulty  in  a  better  way  than  the  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Until  such 
a  plan  is  proposed,  I,  for  one,  am  pre- 
pared to  support  the  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  in  preference   to  any 
other.     Hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  are  of  opinion 
that  the  best  way  to  solve  the  difficulty 
is  to  give  to  the  Irish  people  a  measure 
of  self-government  similar  to  that  which 
is  suitable  for  local  self-government  in 
this  country — a  sort  of  County  Govern- 
ment.    Now»  I  cannot  see  the  slightest 
use  in  producing  such  a  scheme,  when  we 
know  that  it  wiJl  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Irish  people,  and  the  sup- 
port of  the  majority  of  their  Represen- 
tatives in  this  House.  I  fail  to  understand 
what  advantage  there  could  be  in  giving 
local  government  of  that  kind,   which 
would  simply  place  more  power  in  the 
hands    of    the    Irish    Eepresentatives, 
which  power  they  would  certainly  not 
fail  to  use  in  support  of  their  further  de- 
mands.   There  have  been  grave  doubts 
in  the  minds  of  many  Liberals  on  this 
side  of  the  House  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ;  and  I  question  whe- 
ther  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has    met 
with  the  approval   of   many  Members 
of  this  House,  or  many  of  the  people  of 
England,  who  are  giving   that  cordial 
and  hearty  support  to  the  efforts  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  secure  some  measure 
of  Home  Eule.    At  the  same  time,  I 
quite  agree  that,  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  put  more   clearly  before   the 
country,  many  of  the  doubts  which  have 
existed  with  regard  to  it  are  disappear- 
ing.    I  cannot  see  that  there  is  any  very 
serious  diflference  between  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  the  plan  which  was  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  last  Session.    The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  was  that  in 
cases  where  the  tenants  were  unable  to 
pay  the  rent,  they  should  deposit  50  per 
cent  of  the  amount  due  in  the  hands  of 
Bome  authority    who    should    lawfully 
take  charge  of  it  until  the  tenants  had  | 
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an  opportunity  of  treating  with  their 
landlords,  or  of  bringing  their  case  be- 
fore a  legal  tribunal  who  would  decide 
what  was  the  amount  of  rent  they  ought 
to  pay.     I  cannot  but  think   that  the 
House  was  ill-advised   in    refusing  to 
accept  that  proposal.     If  it  had  been 
accepted  much  of  the  evil  which  has 
since  occurred  would  have  been  avoided. 
So  far  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  con- 
cerned, I  simply  see  in  it  the  same  mea- 
sure which  was  supported  by  a  larg^ 
number  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  last  year,  with  this  difference — 
that  the  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  would  have  had 
the  sanction  of  Parliament ;  whereas  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  the  same  measure 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament.     1 
cannot  see,  that  apart  from  that  distinc- 
tion there  is  any  greater  amount  of  im- 
morality in  the  one  plan  than  in  the 
other.     I  know  that  many  Gentlemen 
say  that  because  no  agreement  has  been 
arrived  at  between  the  tenants  and  the 
landlords,  it  would  be  wrong  to  inter- 
fere and  prevent  any  tenant  from  carry- 
ing out  his  legal  obligation.      But  it 
does  not  always  follow  that  because  an 
agreement  has  been  made,   that  that 
agreement  is  a  moral  and  a  just  one.   1 
think  that  if  hon.  Members  who  heard 
the   speech  of  the    hon.  Member    for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  to-night, 
would  think  over  the   subject  of  that 
speech  they  would  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  tenants,  in  a  great  measure, 
are   justified  in  the  course  they  have 
adopted.     Our  own  Courts  are  in  the 
habit  of  setting  aside  agreements  which 
have  been  entered  into  upon  an  unfair 
basis.     Take  the  question  of  salvage. 
A  ship  is  in  difficulties,  and  gets  anoth^ 
ship  to  come  to  her  assistance.     Before 
that  vessel  goes  to  her  succour  or  at- 
tempts to  take  hold  of  the  disabled  ship, 
the  crew  asks  for  an  agreement.    An 
agreement  is  made;   but  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  who 
are  acquainted  with  law  are  aware  that 
in  many  instances  when  such  an  agree- 
ment   has    been    brought    before    the 
Courts  it  has  been   set  aside,  and  the 
amount  fixed  upon  for  salvage  has  been 
altered,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  an 
agreement  had  been  entered  into  ptrac- 
tically  by  both  parties  before  the  work 
was  done.   I  was  very  much  stmd  witk 
some  of  the  remarks  which  were  made 
this  evening  by  an  hon.  Member  dose 
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to  me  who  recently  addressed  the  House. 
Very  few  Memhers  who  have  supported 
the  Irish  Party  have  advocated  a  policy 
of  plunder,  and  the  hon.  Member  to 
whom  I  refer  remarked  that,  although 
he  had  heard  of  salvation  by  faith,  he 
had  never  heard  of  salvation  by  plunder. 
I  maintain,  however,  that  the  salvation 
wo  advocate  is  salvation  by  faith,  and 
not  salvation  by  plunder.  In  discussitig 
the  Irish  Question,  it  is  necessary  to 
come  down  to  this  main  point,  which  is 
the  central  pivot  upon  which  everything 
else  turns  —  namely,  whether  you  can 
trust  the  Irish  people  or  whether  you 
cannot  trust  them.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  believe  that  in  establishing  a  Par- 
liament in  Dublin  we  should  not  hand 
over  that  country  to  unscrupulous  per- 
sons in  Ireland,  but  that  we  should 
hand  it  over  to  the  Irish  people ; 
and  I  challenge  any  man  to  say  that 
the  Irish  people,  as  a  body,  are 
more  unscrupulous  than  most  men. 
I  am  afraid  you  may  find  a  few  unscru- 
pulous people  everywhere;  but  if  you 
were  to  create  a  Representative  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  I  am  satisfied  that  you 
would  find  men  of  honour — men  who 
believe  in  the  rights  of  property  and  in 
law,  who  would  come  to  the  front,  and 
those  are  the  men  on  whom  you  would 
have  to  rely.  I  am  satisfied  that,  in 
supporting  the  Irish  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  we  have  been  pursuing  the 
right  course.  I  believe  the  time  will 
not  be  long  in  coming  when  many  hon. 
Members,  who  have  opposed  that  policy 
most  strongly  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country,  will  rejoice  at  such  a  measure 
being  carried,  and  will  become  strong 
and  useful  Members  of  the  new  Legis- 
lature to  be  established  in  Ireland. 

8m  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Staflford- 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  feel  bound  to  express 
my  surprise  and  indignation  at  not 
having  heard  from  some  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Front  Bench  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  been  able  to 
Bee  their  way  to  some  interference  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  protecting  the 
tenants  of  Glenbeigh  from  the  shocking 
atrodties — for  I  can  call  them  by  no  other 
name — which  have  been,  and  are  being, 
perpetrated  there.  If  the  law  did  not 
apply,  why  did  not  the  Government  ask 
for  an  Order  in  Council  in  order  to  put  a 
stop  to  these  atrocities  which  have  been 
taking  place  in  the  South  of  Ireland 


during  the  last  month  ?  It  has  b*»en  my 
lot  to  live,    for  many  months,  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  among  some  of  the 
very  poorest  of  the  agricultural  tenants 
in  the  county  of  Cork,  who  are  similarly 
situated  to  those  of  the  county  of  Kerry. 
I  have  seen  in  that  county,  women  and 
young  girls  struggling; with  the  ocean 
for  the  means  of  subsistence.    I  have 
watched  them  going  down  to  the  sea  at 
low  water  in  order  to  gather  seaweed  to 
make  bedding  for  their  cattle,  to  manure 
their  land  to  provide  food  for  them- 
selves, and  to  enable  them  to  secure  the 
means  of  paying  their  rent.      I  have 
seen  them  carrying  up  the  sand  from 
the  sea,  in  order  to  manure  the  land 
upon  a  farm  scarcely  the  size  of  the  floor 
of  this  House.    The  fences  were  built  of 
the  stones  gathered  from  the  land,  and 
no  one  who  has  not  been  there  can  ap- 
preciate the  difficulty  they  experience  in 
raising  the  small  stock  of  potatoes  which 
are  necessary  to  their  existence.      Let 
me  contrast  with  this  my  experience  as 
an  English  landed  proprietor.     Twenty- 
five  years  ago  I  had  two  farms  adjacent 
to  each  other.     Both  were  worth  7«.  an 
acre.  I  spent  something  like  £80  or  £40 
per  acre  upon  one,  and  raised  its  value 
to  £3  10«.  an  acre.     The  other  remained 
on  the  tenant's  hands,  and  never  ad- 
vanced in  value,  nor  could  it  have  done, 
unless  the  farmer  had  taken  the  place 
of  the  landlord.     Then  I  maintain  that 
those  tenants  who  effect  the  improve- 
ments are  entitled  to  six-tenths  of  the 
whole  value  of  the  land.     I  was  sur- 
prised at  the  attitude  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  took  up  last  Session 
in  regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
Having  told  us  that  exceptional  circum- 
stances would  prevent  the  tenants  from 
paying  the  rent,  and   having  issued  a 
Royal    Commission     to     inquire     and 
report  upon    the    subject,   they  found 
themselves  unable  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
the  object  of  which  was  simply  to  stay 
evictions  until  that  Report  was  received. 
"What  has  been  the  consequence  ?  "Why, 
that  tenants  who  morally  owned  nine- 
tenths  of  the  farms  they  tilled  have  been 
evicted,  and  left  to  starve  by  inches  on 
the  road- sides.     I  would  ask  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Members  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite,  who  have  travelled  abroad,  to 
say  how  such  a  state  of  things  would  be 
regarded  in  Russia,  Poland,  or  in  any 
other  part  of  'the  civilized  world.     Her 
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Majesty's  Government,  who  are  in  Office, 
but  not  in  power,  appear  to  be  conniving 
at  atrocities  which  were  supposed  to  have 
become  extinct,  at  least  200  vears  a^ro. 

Mr.  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford.  E.) : 
Like  other  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  I  supported  last  Session  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  in  the  belief  that  it 
would  have  met  the  exigencies  of  the 
coming  winter.  That  measure  unfortu- 
nately was  rejected  by  a  majority  in 
this  House,  and  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
were  left  face  to  face  with  the  great 
and  serious  difficulty  of  an  agrarian 
crisis.  We  endeavoured  to  show  the 
House  that  the  prices  of   agricultural 

S reduce    had    fallen    in    an  enormous 
eg^e,    and    we    pointed    out     that 
that  was   the   reason    why  the    rents 
that  were  fixed  between  1880  and  1884 
had    become    impossible    rents    now, 
but  hon.  Members  scouted  that  Bill  out 
of  the  House.    On  our  part,  we  were 
most  anxious  that  the  House  should 
accept  it  because,  we  believed  that   it 
would  enable  the  landlords  to  receive,  at 
any  rate,  some  portion  of  their  rents. 
When  the  Bill  was  rejected,  the  tenants 
found  themselves  face  to  face  with  a 
serious  crisis.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  one 
of  the  first  to  recognize  that  fact.     He 
went  over  to  Ireland,  and  having  stated 
that  there  were  no  grounds  for  the  Bill 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  one  of  his  first  acts 
was  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  the 
landlords  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
accede  to  the  demand  for  reduced  rents. 
Unfortunately  for  the  country,  he  had 
not  the  courage  of  his  convictions.     He 
endeavoured  to  put  forward  a  Plan  of 
Campaign  of  his  own,  and  he  left  the 
tenants  face  to  face  with  panic.    Now  I 
ask  what  was  the  duty  of  the  Irish 
Representatives  under  those  harrowing 
circumstances  ?    Were  they  to  allow  the 
scenes  of  1848  and  1849  to  be  re-enacted  ? 
Were    they   to  allow  famine  to  stalk 
through  the  country,  or  was  it  not  their 
imperative  duty  to    stand  between  the 
people  and  the  famine  that  was  then 
threatened?     We  have  it  on  all  sides 
that  this  Plan  of  Campaign,  which  the 
Irish  Members  find  it  necessary  to  pro- 
mulgate, does  not  mean  the  non-payment 
of  rent.    Hon.  Members  are  labouring 
under  a  g^eat   mistake  who    entertain 
that  view,  because  the  fundamental  priu' 
oiple  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  that  a 

Sir  John  Swinburne 


fair  rent  must  be  paid  by  the  tenants. 
In  every  instance  we  pressed  upon  the 
peasantry  the    necessity  of    marking   a 
moderate  demand;  and,   having  made 
that    moderate    demand,  we   impressed 
upon  them  the  necessity  of  sticking  to  it. 
The  tenants,  as  a  rule,    have  adopted 
that  advice,  and  by  the  moderation  of 
the  figures  they  have  demanded,  they 
have  gained  on  their  side  the  conscience 
not  only  of  their  own  countrymen,  but  of 
every  thinking  Englishman,  Welshman, 
and   Scotchman.    No    doubt  in    some 
cases,     there    might     be     men    who 
would  take  advantage  of  the  situation 
to  levy  black-mail,  but  in  the  majority 
of  cases  the  demand  put  forward  by  the 
tenants  was  moderate  in  the  extreme. 
They   have  simply  invited  harsh  and 
cruel  landlords  to  consent  to  moderate 
terms.     They  have  desired  to  bring  such 
landlords  as  the   Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde  and  Lord  Dillon  to  reasonable 
terms,  such  as  those  which  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire,  of   his   own    accord,    has 
granted.    No  doubt  we  did  endeavour 
to  bring  harsh  landlords  to  their  knees, 
and  to  make  them  submit  to  the  reason- 
able arrangement  we  offered  to  make. 
I  maintain  that  there  is  no  greater  justi* 
fication  for  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for   the  City  of    Cork    than    the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  endeav- 
ouring  to    force  landlords  to  do  that 
by  pressure  which  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  do  by  the  enactment  of  this 
House.      We    are    accused    of    being 
parties  to  political  agitation  in  Ireland ; 
but  I  would  ask  those  GenUemen  who 
make  this  charge  against  us,  what  re- 
form has  ever  been  granted  to  Ireland, 
except  by  agitation,   either  within  the 
last   20    years   or   long  before    that? 
Let  me  go  back  many  years  ago,  and 
call  attention  to  some  of  the  bribes  that 
were  offered  to  the  Representatives  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  in  order  to  bring 
about  the  Union — bribes  which  were 
never  realized  until  the  country  was  on 
the  eve  of  a  revolution.    Let  me  refer  to 
a  period  of  agitation  in  my  own  county, 
which   was    instrumental    in    bringing 
about  one  of  the  reforms  which  were 

S remised  prior  to  the  Union.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  read  the  history  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  will  be  aware 
that  although  that  concession  was  fffo- 
mised  to  us.  it  was  never  made  until  tho 
Duke  of  Wellington  declared,  on  hear- 
ing that  the  Beresfords  were  defeated 
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io  the  County  Waterford,  that  Oatholic 
Emancipation  should  be  granted,  or 
England  should  be  prepared  to  meet 
civU  war  in  Ireland.  You  have  taught 
.us  the  worst  of  all  lessons;  you  have 
taught  us  that  you  will  refuse  our  just 
demands,  but  that  you  will  give  in  to  an 
imperative  agitation.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
an  unfortunate  lesson  to  teach;  but 
having  taught  it  to  us,  I  do  not  think  the 
Irish  people  would  deserve  to  be  treated 
as  slaves  and  serfs,  if,  having  been 
taught  that  lesson,  they  refused  to 
act  accordingly.  We  acknowledge  that 
the  carrying  out  of  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  caused  many  landlords  to 
suffer  to  a  certain  extent,  and  that  at 
tlie  first  glance  it  appears  to  act  un- 
fairly towards  them.  It  is  quite  dear 
that  what  would  be  a  reasonable  reduc- 
tion on  one  farm  upon  a  particular 
estate,  would  not  be  a  reasonable  reduc- 
tion upon  another  farm  on  the  same 
estate.  But  we  sought  to  pass  a  mea- 
sure which  would  have  adopted,  to  some 
extent,  the  principle  of  a  sliding-scale, 
and  would  have  enabled  a  different 
coarse  to  bepursued  in  regard  to  differ- 
ent farms,  xou  rejected  our  suggestion, 
and  then  it  became  our  duty  to  ask  for 
a  uniform  reduction,  which,  no  doubt, 
might  inflict  some  hudships  upon  some 
landlords.  But  leaving  out  of  the  ques- 
tion the  measure  which  the  House  re- 
jected last  autunm,  let  me  point  out  that 
in  the  imfortunate  circumbtances  of  Ire- 
land, a  few  months  before  the  Irish 
people  and  their  Eepresentatives  pro- 
posed to  make  large  sacrifices  for  the 
sake  of  peace,  they  were  prepared  to 
give  a  very  large  sum  to  the  landlords 
for  their  estates.  There,  again,  you  re- 
jected our  terms ;  and  if  to-day  the  posi- 
tion of  the  landlords  is  one  of  extreme 
difficulty,  they  have  themselves,  and 
themselves  alone,  to  thank  for  what  has 
followed.  According  to  the  arguments 
we  have  heard  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  upon  that  measure,  and  many 
others,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  prin- 
cipal argument  relied  upon  by  our  op- 
ponents against  listening  to  the  voices 
of  the  Irish  Eepresentatives  is  that  the 
Hepresentatives  are  now,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, of  a  different  class  from  the  Irish 
Representatives  who  have  heretofore 
been  Members  of  this  House.  I  think 
that  hon.  Members  who  will,  apart. from 
Party  feeling,  judge  the  case  dispas- 
sionately, will  see  that  the  Irish  people 


only  did  their  duty  in  selecting  from 
themselves  those  who  are  to  represent 
them  in  this  House.  The  landlords  long 
enjoyed  the  representation  of  Ireland  in 
this  House.  What  did  they  do  for  the 
people  ?  They  simply  used  their  position 
for  their  own  advancement.  They  did 
nothing  for  the  country ;  but  they  sat 
here  quietly  voting  for  coercion.  Surely 
English,  Scotch,  and  Welsh  landlords 
who  act  dispassionately,  looking  upon 
this  agrarian  question,  and  study  it 
calmly,  will  acknowledge  that  the  Irish 
people  were  compelled  to  have  recourse 
to  drastic  remedies.  Again  and  again 
we  returned  Irish  landlords  to  repre- 
sent us  in  this  House ;  and  those  land- 
lords, so  far  from  using  their  position 
for  the  advantage  of  Ireland,  used  it 
for  their  own  advancement.  The  Irish 
people  were,  to  a  large  extent,  a  Con- 
servative people.  But  they  tried  that 
system  long  enough ;  and  they  have  now 
had  recourse  to  another  plan,  and  they 
have  done  so  because  those  in  whom 
they  trusted  formerly,  and  who  by  birth 
should  be  at  their  head,  have  neglected 
to  take  up  that  position  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  have  sold  their  constituents, 
and  sold  their  country.  Their  exclusion 
now  from  political  life  in  Ireland  is  due 
alone  to  the  wretchedly  small  spirit 
which  they  have  displayed.  I  think  the 
words  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  will 
have  a  re- assuring  effect  upon  us  Irish- 
men, and  upon  the  Irish  people.  He 
stated,  in  no  uncertain  words,  that  the 
Party,  of  which  he  is  a  brilliant  Mem- 
ber, are  prepared  to  forego  none  of  the 
demands  which  they  put  forward  here 
last  Session  ;  that  they  are  prepared  to 
be  guided  by  no  Bound  Table  Con- 
ference; that  they  have  made  their 
stand,  and,  like  men,  they  intend  to 
abide  by  that  stand.  We,  the  Irish 
iRepresentatives,  are  glad  to  hear  those 
words,  and  we  re-echo  them.  I  know 
that  they  are  re-echoed  by  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  by  their  friends  beyond  the 
seas.  No  Local  Government  Bill  which 
the  Government  can  prepare  will  meet 
the  Irish  Question.  1  can  assure  hon. 
Members  that  it  is  an  entire  mistake  to 
suppose  that  a  mere  Vestry  Board  will 
meet  the  Irish  demands ;  we  might  ac- 
cept it ;  but  we  should  simply  accept  it 
as  the  platform  from  which  to  demand 
greater  concessions.  We  should  accept 
your  Local  Government  Bill  as  a  lever 
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with  which  we  could  work  for  an  Irish 
National  Parliament;    and  we  should 
accept  ultimately  nothing  bnt  a  measure 
drawn  upon  the  lines  of  that  which  was 
introduced  last  year  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone).   The  Irish  National  demand  is 
one  which  unites  Irish  people  the  wide 
world  over.    The  people  of  Ireland  are 
united    with  their  fellow  -  countrymen 
they  have  never  seen;  and  those  who 
speak  of  Chicago  Conventions,  and  hurl 
tne  **  Almighty  dollar"  at  the  Irish  Ee- 
presentatives,  wiU  do  well  to  consider 
that  those  who  were  formerly  the  bitter 
enemies  of  England  have,  by  one  touch 
of  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.   Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  been 
changed  into  the  firmest  of  friends.    I 
think  that  those  who  advise  further  coer- 
cion—  which  no  doubt  the  ambiguous 
words  in  the  Queen's  Speech  mean — 
will  do  well  to  remember  what  coercion 
has  done  in  the  past.    It  has  simply 
embittered    the  feelings   between  this 
country  and  Ireland.     We  have  tried  it 
long  enough.    Is  it  not  time  to  try  the 
other  rdle  of  conciliation?     I  do  not 
think  we  could  have  a  better  specimen 
of  the  advantage  of  that  rdle  of  concilia- 
tion than  the  change  of  feeling  which 
has  taken  place  in  Ireland  towards  Eng- 
land in  the  last  few  months.  Those  who 
are  conversant  with  Irish  political  life 
could  have  hardly  imagined  how  a  few 
words  of  sympathy  and  kindness,  in- 
stead of  the  bitter  taunts  we  have  been 
accustomed  to,  could  have  wrought  so 
marvellous  a  change.     The  words  of 
comfort  and  encouragement  expressed 
towards  us  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  have  had  a  powerful  effect. 
We  believe  that  the  solution  of  this 
great  question  lies  in  your  hands ;  that 
if  you  adopt  a  wise  and  conciliatory 
attitude  towards  us,  you  will  reap  your 
own  reward ;  and  that  the  people  whom 
you  have,  by  your  bitter  persecution, 
made  your  enemies,  will  in  the  better 
state  of  feeling  become  fast  abd  lasting 
friends.      The  Irish  National  League 
has  been  accused  by  various  Members 
of  inciting  to  crime  and  outrage ;  and 
that  charge  has  also  been  made  against 
the  Plan  of  Campaim  which  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  party  have  forwarded.   I 
think  that  those  who  make  this  charge 
should  look  unto  the  statistics,  and  there 
they  will  find  that  in  districts  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  adopted, 
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excesses  on  the  part  of  the  tenantry 
have  been  few  and  far  between;  and, 
what  is  most  important,  that  excesses 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  have  also 
been  few  and  far  between.  But  in  the 
districts  in  which  there  has  been  dis- 
order it  will  be  found  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  not  been  adopted.  In 
Connaught,  where  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  been  adopted,  the  excesses 
on  the  part  of  the  tenants  have  been 
nil,  and  the  same  remark  applies  to 
excesses  on  the  part  of  the  landlords. 
The  Irish  National  League  has,  in  point 
of  fact,  during  its  existence,  been  a 
curb  upon  popular  feeling.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  take  their  information  from 
the  English  papers  may  doubt  the  ac- 
curacy of  that  statement ;  but  those  who 
have  been  connected  with  the  working 
of  the  League  know  that  its  branches, 
scattered  throughout  the  country^  have 
done  everything  in  their  power  to  de- 
crease crime,  and  bring  about  a  proper 
settlement  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Let  me  give  an  instance  which  occonred 
in  my  own  district.  We  all  know  that 
land- grabbing  has  been  largely  the 
cause  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and  we  have 
been  told  that  the  National  League  are 
perfectly  indifferent  whether  crime  is 
committed  or  not.  Now,  in  the  district 
to  which  I  refer  we  investigated  five 
cases  of  land-grabbing,  and  in  one  in- 
stance we  decided  that  it  was  a  case  of 
land-grabbing,  so  that  the  tenant  liad 
to  give  up  the  land  he  bad  grabbed  and 
the  lease  ne  had  entered  into.  But  with 
regard  to  the  other  cases,  we  decided 
that  they  were  not  cases  of  land-grab- 
bing, and  the  tenants  were  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  peaceful  occupation  of  the 
property.  Now,  if  these  cases  had  not 
been  investigated  a  great  deal  of  crime 
would  have  arisen  ;  but  the  National 
licague  were  able  to  exercise  the  voca- 
tion of  peacemakers  between  the  tenant* 
and  the  landlords.  It  is  very  easy  to 
bring  forward  accusations  against 
political  organizations  and  hon.  Ghentle- 
men  in  this  House ;  but  hon.  Gentlemea 
have  no  information  about  Ireland  then- 
selves,  and  they  are  entirely  deoeived 
and  misled  by  the  information  which 
they  derive  from  the  London  newspapers. 
I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  whh  aar 
further  remarks  except  to  say  that  thoee 
who  rely  on  the  polluted  sources  of  ihm 
London  Press,  and  make  these  aeriotts 
charges  against  Irish  Nationalists  oad 
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the  Organization  of  wLich  they  are 
members,  should  see  that  they  are  accu- 
rately informed.  I  think  it  is  proved 
that  we  in  Ireland  laid  before  you  a 
measure  which,  if  it  had  been  passed, 
would  have  enabled  you  to  get  over 
your  difficulty.  You  rejected H;hat  mea- 
sure ;  the  people  of  Ireland  were  left  to 
their  own  resources ;  and  I  think  they 
would  have  been  to  blame  if  they  had 
not  taken  steps  for  their  self-preserva- 
tion. They  have  done  so,  and  I  am 
happy  to  say  those  steps  have  been 
effective  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  kept  in  their  homes 
many  families  who  but  for  it  would  have 
been  on  the  roadside. 

Db.  tanner    (Cork    Co.,    Mid)  : 
Daring  the   time  I  have   sat .  in  this 
House  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  hear 
three  Addresses  emanating  from  Tory 
sources.    The  first  Address  showed  that 
the  Government  were  at  the  time  forging 
fetters  for  Ireland,  which  fetters,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  were  broken  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman   whose    name  is  associated 
with  the  ever-memorable  cow,  and  who 
may  be  said  to  have  tossed  the  then 
Government  over  his  shoulders.     The 
second  Address  was  merely  an  apologia, 
and  it  was  chiefly  conspicuous  by  its 
want  of  conception  and  its  vacuity  of 
purpose.    We  all  recollect  the  Address 
which  this  Government  brought  in  last 
autumn  on  their  coming  into  power; 
which  showed  that,   as  is  usual  with 
Tory  Administrations,  they  only  wanted 
to  spin  out  the  time.     Tory  Administra- 
tiona  have  always  been  associated  in  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people  with  a  well- 
known  personage  who  figures  as  one  of  the 
characters  of  l)iokens — ^Mr.  Micawber. 
They  are  always  waiting  for  something 
to  turn  up,  and  failing  that  they  fall 
back  upon  their  usual  policy  of  coercion. 
It  is  satisfactory  to  hear  from  one  hon. 
Member  to-night  that  the  ''crutch  and 
tooth-pick  "  Party  are  not  going  to  bring 
in  coercion  for  Ireland ;  and  I  recom- 
mend that  announcement  to  the  serious 
consideration    and    attention    of    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  because  we  know 
that  if  they  are  lame  and  halt  they 
cannot  get  on  without  the  crutch ;  and 
because  it  is  certain  that  they  cannot 
stand  if  they  intend  to  take  up  the  posi- 
tion  shadowed  out   in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech.    The  third  Address  resembles 
one  of  those  fogs  common  in  the  Metro- 
polis in  November ;  it  is  hard  to  pierce, 


but  when  one  gets  throuo^h  he  finds  that 
there  is  actually  nothing  in  it.     This  Ad- 
dress commences  with  the  statement  that 
**  my  relations  with  foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  friendly."     I  will  ask  the 
House  if  that  is  triie,  and  particularly  I 
ask  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench    if  it  is  true  with  re- 
gard   to    America?    During    the    last 
fortnight  we  have  heard  and  read  many 
facts  connected  with  the  administration 
of  affairs  in  America  and  in  Canada,  as 
well  as  in  this  country ;  which    show 
that  there  is  at  the  present  time  exist- 
ing a  state  of  great  and  abnormal  ten- 
sion between  this  country  and  America. 
I  have  in  my  hand  some  extracts  re- 
lating to  this  subject.    It  appears  that 
at  Washington  on  the  24th  of  January, 
the  Senate  discussed  a  Bill  authorizing 
the  President  to  protect  and  defend  the 
rights  of  American  fishing  vessels  and 
fishermen,  and  the  trading  of  other  ves- 
sels in  certain  cases;  which  Bill,  after 
debate,  was  agreed  to  by  46  votes  to  1 . 
This  debate  was  characterized  by  such 
language  as  we    seldom  hear  in  this 
House ;  but  what  was  the  character  of 
the  remarks  made  ?  Were  they  friendly 
to  this  country  ?    No,  sir ;  they  were  of 
a    directly    opposite    character.       Mr. 
Frye  (Maine)  pointed  out  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  rdie  played  by  Canada  was 
to  obtain  reciprocal  Treaties,   and  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  would  end  the  troubles  for  the 
United  States  and  Canada.    He  accused 
Canada  of  committing  outrages  and  in- 
humanities which  would  disgrace  the 
Fiji  Islanders;    and  declared  that  the 
purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  was 
to  notify  to  Great  Britain  that  if  she 
continued    in    her    present    course,  it 
would  be  at  her  own   peril.    He  de- 
clared that   Great    Britain   knew    the 
utter  inhumanity  of  its  action  in  the 
recent  fishery   cases,  and  referred    to 
England's  approval  of  the  recent  Cana- 
dian Statute,  which  he  said  destroyed 
the  hope  that  she  would  do  what  was  fair 
and  just.     Mr.  Frye  particularized  the 
outrages  against  American  vessels,  and 
cited  the  case  of  a  vessel  of  that  nation- 
ality   which    conveyed  to  a  Canadian 
port  17  shipwrecked  Canadian  sailors, 
and  was  refused  the  right  to  purchase 
a  barrel  of  flour  to  avert  the  starvation 
of  the  crew.     I  commend  that  to  the 
consideration  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.    We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
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about  '^  boycottiDg "  in  Ireland,  but 
here  is  a  case  of  boycotting  with  a  ven- 
geance ;  and  we  know  that  those  who 
were  boycotted  were  Protestants  and 
were  dependent  upon  their  fellow-men 
in  the  part  of  the  world  where  it  took 
place.  This  is  a  case  of  boycotting  in 
the  eid;reme,  and  how  can  Her  Majesty's 
Government  avoid  rising  in  their  places 
and  condemn  it  ?  [  *•  Oh,  oh  ! "  ]  We 
know  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site like  to  jeer  occasionally ;  but  the 
salient  point  of  this  is  that  we  should 
apologize  for  what  has  taken  place,  and 
take  care  to  prevent  its  recurrence. 
Then  Mr.  Ingalls,  of  Kansas,  s&id  that 
the  fishery  difficulty  must  be  settled 
''either  by  negotiations  or  by  war." 
This,  Sir,  comes  to  us  from  the 
American  Senate,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  tells  us  that  everything 
is  in  a  perfectly  peaceful  state.  Mr. 
Ingalls  went  on  to  say  that,  before  the 
Vote  on  the  Bill  was  taken,  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  should  state  whether 
the  measure  was  intended  to  be  pacific 
or  hostile,  and  whether  in  effect  it  was 
an  invitation  to  negotiate  or  a  practical 
declaration  of  war;  that  a  feeling  of 
irritation  prevailed,  the  real  party  being 
Great  Britain,  and  not  Canada.  These 
are  most  important  words.  He  went  on 
to  declare  that  England  had  always 
been — 

*'a  mfflaD,  a  coward,  and  a  bully  among 
nations ;  insolent  to  the  weak,  tjrrannical  to 
the  feeble,  and  cringing  and  obsequious  to  the 
strong ;" 

and  he  added  that  her  rulers  were  un- 
friendly to  the  United  States ;  that  her 
course  was  in  the  direction  of  wrongs, 
insolence,  and  outrage;  he  thought 
there  was  no  special  reciprocity  of  good 
will  in  America  towards  her,  and  that 
England  desired  to  render  it  impossible 
for  free  and  friendly  reciprocal  rela- 
tions, political  or  otherwise,  to  exist  be- 
tween Canada  and  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Hoar  (Massachusetts)  said  that 
Canada's  object  was  to  secxire  the  right 
to  sell  fish  in  the  United  States  without 
the  interference  of  the  tariff ;   and  he  re- 

farded  it  as  an  attempt  of  a  Foreign 
bwer  to  force  upon  the  United  States, 
against  her  will,  a  certain  domestic 
policy,  and— 

'^  as  one  of  the  most  emphatic  and  flagrant  acts 
of  hostility  which  it  was  possible  to  commit 
short  of  actual  war." 

When  I  consider  this   language,  ex- 
J)r.  Tanner 


pressed  by  the  Senate  and  endorsed  by 
a  large  majority  in  the  Senior  House 
of  Bepresentatives  in  America,  I  can  bj 
no  means  reconcile  it  with  what  is  said 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  as  to  the  position  of  our 
relations  with  Foreign  Powers.  Finally, 
Sir,  we  learn,  through  Beuter's  Agency, 
that  the  Canadian  Minister  of  Marine 
thinks  the  question  is  now,  whether 
Canada  shall  wholly  abandon  her 
fisheries,  or  persist  in  a  policy  which,  he 
asserts,  ''has  received  the  approval  of 
the  Imperial  Government;"  and  his 
Colleagues  are  apprehensive  as  to  the 
possible  effect  ot  the  debate  in  the 
American  Senate  upon  the  approaching 
Canadian  elections.  What  has  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  other  countries  ? 
We  are  all  aware  that,  not  very  long 
ago,  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill}  made 
a  journey  abroad;  and  although  we 
have  heard  that  it  was  not  connected 
with  politick  events,  still  it  is  note- 
worthy  that  the  feeling  of  hosdlity  be* 
tween  Russia  and  Austria  was  initiated 
about  the  date  at  which  that  journey 
took  place.  Well,  Sir,  what  does  this 
mean?  Does  it  mean  that  we  are 
friendly  with  Russia,  or  that  we  are 
friendly  with  Austria?  I  ask  that^ 
because  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  we 
cannot  be  friendly  with  both  Powers  at 
a  time  when  they  are  armed  to  the 
teeth,  and  are  standing  like  two 
muzzled  bull-dogs  waiting  for  tha 
lachets  to  be  unloosed.  Is  it  not  that 
we  favour  Austria  ?  It  was  to  promote 
the  daims  of  Austria  vinui  Buasia  that 
the  policy  which  the  Government  hare 
been  endeavouring  to  cany  oat  waa 
initiated,  and  whicn  has  brought  affairs 
to  the  present  crisis.  And,  again,  do  we 
not  know  that,  a  short  time  since,  Austria 
was  told  by  the  present  Prime  Minister 
that  in  case  of  war  she  should  not 
stand  alone  ?  If  it  be  true,  as  we  see 
in  the  public  Press,  that  a  oriau  of 
affairs  has  been  reached ;  if  it  be  tme 
that  we  are  prepared  to  back  up  Austria; 
then  I  say  that  the  position  is  indeed 
serious,  and  that  the  atatement  that 
our  relations  with  Foreign  Powers  are 
friendly,  is  hardly  correct.  There  are 
some  remarks  with  regard  to  EgTpt 
which  I  shall  defer  to  another  oppocta* 
nity.  I  recollect  what  took  place  m  tUa 
House  last  Session  with  regard  to  Bur- 
mah.     I    obtained  informatioD 
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gentlemen    who    had    served    in    the 
country,  and  knowing  something  about 
the  malaria  after  the  floods  had  sub- 
sided, I  begged  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the   country  was    most    un- 
healthy.    [Laughter. '^     Hon.  Gentlemen 
laugh  at  my  having  given  utterance  to 
what  has  practically  turned  out  to  be  a 
fact.    But  what  has  happened  since  ? 
The  Commander-in-Ohief  —  the  senior 
officer  in  Burmah — ^has  died    of   that 
malaria.    I  do  not  think  that  a  very 
laughing  matter.    We  were  told  at  that 
time  that  everything  was  perfectly  quiet 
in  Burmah ;  that  there  were  only  a  iew 
dacoits    straying     up    and    down    the 
Gountry,  but  that  they  could  soon  be 
settled  by  sending  out  a  small  force. 
But    what  has  occurred  ?      Practically 
speaking,  General  Boberts,   the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief  in    India,    has    been 
obliged  to  go  over  and  take  the  com- 
mand of  the  troops,   and  matters  are 
very  far  from  settled.     Finally,   with 
regard  to  Ireland,  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  Queen's  Speech  deals  with  the 
condition  of  that  country.     Throughout 
the  course  of  this  debate,  we  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  unhappy  con- 
dition of  things  which  has  existed  there. 
We  have  been  told  that  since  the  in- 
auguration of  a  Tory  rigime^  affairs  in 
Ireland  have  been  very  quiet.    For  my 
own  part,  I  believe  it.    I  go  further, 
and  say  I  know  for  a  fact  that  those 
affairs  are  extremely  quiet:    the  Irish 
people  were  never  more  quiet  in  their 
lives.     But  what   has  brought  about 
this  reign  of  tranquillity  in  Ireland  ?  It 
has  not  been  the  Tory  Administration, 
it  has  not  been  the  commencement  of  a 
20  years'  "  firm  government."    No  ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  present  peaceful  con- 
dition of  Ireland  is  solely  due  to  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  of  justice  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).    It  is 
that  measure  which  enables  Irishmen 
to   come  forward  and  say,  ''Well,  at 
last  we  have  found  that  there  are  good 
points  in  Englishmen,  and  we  have  at 
last  found  a  large  number  of  English 
Members — almost  a  majority  "  [Laugh- 
ter]— hon.  Members  may  laugh,  but  we 
were  only  30  votes  behind — they  will 
8ay»  '*  We  have  at  last  found  almost  a 
majority  in  this  House  who  are  ready 
to   go  the  utmost  length  in  their  en- 
deavour to  provide  adequately  for  the 
-wants  of  our  native  land."     That  is 


practically    what    has    promoted    this 
feeling    of    peace    and    good  -  will    in 
our  country.     When  we    go   into  this 
Land  Question,  what  did  the  noble  Lord 
the    Member   for     South    Faddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  say  down  at 
Dartford  not  so  very  long  ago  ?  He  told 
people  there  that  dual  ownership  of  land 
was  impossible.    What  does  that  mean  ? 
It  means  that  the  present  eidsting  sys- 
tem of  landlord  and  tenant  cannot  go  on 
any  longer.     The  noble  Lord,  it  must  be 
remembered,  was  at  that  time  a  most 
responsible  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  probably  one  of  the  most 
responsible    Members    of   Government 
sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite — aye, 
even  at  the  present  moment.       When 
such  a  person  as  the  noble  Lord  makes 
such  a  statement  as  that,  I  think  it  is 
time  even  for  a  Tory  Government  to  take 
the  matter  into  their  serious  considera- 
tion— I  mean  the  fact  that  dual  owner- 
ship of  land  is  impossible.    But  we  also 
find  that  clearly  set  forth  in  the  reports 
of  Land  Commissioners.      If  any  hon. 
Members  will  take  up  the  Beport  issued 
by  Mr.  Walters,  or  that  written  by  Mr. 
McCarthy,  he  will  find  it  stated  by  both 
of  them — as  indeed  it  is  laid  down  by 
many  other  gentlemen — that  the  judicial 
rents  that  were  fixed  two  years  ago  are 
impossible,  and  are  really  rack-rents  at 
the  present  moment.     These  gentlemen, 
it  must  be  remembered,  are  authorities 
who  have  been  charged  in  Ireland  with 
the  duty  of  judicating  between  landlord 
and  tenant.     If  they  come  to  you  and 
say  that  the  rents  which  they  have  fixed 
are  at  the  present  time   impossible,   I 
think  it  is  high  time  for  us  to  give  the 
subject  careful  consideration.   Now,  Sir, 
with  regard  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)    stated    not    long    ago    in    a 
letter  he  wrote  that  the  plan  was  per- 
fectly legal.     We  have  heard  from  the 
noble    Lord    the    Member    for     South 
Faddington,  that  it  was  both  illogical 
and  illegal.     That  is  not  the  view    of 
Irish  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  ['^  Oh, 
oh !"]    Well,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  been  here  night  after  night, 
and  surely  he  would  have  contradicted 
the  allegation  which  has  been  repeated 
over  and  over  again  if  it  were  not  true. 
We  all  know  that  what  has  been  written 
still  remains ;  the  letter  written  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- . 
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mains  to  this  very  day  and  cannot  be 
denied.  However,  I  myself  know  some- 
thing about  this  PJ  an  of  Campaign,  t 
know  that  the  people  are  in  earnest  in 
carrying  it  out.  I  have  seen  it  initiated 
several  times.  I  have  seen  it  commeuced 
by  the  tenants,  and  perhaps  it  would 
amaze  people  sitting  in  this  House  to 
know  that  really  the  Irish  tenantry  are 
most  moderate  in  their  demands.  We 
all  know  that  when  any  body  of  men 
combine  together  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  any  point,  there  are  some 
amongst  them  who  will  go  in  for  stronger 
measures  and  for  a  higher  reduction 
than  others ;  but  I  can  assure  you,  Sir, 
and  this  House,  that  in  all  the  instances 
where  I  have  seen  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
initiated — and  they  have  not  been  few 
—certainly  the  majority  of  the  people 
have  gone  in  for  a  minimum  reduction  of 
rent.  I  recollect  a  case  within  the  last 
fortnight,  where  two  or  three  of  the 
tenants  wanted  to  get  a  reduction  in 
their  rents  of  40  per  cent,  but  the  ma- 
jority of  the  other  tenants  said  ' '  We 
won't  have  that;  let  us  have  a 
fair  medium;"  and,  accordingly,  25 
per  cent  was  agreed  to  by  the 
majority.  All  these  people  are 
very  much  abused  from  time  to  time, 
and  abused,  I  am  afraid,  by  Gentlemen 
who  know  very  little  about  them.  It 
has  been  my  privilege,  both  in  the 
exercise  of  my  profession,  and  since  I 
have  become  acquainted  with  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  occupying  these 
Benches,  to  mix  intimately  with  the 
people,  and  this  I  can  safely  say,  as  the 
result  of  my  experience,  that  intolerance 
and  bigotry,  and  that  extreme  method 
of  dealing  with  the  landlord  which  is 
supposed  to  be  characteristic  of  the  Irish 
people,  do  not  really  exist.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  if  you  take  them  in 
bodies  you  will  find  them  tolerant  and 
ready  to  deal  in  the  fairest  way  with 
their  landlords  or  any  people  set  over 
them.  Fortunately  we  have  got  a  hear- 
ing in  England.  It  is  satisfactory  to 
find  that  those  who  have  opposed  this 
measure  of  peace  and  good-will  to  Ire- 
land are  gradually  beginning  to  see  the 
error  of  their  ways ;  and  I  think  that  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  no  one  could 
have  helped  being  struck  with  the 
language  which  has  fallen  from  the 
Leaders  of  the  Unionist  Party  in  the 
House.  I  myself  was  perfectly  sensible 
of  the  moderation  they  showed  in  their 

Dr.  Tanner 


speeches,  especially  when  referrinfc  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone}, 
whose  name  will  ever  be  enshrined 
in  the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people.  As 
the  hour  is  late,  I  must  apologue  for 
having  trespassed  so  long  upon  the  time 
of  the  House.  I  will  only  say  this 
much,  that  if  matters  go  on  as  they  are 
going  on  at  the  present  time,  I  sincerely 
hope  that  that  measure  of  policy  and 
of  peace  promoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
will  shortly  be  again  taken  up  and  car- 
ried to  its  full  completion. 

Mr.  CBEMEB  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  beg.  Sir,  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debato. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 
— {Mr,  Cremer.) 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  make  his  speedi  on 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  has  given 
notice,  I  shall  make  no  opposition  to  the 
adjournment.  I  understand  that  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member,  bat  I 
wish  to  appeal  to  the  House,  now  that 
we  have  at  last  reached  the  first  stage  of 
the  consideration  of  the  Addreee,  to  pro- 
ceed with  as  much  despatch  as  is  con- 
sistent with  the  dne  consideration  of  the 
important  questions  before  ns;  and  to 
remember  that  we  have  a  reputation  to 
maintain  as  the  Chamber  for  the  conduct 
of  the  Public  Business  of  this  country,  as 
well  as  for  the  adequate  discnseioii  o£ 
public  affairs. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

DehsLie  further  adjoumadtiXi  io-Morram. 

SUPREME   COURT   OF   JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bat  1.] 

(Sir  Mickmtl  Hickt^Bemtk^  Mr.  Jmekmm], 

COllXITTIB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  will,  to-morrow,  re* 
solve  itself  into  the  said  Committee.'*— 
{Sir  ITtehael  Eicke- Beach.) 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  led 
I  shall  have  to  move  an  Amendnent  to 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
on  the  Question  of  the  daj  for 
into  Committee  on  this  BilL    Ihie^ 
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in^,  I  and  some  of  mj  Oolleagues  felt  it 
to  be  our  duty  to  put  down  on  the  Paper 
several  very  important  Amendments, 
and  two  Instructions  to  the  Committee ; 
and  I  think  it  only  reasonable  that 
these  Amendments  and  Instructions 
should  be  circulated  for  at  least  two  or 
three  days  before  the  House  resolves 
itself  into  Committee  so  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  matters  amongst  themselves, 
in  all  their  bearings  upon  the  Bill,  be- 
fore the  measure  goes  into  Committee. 
The  Bill  is  a  very  important  one ;  and. 
without  going  into  the  subject  of  it,  I 
may  mention  that  at  present  the  judicial 
system  of  Ireland  is  conducted  in  a  most 
extravagant  manner.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  can  even  have  the  slightest  idea  of 
the  enormous  extravagance  that  obtains 
in  oonnection  with  the  judicial  system  in 
Ireland.  For  all  these  reasons,  I  would 
move  that  the  House  on  Thursday  next 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  ''to  leave  out 
the  word  *  To-morrow,'  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  'Thursday  next,'" — 
(Mr,  C^»f«,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'To-morrow'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  Micuael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.):  I  have  already  stated 
that  the  attempts  of  hon.  Members  to 
extend  this  measure,  so  as  to  make  it  a 
j^eneral  Irish  Judicature  Bill,  will  lead 
to  its  withdrawal ;  and  if  that  is  done 
the  vacant  Judgeship  in  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  in  Ireland  will  have 
to  be  filled  up.  If  that  takes  place  the 
fault,  of  course,  will  lie  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  not  with  us.  I 
cannot  undertake  to  put  the  Bill  down 
on  a  day  when  it  will  be  reached  before 
half-past  12. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone.  Mid)  : 
I  know  no  necessity  for  the  appointment 
of  a  new  Judge  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  in  Ireland,  except  it  be  to  give  a 
place  to  the  present  Irish  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, who  has  been  most  unfortunate  in 
the  discharge  of  the  functions  of  his  pre- 
sent Office. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  Sir,  I 
am  more  or  less  astounded  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Does  he 
really  and  seriously  mean  to  say  that  he 
is  going  to  throw  away  the  money  of  the 
State  in  the  way  he  suggests,  in  a  mo- 
ment of  petulance,  merely  because  he 
fails  to  obtain  a  certain  stage  of  the  Bill 
on  the  day  he  desires  ?  This  is  a  mea- 
sure which  requires  very  careful  con- 
sideration and  considerable  amendment, 
and,  certainly,  is  not  one  that  we  should 
endeavour  to  pass  through  the  House  in 
a  great  hurry.  We  are  told  that  a  very 
able  Member  of  the  Government  has 
left  it  on  the  score  of  economy,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  discreet  not  to  fill  up  the  vacancy 
in  the  Common  Pleas,  than  to  incur  an 
altogether  unnecessary  expenditure  in 
the  adoption  of  an  opposite  course? 
They  should  say  that  there  should  be  no 
appointment  made  in  the  room  of  Mr. 
Justice  Morris,  who  has  been  moved 
from  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  I  can  remem- 
ber when  it  was  customary  for  Queen's 
Counsel,  in  cases  of  necessity,  to  sit  as 
Judges ;  and  when  it  was  customary  also 
for  a  Judge  of  Appeal,  in  case  of  pres- 
sure, to  go  on  Circuit.  I  therefore  trust 
that,  as  no  inconveniences  are  likely  to 
arise,  that  the  adjournment  moved  by 
my  hon.  Friend  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  has  thrown  out  to 
us  what  I  can  only  describe  as  a  threat. 
He  has  said  that  if  the  House  is  not 
pleased  to  pass  this  Bill  by  a  certain 
time,  he  will  proceed  to  fill  up  the 
vacancy  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas. 
As  I  understand  it,  the  reason  he  gives 
for  that  view  is  that,  unless  some  such 
step  is  taken,  and  unless  the  vacancy  is 
filled  up  in  some  way,  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  will  not  be  able  to  sit  for  the 
transaction  of  the  business  before  it. 
But  I  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  is  not  the  case. 
Under  the  Judicature  Act  one  Judge 
constitutes  a  Court,  and  one  Judge  can 
sit  as  a  full  Court,  and  has  authority  to 
act  and  give  decisions.  Not  only  can 
one  Judge  sit,  but  if  one  can  sit,  two 
can.  As  the  House  is  aware,  there  is 
only  one  vacancy  at  present,  and  there 
are  two  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  still  in  being. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact 
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that  the  Question  before  the  House  is  that 
the  words  **  next  Thursday"  be  substi- 
tuted for  **  this  day,"  and  that,  there- 
fore, general  remarks  on  the  subject  of 
the  BUI  are  irrelevant. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  conclude  with  this: 
There  can  be  no  urgency  for  this  Bill, 
inasmuch  as  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
will  be  fully  constituted  without  the 
third  Judge-^the  two  Judges  will  be 
fuUy  competent  to  sit  in  the  name  and 
with  the  authority  of  that  Court.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  nine  out  of  every  ten 
decisions  given  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Fleas  since  it  was  created,  now  nearly  10 
years  ago,  have  been  by  two  Judges  and 
not  by  three.  

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tiie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land will  reconsider  his  decision,  and 
without,  perhaps,  conseoting  to  postpone 
the  Committee  stage  until  Thursday,  will 
fix  Monday  for  it  in  order  that  there 
may  be  an  interval  of  more  than  12 
hours  for  the  Amendments  on  the  Faper 
to  be  considered.  I  cannot  belieye  that 
he  is  altogether  serious  in  the  course 
which  he  intimated  would  be  taken  in 
the  event  of  the  Committee  Stage  being 
postponed  beyond  **  this  day,''  as  I  feel 
convinced  he  will  not  allow  this  oppor- 
tunity to  slip  by  without  taking  advan- 
tage of  it  to  bring  about  a  very  much 
needed  reform.  If  I  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  on  the  Bill,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  show  that  it  would  be  a 
monstrous  waste  of  public  money  to  fill 
up  this  vacancy  in  the  Court  of  Conmion 
Fleas  at  all.  I  hope  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  be  content  to  allow  the  Com- 
mittee Stage  to  be  taken  on  Monday, 
and  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  to  name  Monday  instead  of 
(<  ^iijg  day." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH : 
The  matter  is,  perhaps,  not  worth  wrang- 
ling about,  and  if  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  hon.  Members,  I  should  be 
glad  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down. 
If  all  hon.  Gentlemen  want  is  discussion 
of  that  which  lies  within  the  scope  of 
this  Bill,  I  shall  be  willing  and  ready, 
and  even  anxious,  to  give  an  opportunity 
for  it.  But  if  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land wish  to  turn  the  measure  into  a 
general  Irish  Judicature  Bill,  it  would, 
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as  I  have  said,  be  impossible  to  proceed 
with  it.  If  we  cannot  pass  the  Bill  with 
expedition,  we  shall  be  obliged,  though 
much  against  our  wish,  to  fill  up  ute 
vacant  Judgeship.  I  merely  state  this 
as  a  fact,  and  not  as  a  threat.  I  am, 
however,  quite  willing  to  defer  the  Com- 
mittee stage  until  Monday. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
it  would  be  found  that  Thursday  would 
be  a  more  convenient  day.  [Sir  MiffWAWT/ 
Hicks-Beaoh  :  No ;  I  will  not  oonseat 
to  a  postponement  until  Thursday.] 
Ferhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  me  to  state  my  reasons.  In  all 
probability,  the  very  important  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  which  stands  in 
the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
will  come  on  on  Monday ;  and  it  is  ex- 
tremely unlikely  that  that  Amendment 
will  be  disposed  of  at  such  a  time  as  it 
would  be  proper  to  take  up  the  conside- 
ration of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  raises  a 
very  important  Constitutional  question — 
the  question  of  the  promotion  of  Judges ; 
and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  considered 
at  a  time  when  the  House  is  able  to  give 
proper  attention  to  it.  The  warning  or 
threat  which  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
casts  out  to  us,  that  if  the  Bill  is  not 
passed  immediately  it  will  be  neeeesary 
to  fill  up  the  Chief  Justiceship,  does  not 
impress  us  very  much,  because,  after  the 
valuable  opinion  which  the  preeent  At* 
torney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
has  given  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  we 
think  he  would  make  as  good  a  Chief 
Justice  as  anyone  else. 

MB.SFEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber press  his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  chance  :  I  fear  I  must 
it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  U* 

Committee  deferred  till  T</-iMfr«ir. 
MOTIONS. 


COLONIAL  8EBVI0B   [PSXSIOIIS.1 

Cfontidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Re9ohedy  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthorii*  tW 


extension  and  amendment,  in  certain  oasaa.ul 
the  Colonial  Oovemon*   I'enaiona  Acta*  1«AS 
and  1872,  and  of  '*  The  Superannoataoa  XOl 
1859." 
Resolution  to  be  reported  ro-iMfTHr. 
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NATIONAL  PROVIDENT  INSUBANOE. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  best  system  of  Na- 
tional Provident  Assurance. — ( Mr.  Rankin.) 

CHUHOH  DISCIPLINE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Sandys,  Bill  to  regu- 
late Proceedings  under  "  The  Church  Discipline 
Act,  1840/'  and  the  Public  Worship  Regulation 
Act,  1874,"  and  to  amend  the  same,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  Wardle, 
and  Mr.  Joioey. 
^m presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  156.] 

CONTUMACr     IMPRISONMENT     ABOLITION 

BILL. 

On  motion  of  Colonel  Sandys,  Bill  to  abolish 
Imprisonment  for  Contumacy  in  proceeding 
unoer  the  Church  Discipline  Act  of  1840  and 
the  Public  Worship  Act  of  1874,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  Whitley, 
Mr.  Wardle,  and  Mr.  Joicey. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  157  ] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
Friday^  4ih  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  Committbb  —  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  appointed  and  nominated. 

PvBLic  Bills — First  Riding — Appellate  Juris- 
diction* (16}. 

Second  Reading — Pluralities  Act  Amendment  * 

(U). 
Third  Reading  —  Christchurch   (Southampton^ 

Charter  (Correction    of   Error)*    (4},   ana 

passed. 


APPELLATE  JUBISDIOTION  BILL   [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 

Act,  1876 — Wta  presented  by  The  Lord  Ckan- 

cbllob;  read  1*.  (No.  15.) 

STANDING  OBDEBS  COMMITTEE. 

Appointed:  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : 


£.  Cadogan. 

(Ld.  Privy  Seal.) 
M.  Winchester. 
M.  Bath. 
£.  Lathom. 

(Ld.  Chamberlain.) 
E.  Devon. 
£.  Lindsay. 
£S.  Carnarvon. 
K.  Mmtown. 
£.  Belmore. 
E.  Powis. 
^.  Yemlam. 


E.  Morley. 
E.  Amherst. 
£.  Camperdown. 
E.  Ducie. 
E.  Sydney. 
E.  Whamcliffe. 
E.  de  Montalt. 
Y.  Hutchinson. 
V.  Hardinge. 
V.  Eversley. 
V.  Oxenbridge. 
L.  deRos. 
L.  Clinton. 


L.  Saye  and  Sele. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

L.  Boyle. 

L.  Digby. 

L.  Thurlow. 

L.  Hopetoun. 

L.  Foxford. 

L.  Colchester. 


L.  Silohester. 

L.  Kintore. 

L.  Sudeley. 

L.  Belper. 

L.  £[artismere. 

L.  Wolverton. 

L.  Sandhurst. 

L.  Colville  of  Culross. 


PBIYATE  BILLS. 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee unless  otherwise  ordered. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  ith  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  Committbb  —  Elections 
(Intervention  of  Peers,  &c.),  appointed  and 
nominated. 

Public  Bills  -^  Resolution  in  Committee  — 
Ordered  —  First  Reading  —  Colonial  Service 
(Pensions)  •  [158]. 

Ordered — First  J^^adftny— Ecclesiastical  Assess- 
ments (Scotland)  (No.  2)  •  [160] ;  Foynes 
Harbour  (Transfer)  •  [169]. 

Q  UESTIONS. 

— • 

POST   OFFICE    (IRELAND)— IMPROVED 
POSTAL  SERVICE  AT  KINSALB. 

Mb.  HOOPEE  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  What  steps  have 
been  taken  to  secure  an  earlier  arrival 
and  delivery  of  the  evening  mails  in 
Kinsale ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
near  approach  of  the  fishery  season,  he 
will  take  the  matter  into  his  immediate 
consideration,  and  endeavour  to  provide 
an  improved  postal  service,  at  all  events 
during  the  fishing  season  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
For  the  day  mail  to  and  from  Kinsale 
the  Office  makes  use  of  such  trains  as 
the  Railway  Company  run  for  traffic 
purposes ;  and  trains  more  closely  fitted 
at  Cork  to  the  Dublin  Day  Mail  could 
only  be  obtained  at  a  large  additional 
expenditure  altogether  out  of  proportion 
to  the  postal  benefit  to  be  atibrded. 
Steps  were  taken  recently  with  a  view 
to  acceleratiog  the  delivery  of  the  letters 
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in  Kinsale  after  arrival,  and  this  was  as 
far  as  the  Department  felt  warranted  in 
going ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  can  put 
me  in  possession  of  further  information 
on  the  subject,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
consider  whether  any  further  improve- 
ment can  be  effected. 

POST  OFFICE  CONTRACTS— CONVEY- 
ANCE OF  MAILS  TO  NEW  YORK. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  When  the  cur- 
rent contract  for  the  conveyance  of  Her 
Majesty's  mails  to  New  York  will  ex- 
pire; and  upon  what  conditions  and 
terms  the  service  is  thereafter  to  be 
maintained  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
f  Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  current  agreements  for  the  convey- 
ance of  mails  to  New  York  will  expire 
on  the  last  day  of  this  month.  Nego- 
tiations are  in  progress  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  an  efficient  service  after  that 
time ;  but  the  actual  conditions  have  not 
yet  been  determined.  I  hope,  however, 
to  make  a  further  statement  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  now  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  continue  the  tri- weekly  service 
vid  Queenstown  ? 

Mr.  raikes  :  I  think  it  would  be 
premature  for  me  to  offer  any  observa- 
tions on  the  matter ;  but  I  hope  in  a  few 
days  to  do  so. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— EX- 
CONSTABLE  MARTIN  JOYCE. 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
(for  Sir  Thomas  Esmoxde)  (Dublin  Go., 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  ex- 
constable  Martin  Joyce,  who  left  the 
Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  in  November 
last,  has  served  30  years  of  general  good 
conduct  in  the  Force;  if  for  the  last 
eight  years  there  have  been  no  com- 
plaints or  punishments  of  any  kind 
against  him;  and,  if,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  provisions  of  the  In« 
spector  General's  Circular  of  9th  May 
1 883  will  be  permitted  to  apply  in  his 
case,  so  that  he  may  draw  his  full  pen- 
sion of  £64  a-year  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  constable  mentioned  was  several 
times  guilty  of  serious  misconduct,  in- 
cluding  drunkenness,    and    was   once 
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actually  warned  for  dismissal.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Discharge  Board 
properly  recommended  him  for  a  reduced 
pension.  The  Circular  referred  to  does 
not  preclude  such  a  course.  Not  only 
does  the  Statute  empower  the  granting 
of  reduced  pensions,  but  it  has  been  the 
invariable  practice  to  exercise  that  power 
in  proper  cases. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)— LENZIE 
PUBLIC  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  8t 
EoUox)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  in  the 
Lenrie  Public  School,  under  the  Cadder 
and  Kirkintilloch  School  Boards  (the 
only  public  school  in  Lenrie),  the  lowest 
school  fees  charged  for  infants  is  7<.  6tf. 
per  quarter,  rising  to  £l  10<.  per  quarts 
in  Standards  Y.  and  YI. ;  what  number 
of  children,  if  any,  of  the  Railway 
servants  and  of  the  working-claases 
atteud  said  school ;  and,  whether  Lenzie 
Public  School  is  on  the  list  of  State- 
aided  schools  in  Scotland,  in  reoetpt  of 
Government  Grant  and  the  benefits  of 
local  taxation  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
foub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Lenrie 
Public  School  has  not  yet  been  placed 
upon  the  list  of  schools  credited  with 
annual  grant.  Some  correspondence 
has  taken  place  with  regard  to  the 
scale  of  fees ;  and  while  my  Lords  have 
sanctioned,  under  reserve,  a  scale  of  fees 
corresponding  with  that  adopted  in 
other  schools  of  a  rimilat  class,  that 
scale  is  subject  to  revirion,  and  the 
payment  of  g^nt  will  depend  upon  the 
proportion  which  the  whole  fees  bear  to 
the  average  attendance.  My  Lords  have 
no  means  whatever  of  knowing  aaj- 
thing  as  to  the  class  of  children  attend- 
ing the  school. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAXD)— THE 
PETTY  SESSIONS  DISTRICT  OF  BOYLK. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)(for  Mr.O'KEiAT^ 
(Roscommon,  N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaad, 
Whether  his  attention  had  been  caUed 
to  a  report  stating  that  the  conduct  of 
Messieurs  Webb,  Whitby  Lynch,  aa4 
Kirk  wood  caused  a  disturbance  in  th« 
Boyle  Borough  Court ;  whether 
gentlemen  are  Justices  of  the 
for  the  Petty  Sessions  District  of  BotW. 
and  whether  they  are  in  the  habit  «f 
hearing  and  deciding  casea  in  whick 
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one  or  other  of  them  is  interested ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  GovernmeDt 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  matter? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.):  I  have  no  information 
which  would  enable  me  to  make  any 
communication  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
with  regard  to  the  Justices  named  in  the 
Question.  I  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  persons  aggrieved 
may  themselves  make  complaints  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)    ACT,    1877.  -  MR. 
HEALY,  GOVERNOR  OF  CLARE 
COUNTY  PRISON. 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  after 
a  few  years'  service  as  Goyemor  of  Clare 
County  Prison,  Mr.  Healy  was  awarded 
a  yearly  pension  of  £117,  charged  upon 
the  county  rates,  and  that  the  Clare 
Grand  Jury  were  not  consulted  on  the 
subject ;  upon  what  authority  this  course 
was  taken ;  and  if  Mr.  Healy  still  holds 
a  salaried  position  as  a  public  servant  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Seven  years  ago  Mr.  Healy  was  granted 
a  pension  of  the  amount  stated ;  £102 
per  annum  of  this  sum  is  payable  by  the 
late  prison  authority,  and  the  balance 
by  the  Treasury.  The  pension  was 
awarded,  in  the  usual  course,  by  the 
I^rds  of  the  Treasury,  who  had  all 
the  facts  before  them.  It  is  not  usual 
to  consult  the  Grand  Juries  with  re- 
ference to  prison  officers'  superan- 
nuation, as  the  matter  is  regulated  by 
statute — (Section  32  of  the  Prisons  Act, 
1877).  I  am  not  aware  how  Mr.  Healy 
is  now  employed. 

Mb.  cox  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  Mr.  Healy 
held  exactly  the  same  position  with  re- 
gard to  the  MuUingar  Prison,  and  got 
the  same  salary  ^ 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH :  I 
am  not  aware.  If  he  returned  to  the 
Public  Service,  the  general  rule  would  be, 
that  he  would  no  longer  receive  a  pen- 
sion ;  but  I  will  inquire  into  the  matter. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
EXTRA   POLICE    IN    COUNTY    CLARE. 

Mb.  COX  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
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land.  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  county  cess 
in  the  County  Clare  is  from  40  to  50  per 
cent  higher  than  that  of  the  adjoining 
counties  of  Galway,  Tipperary,  and 
Limerick ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  charge 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  extra  police 
force  in  the  county  amounts  to  over 
£4,000  a-year  levied  off  the  overbur- 
dened occupiers  of  land  in  the  county ; 
and,  if,  having  regard  to  the  peaceable 
state  of  the  county,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment will  withdraw  at  an  early  date 
the  extra  police  force  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  county  cess 
in  County  Clare  is  much  higher  than  in 
the  adjoining  counties  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and,  having  regard  to 
their  comparative  size  and  valuation, 
this  can  hardly  be  wondered  at.  With 
regard  to  the  extra  police,  they  have 
been  reduced  within  the  last  two  years 
from  172  to  130.  The  subject  is  con- 
stantly under  attention ;  but  I  regret 
that  the  Government  cannot  at  the  pre- 
sent time  make  any  further  reduction. 
The  latest  Beturns  as  to  their  cost  show 
something  under  the  figure  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS  — 
CHURCHYARD  BOTTOM  WOOD, 
HIGHGATE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green. 
S.W.)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Epping  Division  of  Essex,  Whether 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
adopted  or  prepared  any  plan  involving 
the  appropriation,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
of  the  Churchyard  Bottom  Wood,  at 
Highgate,  for  building  purposes  ; 
whether  they  have  had  any  correspon- 
dence or  negotiations  with  the  Hornsey 
Local  Board  relative  to  the  purchase  of 
such  Wood ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
correspondence  or  information  as  to 
such  negotiations  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament ;  and  whether  the  Com- 
missioners will  give  an  undertaking 
that,  before  the  appropriation  of  the 
Wood  to  building  purposes  is  deter- 
mined upon  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  to  Parliament  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  the  subject? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping)  :  Tho  Commissioners 
have  made  an  offer  to  sell  the  property 
to  the  Hornsey  Local  Board,  and  the 
period  for  which  that  offer  is  available 
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has  not  y6t  expired.  The  Commissioners 
have  not  adopted  any  other  plan  for 
appropriating  the  land.  They  have  no 
objection  to  produce  the  correspondence. 
They  are  not  prepared  to  give  the  under- 
taking asked  for  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  Question. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS— 
ST.  MARY,  HORNSEY. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Beturn  of 
the  property  held  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Mary,  Homsey,  in  addition  to  Highgate 
Woods ;  and,  of  the  annual  income 
derived  therefrom  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  The  hon.  Member  must 
see  that  a  Return  granted  in  respect  of 
one  parish  could  scarcely  be  refused  in 
respect  of  others.  Disclosure  of  the 
Commissioners'  landed  income  in  se- 
parate parishes  would  cause  great  ex- 
pense, and,  in  many  cases,  would 
amount  to  a  disclosure  of  sums  received 
from  individual  tenants  or  lessees.  On 
these  grounds,  I  feel  unable  to  consent 
to  the  Return  for  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)-MR.    HILLAS, 
HIGH  SHERIFF,   SLIGO  CO. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Hillas, 
the  present  High  Sheriff  of  the  county 
of  Sligo,  has,  since  the  commencement 
of  his  year  of  office,  evicted  tenants  on 
his  own  estate  at  Templeboy ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  in  so  doing  he  acted  illegally  in 
officiating  as  High  Sheriff  in  his  own 
interest;  whether  these  tenants,  who 
owed  two  years'  rent,  offered  to  pay 
one  and  a-half  year's  rent  last  October, 
and  the  remaining  half  year  at  Christ- 
mas following ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Hillas 
refused  this  offer  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol  W.) : 
On  the  26th  of  last  month  three  tenants 
were  evicted  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Hillas, 
two  of  them  owing  two  years'  rent,  and 
the  other  four  years'  rent.  Mr.  Hillas 
has  not  yet  been  sworn  in  as  High 
Sheriff  for  the  county  of  Sligo.  It  is  said 
by  the  tenants,  I  understand,  that  they 
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made  an  offer  to  Mr.  Hillas  which  was 
not  accepted;  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  statement  is  accurate. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  asked,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  it 
was  a  fact  that  Mr.  Hillas  had  acted  at 
the  evictions  in  the  capacity  of  High 
Sheriff,  and  that,  on  a  representation 
made  to  him  by  the  Eev.  Father  Conway, 
he  retired  when  he  found  it  was  Illegal  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Mr.  Hillas  was  not  High  Sheriff  at  the 
time. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD :  He  is  for  thU 
year. 

FISHERY    PIERS    AND    HARBOURS 
(IRELAND) -PULLENDIVA  PIER. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Pollen- 
diva  Pier,  Dromore  West,  is  still  un- 
finished, though  the  grant  for  its  erec- 
tion was  made  in  1880;  and,  if  ao^ 
whether  it  is  intended  to  issue  a  farther 
specification  for  its  completion,  as  the 
original  plan,  though  duly  carried  oat 
by  the  contractor,  has  been  found  totally 
inadequate  for  the  requirements  of  the 
fishermen  of  the  district  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
These  works  were  only  carried  out  by  the 
contractor  in  accordance  with  the  ori* 
ginal  plan,  and  were  handed  over  as 
finished  to  the  care  of  the  Grand  Jarj. 
I  am  informed  that  further  works  were 
applied  for  under  the  Sea  Fisheries  Act 
of  1883  ;  but  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  were  unable  to  comply 
with  the  application.  The  matter  is 
rather  one  for  the  Treasury  than  for 
me. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— LIFE-SAVIKO 
GEAR  ON  "  KAPUNDA."  AND  CERTAIK 
CASUALTIES  IN  1886. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Seoretaiy  to  ihm 
Board  of  Trade,  What  life-saying  gear 
in  the  shape  of  boats,  folding  boat% 
rafts,  life  belts,  and  life  buoys  was  carried 
by  the  lost  emigrant  %\i\^Kapunim  whem 
she  left  Plymouth  on  December  nth 
with  313  souls  on  board,  and  for  how 
many  persons  in  the  aggregate  this 
provided  floating  apparatus  in  caae  of 
accident;  and, further,  if  be  can  state 
how  many  lives  were  lost  from  British 
ships  during  the  year  1886,  and  what 
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fishermen  of  Lough  Neagh  are  put  to 
considerable  expense  in  repairing  their 
boats,  by  reason  of  their  having  to  drag 
them  on  the  shingle  a  great  distance  to 
land  their  fish,  and  if  the  Conservators 
of  Fisheries  will  cause  wooden  jetties 
and  pontoons  to  be  made  at  Derryadd, 
and  other  bays  in  the  Lough,  to  remedy 
the  grievance  of  which  the  fishermen 
complain  ? 

This  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiCHAET.  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
No  complaints  of  this  kind  have  been 
made  to  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries. 
The  Conservators  are  not  under  the  con« 
trol  of  the  Government ;  but  the  Lispec- 
tors  will  communicate  with  them.  They 
do  not  think,  however,  that  that  body 
have  any  funds  at  their  disposal  out  of 
which  they  could  defray  the  cost  of  the 
suggested  work. 


proportion  of  shipwrecks  to  the  whole 
number  were  caused  by  collisions  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Kapunda  had  on  board  two  life-boats 
and  four  other  boats,  of  a  total  capacity 
of  1,637-5  cubic  feet,  which  would  give, 
at  the  rate  of  10  cubic  feet  per  pas- 
seofi^r,  accommodation  for  163  statute 
adults.  She  had  no  folding  boats  nor 
rafts.  There  were  18  life  belts  and  six 
life  buoys  on  board.  The  law  on  the 
subject  was  complied  with,  and  the  in- 
specting officers  have  no  authority  and 
no  power  to  require  more.  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  give  particulars  of 
the  number  of  lives  lost  during  the  year 
1886;  but  during  1885— the  last  year 
for  which  the  figures  are  complete — there 
were  lost  278  passengers  and  1,797  crew. 
The  proportion  of  shipwrecks  caused  by 
collision  to  the  whole  number  of  ship- 
wrecks in  1885,  was  10*25  percent. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  said,  in 
consequence  of  the  Answer  given,  that 
there  was  not  boat  accommodation  for 
one-half  of  the  number  on  board,  he 
should  ask  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House [''Order!  "j 

REDUCTION  OF   RENTS   (SCOTLAND)— 
TRUSTEES  OF  LANDED  ESTATES. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  in- 
tends to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  authorize 
trustees  of  landed  estates  to  grant  re- 
duction of  rents  when  they  think  it 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  trust  to 
do  so? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities)  :  Trustees  at  present 
have  power  in  Scotland  to  grant  reduc- 
tions of  rents,  subject  to  their  being 
responsible  for  their  aotioni  if  benefici- 
aries can  show  that  it  was  not  justifiable 
in  the  circumstances.  I  shall  consider 
whether  it  is  advisable  to  encourage  the 
action  of  trustees  in  this  direction  by 
enabling  them  to  get  protection  by 
approval  of  a  Court  at  the  time  the 
action  is  taken,  so  as  to  save  them 
from,  the  risk  of  their  action  being 
afterwards  impugned. 

FISHERIES    (IRELAND)  —  FISHERMEN 
OF  LOUGH  NEAGH. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  be  aware  that  the 


LAW   AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND)-THE 
ASSIZES-ORDINARY  JURORS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  hardship 
attendant  upon  the  summoning  of  or- 
dinary jurors  to  serve  at  the  Assizes  in 
Ireland ;  and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  take  any  steps  by 
which  men  who  are  totally  unable  to 
meet  the  expenses  involved  in  continuous 
attendance  at  said  Assizes  shall  be  re- 
imbursed their  actual  expenditure  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  I  have  long  been  aware  of  the 
hardship  which  jurors  of  small  means 
are  subjected  to  by  attending  Assizes  at 
a  distance  from  their  homes.  It  is, 
however,  a  necessary  consequence  of  our 
jury  system  that  individuals  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty  are  often  obliged 
to  suffer  serious  inconvenience.  It 
would  be  hardly  possible  to  re-imburse 
them  for  their  actual  expenditure  with- 
out violating  some  of  the  principles  on 
whichthe  jury  system  rests.  The  sub- 
ject is  a  difficult  one,  and  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  promise  anything;  but  I  will 
consult  my  Colleagues  on  the  matter. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTION   AT 

RATHKEALE. 

CoLOxVEL  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  8. W., 
Bootle)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  tho 
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following  telegraphic  report  of  the  state 
of  Ireland,  dated  29th  January — 

''  An  attempted  eviction  near  Rathkeale  had 
to  bo  abandoned  owing  to  the  large  force  of 
people  assembled  there  ;  the  houses  were  well 
fortified,  and  several  men  arrived  armed  with 
scythes  and  pitchforks.  The  occupants  of  the 
houses  threw  boiling  water  upon  the  bailiffs 
when  they  ventured  to  approach  the  dwellings ;  *' 

and,  if  this  report  is  substantially  correct, 
what  directions  will  be  given  to  the 
police  as  to  their  action  against  armed 
resistance  to  the  Law,  until  such  resist- 
ance is  broken  ? 

Mr.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
he  is  aware  the  attempted  eviction  was 
that  of  a  poor  widow  who  owed  an  ex- 
orbitant rent;  and  whether,  previous 
to  proceedings  being  taken  against  her, 
she  made  an  offer  to  submit  the  amount 
of  rent  to  fair  arbitration,  which  the 
landlord  declined  to  do  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  HicKs-BEAcn) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  In  rejjly  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Abraham),  I 
have  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  Mrs. 
Scanlon  had  been  evicted  long  ago — so 
long  ago  as  August,  1885 — and  was  re- 
placed as  caretaker,  and  that,  while 
holding  possession  as  caretaker  under 
the  Petty  Sessions  decree,  this  last  evic- 
tion was  carried  out.  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Sandys)  I  would  say  that  I  hope  he  will 
not  form  bis  opinion  as  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land from  isolated  occurrences  of  this 
kind.  The  report  mentioned  in  this 
Question  contained  a  grossly  exaggerated 
account  of  the  circumstances  to  which  it 
relates.  It  is  true  that  on  the  first  occa- 
sion when  the  eviction  was  attempted  it 
was  not  carried  out.  This  was  because 
the  Sheriff  had  not  provided  himself 
with  implements  to  enable  him  to  effect 
an  entrance  into  the  house.  There  was 
no  assemblage  of  persons  outside  of  any 
kind.  On  the  second  occasion  the  evic- 
tion was  carried  out ;  and  I  am  informed 
that  a  settlement  was  subsequently 
arrived  at  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant,  and  that  the  tenant  was  re- in- 
stated as  tenant,  under  a  new  agreement, 
at  a  reduced  rent.  The  case  does  not 
appear  to  show  any  necessity  for  new 
directions  to  the  Constabulary;  but, 
with  reference  to  other  reports  of  the 
same  kind  as  this,  I  may  say  generally 
that,  where  an  attempt  to  carry  out  an 
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eviction  has  failed,  it  has  always  been 
carried  out  at  a  later  date ;  and  while  I 
have  the  honour  to  be  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  I  will  do  my  best  to  secure 
that  it  always  shall  be. 

LUNATIC     ASYLUMS     (IRELAND)— 
WILLIAM  CRIBBIN,  MULLINGAR 

LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  William 
Cribbin,  late  Storekeeper  in  the  Mul- 
Hngar  Lunatic  Asylum,  was  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Governors  of  that  In- 
stitution, held  on  the  16th  of  Nov- 
ember, 1882,  awarded  a  pension  of 
£25  10«.  per  annum,  being  seventeen 
sixtieths  of  his  salary  and  emoluments* 
the  amount  to  which  he  was  duly  en- 
titled by  Act  of  Parliament;  whether 
this  award  was  subsequently  reduced  by 
the  officials  in  Dublin  Castle  to  £12  10#. 
per  annum;  and,  whether  they  acted 
legally  in  so  doing  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
William  Cribbin's  pension  was  reduced 
on  the  ground,  among  others,  of  iDCom* 
patency,  and  the  Governors  are  legally 
justified  in  the  course  they  have  taken. 

THE  HAYTIAN  GOVERNMENT- 
CLAIMS    OF    BRITISH    SUBJECTS, 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigii 
Affairs,  Whether  Mr.  Hill,  of  theForeig;ii 
Office,  has  made  a  Report  of  the  result  of 
his  investigations  made  last  year  into  the 
ease  of  Mr.  Frederick  B.  Coles,  impri- 
soned by  the  Haytian  Ooveroment,  and 
into  the  cases  of  other  British  subjecta 
having  claims  upon  that  Oovemment; 
and,  if  so,  whether  that  Beport  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feboussok)  (Man* 
Chester,  E.) :  Mr.  Hill  has  made  a  Repozt 
on  the  case  of  Mr.  F.  B.  Coles,  and  on 
the  cases  of  other  British  claimants  in 
Hayti.  Some  of  the  claims  have  not 
yet  been  disposed  of,  and  Her  Majesty** 
Government  do  not  propose  to  present 
any  Papers  on  the  subject,  as  the  nego* 
tiations  are  still  pending. 

EGYPT— MILITARY  EXPEDITION- 
SCIENTIFIC  REPORTS  ON  THE  SOUDAK. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Libm- 
house)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stats  lor 
War,  Whether  ho  has  any  objection  to 
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publish  the  Sciontific  Eeporfs  made  to 
tbeWar  Department  by  Major  Panolt, 
New  South  Wales  EDgineers,  whilst 
serviDg  with  the  Australian  Contingent, 
ond  attached  to  the  Staff  of  Qeneral 
Graham  in  the  Eastern  Soudan,  relating 
to  the  discovery  of  sources  for  fresh 
water  supply,  and  mineral  products  in 
that  country  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  publish 
this  Report,  which  is  accompanied  by 
drawings  of  great  interest  in  themselves, 
but  of  which  the  reproduction  would  be 
very  expensive ;  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  public  interest  would  bo  served 
by  its  publication.  But  I  shall  be  happy 
to  show  it  to  my  hon.  Friend. 

EAST  AFRICA— THE  LONDON  CON- 
FERENCE—THE SULTAN  OF  ZANZIBAR. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  is  able 
to  confirm  the  truth  of  the  statement 
contained  in  The  Times  of  the  11th  of 
December  last,  to  the  effect  that  the 
recent  Conference  in  London  with  re- 
gard to  East  Africa  has  resulted  in  a 
complete  agreement  as  to  the  frontiers 
of  the  Sultanate  of  Zanzibar,  as  well  as 
in  an  understanding  between  England 
and  Germany  as  to  their  respective 
spheres  of  interest  in  that  part  of  the 
world ;  whether  the  said  agreement  has 
received  the  assent  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar ; 
and|  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  prepared  to  make  any  statement,  or 
to  present  any  Papers  relating  to  the 
work  of  the  Delimitation  Commission, 
and  of  the  London  Conference  ? 

Thb  under  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  A  complete  agreement  has 
been  arrived  at  between  England  and 
Germany  as  to  the  frontiers  of  the  Sul- 
tanate, and  as  to  the  respective  spheres 
of  interest  of  the  two  countries.  The 
French  Government  and  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar  have  assented  to  those  por- 
tions of  the  Agreement  in  which  they 
are  interested.  Papers  are  in  prepara- 
tion, and  will  shortly  be  presented. 

NATURALIZATION  OF  ALIENS— FEES. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 

Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
raising  the  fee  for  the  naturalization  of 
aliens  from  £i  to  £5,  he  is  aware  that 
it  had  been  £1  for  many  years  prior  to 
1880,  and  that  it  was  reduced  again  to 
£1  in  May  last  by  the  late  Home  Sec- 
retary, after  the  presentation  of  a  Me> 
morial,  signed  by  93  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  all  shades  of 
political  opinion,  pointing  out  that  the 
charge  (with  stamps  and  Law  expenses 
amounting  to  between  £8  and  £10)  pre- 
vented many  respectable  foreigners  from 
becoming  British  subjects,  although  by 
the  Juries  Act  of  1870  they  are  com- 
pelled, after  1 0  years'  residence,  to  serve 
on  juries,  and  praying  for  the  reduction 
of  the  fee  to  £1  ;  and  whether  he  will 
state  the  grounds  on  which  the  fee  was 
again  raised  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  and  I  was  fully  aware  of  them 
when  I  decided  to  raise  the  fee  again  to 
£5.  In  1880,  the  decision  to  raise  the 
fee  from  £  I  to  £5  was  approved  by  Sir 
Bichard  Cross,  and  afterwards  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  sufficient  reasons  exist  to 
justify  a  departure  from  the  decision 
of  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  for  I  am 
not  satisfied  with  the  reasons  which 
were  urged  upon  my  immediate  Prede- 
cessor (Mr.  Childers)  last  year,  and 
which  finally  induced  him  to  lower  the 
fee.  I  agree  with  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sioners of  1869  in  thinking  that,  ''to  be 
a  British  subject  is  a  valuable  privilege, 
and  to  be  considerately  imparted,"  and 
£5  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  too  large 
a  sum  to  pay  for  the  privilege,  and  for 
the  inquiries  which  are  necessary  before 
a  certificate  of  naturalization  can  be 
granted. 

Mk.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether 
information  has  reached  him  that  on  the 
understanding  that  the  fee  was  to  be 
£1,  200  aliens  in  the  East  of  London, 
whose  average  residence  in  England  has 
been  15  years,  have  been  associated 
together  since  last  October  to  pay  their 
naturalization  fee  and  costs  by  weekly 
instalments ;  and,  whether,  in  the  event 
of  his  maintaining  the  fee  at  £5,  he  will 
permit    those    persons,    provided  their 
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reforencos  provo  to  be  satisfactory,  to  bo 
naturalized  at  the  lower  fee  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews) (Birmingham,  E.) :  Informa- 
tion has  reached  me  that  Associations 
exist  such  as  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to  in  his  second  Question,  in  which  the 
rights  of  British  nationality  are  secured 
to  the  members  by  drawing  a  winning 
number  in  a  lottery.  I  can  make  no 
exception  in  favour  of  members  of  these 
Associations  or  of  any  other  person. 

POLICE    BILL    (SCOTLAND)— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
intends  to  introduce  and  proceed  with  a 
general  Police  Bill  for  Scotland  at  an 
early  date  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maooonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews  Universities),  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  a  Bill  at  an 
early  date ;  but  he  might  mention,  for 
the  information  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  any  delay  that  took  place  was 
only  in  order  that  the  numerous  very 
important  sugfzrestions  which  had  been 
made  by  Public  Bodies  and  others  in 
regard  to  the  terms  of  the  Bill  might  be 
well  considered,  and  that  the  Bill  might 
be  introduced  in  such  a  form  as  should 
make  it  certain  to  pass  during  the  pre* 
sent  Seesion. 

ARMY-CONVERSION  OF  HORSE   AND 
FIELD    ARTILLERY. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  those  officers  belonginfz:  to  the 
batteries  lately  converted  from  Horse  to 
Field  Artillery  may,  in  addition  to 
retaining  their  uniform,  be  allowed  to 
draw  forage  for  the  authorized  number 
of  their  chargers  until  their  re- absorp- 
tion into  the  Horse  Artillery  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stakhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
Yes,  Sir;  this  concession  has  been 
granted  to  the  officers  of  the  batteries  of 
Horse  Artillery  lately  announced  for 
oonversion  to  field  batteries. 

ARMY     ( AUXIUARY      FORCES)  —  THE 
VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION   GRANT. 

Colonel  LAURIE  (Bath)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  the  Corn- 
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mittee  appointed  to  report  upon  the  pro- 
posed increase  in  the  Volunteer  Capita- 
lion  Grant  have  recommended  any 
allowance  in  connection  with  marching 
columns ;  and,  if  such  recommendation 
will  receive  his  sanction  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
Yes,  Sir;  the  Committee  have  recom- 
mended that  a  daily  allowance  of  2#.  a 
day  per  man,  as  in  the  case  of  camps, 
should  be  given  to  such  corps  as  preferred 
to  join  an  organized  marchinc:  column 
for  three  days.  I  understand  that  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  many 
Volunteer  corps  who  are  now  making 
their  Spring  arrangements  to  have 
early  information  as  to  this  recom- 
mendation ;  and  therefore  I  may  say  at 
once  that  is  one  which  we  intend  to 
propose  for  adoption. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELUS  (Nottingham,  Rash- 
clifiPe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Return  re- 
lating to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
for  1886,  similar  to  that  ordered  by  the 
House  on  12th  May  1886  for  1885,  and 
presented  20th  August  1886  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hices-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
These  Returns  were  ordered  last  year. 
In  the  event  of  such  Returns  being 
moved  for  again,  I  will  offer  no  opposi- 
tion ;  bnt  their  preparation  will  take  con* 
siderable  time. 

EAST    AFRICA— MASSOWAH— DEFEAT 
OF  AN  ITALIAN  EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  LEOH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Suu« 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jestj^s  Government  are  in  possesaioo  of 
any  information,  beyond  that  which  has 
appeared  in  the  daily  papers,  respectiag 
recent  proceedings  of  the  Italian  Go- 
vernment at  Massowah,  and  the  rererM 
lately  sustained  by  the  troops  in  Uio 
vicinity  of  that  port  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Javes  FsROUSsoir)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  We  have  no  other  in- 
telligence than  what  has  been  stated 
in  the  Italian  Chamber  by  Oo<ont 
Robilant — ^namely,  that  accordinjr  to 
a    despatch   received   £rom   ttie    Oooi- 
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mandant  at  Massowab,  and  dated  Janu- 
ary 29,  a  serious  conflict  had  taken 
place  with  the  Abjssinians,  who  were 
driven  back  after  four  hours'  com- 
bat ;  and  that  next  day  a  column  sent 
to  re-Tictual  Saati  was  attacked  by  the 
Abyssinians  and  destroyed.  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  has  telegraphed  to  say  that  there 
are  a  considerable  number  of  wounded 
at  Massowah ;  and  he  has  been  autho- 
rized, with  the  concurrence  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant General  Commanding  the  British 
Forces  in  Egypt,  to  offer  assistance  in 
the  way  of  sending  medical  officers  and 
stores. 

LTTNACY  ACTS    AMENDMENT— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  introduce  the  Lunacy  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  which  passed  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  was  read  a  first  time  in 
this  House  last  Session  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Sttjakt-Wortlet)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Liord  Chancellor  has  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords  an  Amendment  Bill 
and  a  Consolidation  BDl.  Both  of  these 
were  circulated  this  morning. 

ARMY— ARMS  OF  OFFICERS— THE 
REVOLVER. 

Mk.  BEOOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Eye) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  no  revolver  or 
pistol  of  any  kind  is  at  present  included 
in  the  equipment  of  officers  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's .^jrmy ;  and,  whether,  such  being 
the  case,  he  will  permit  this  generally 
recognized  as  indispensable  weapon  to 
be  officially  recognized  aud  prescribed 
for  officers  by  regulation  ? 

The  sue YEryOE  GENEEAL  of  the 
ORDNANCE(Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter): 
The  reTolver  is  officially  recognized  as 
an  arm  for  officers  to  take  into  the  field, 
and  ammunition  for  it  is  carried  in  all 
ammunition  columns.  Although  not 
positively  ordered  to  do  so,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  most  officers  do  carry  revolvers ; 
but  it  is  considered  best  not  to  prescribe 
positively  that  an  officer  should  carry  a 
pistol,  because  if  we  did  so  we  should 
have  to  lay  down  the  pattern  ;  and  it  is 
desirable  he  should  select  for  himself, 
when  ordered  on  active  service,  what  he 


considers  to  be  the  best  and  handiest 
pattern  of  pistol. 

COAL  AND  IRONSTONE  MINES— RE- 
PORT  OF  INSPECTORS,  1886. 

Mr.  PICKAED  (York,  W.  E.,  Nor- 
manton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  Whether  he 
will,  on  an  early  date,  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  an  Abstract  of  the 
Eeport  of  Her  Majesty's  Chief  Inspector 
of  Coal  and  Ironstone  Mines  for  the  year 
1886? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuaet-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who replied)  said:  There 
is  no  Chief  Inspector  of  Mines.  No  In- 
spector presents  a  Eeport  in  behalf  of  the 
others.  The  collected  Eeports  of  all  the 
Inspectors,  under  both  Coal  Mines  and 
Metalliferous  Mines  Acts,  are  presented 
to  Parliament  in  one  book  in  or  about  the 
month  of  April.  That  publication  con- 
tains an  abstract  similar  to  that  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks.  To  pre- 
sent to  Parliament  such  abstract  in  ad- 
vance would,  therefore,  lead  to  the  pre- 
sentation twice  over  of  the  same  matter. 
The  abstract  is,  however,  printed  in 
advance,  usually  about  the  middle  of 
March.  Copies  of  it  are  issued  to  the 
Mining  Press  and  to  some  Associations 
connected  with  the  mining  industries. 
These  have  not  hitherto  included  any 
Associations  specially  representative  of 
working  miners.  I  shall  be  glad  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  copies  to  be  printed 
of  such  abstract  with  a  view  to  its  wider 
circulation,  pending  the  appearance  of 
the  collected  Eeports,  and  shall  be  glad 
to  receive  the  suggestions  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers specially  connected  with  the  mining 
industry  with  regard  to  the  enlargement 
of  the  list  of  persons  or  Associations  to 
whom  copies  should  go. 

COAL  AND  IRONSTONE  MINES-DAYS 
OF  DRAWING. 

Mb.  PICKAED  (York,  W.  E.,  Nor- 
man ton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is  within 
his  power  to  order  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors of  Coal  and  Ironstone  Mines  to 
insert  in  their  Annual  Eeport  the  num- 
ber of  days  on  which  each  mine  draws 
coal  or  ironstone;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
give  instructions  that  this  information 
shall  be  given  in  their  Eeport  for  1886  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  In- 
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spectors  hare  no  power  (o  compel  owners 
to  giro  them  information  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  days  on  which  each  mine  draw 
coal  or  ironstone,  so  it  would  be  futile 
for  me  to  give  them  instructions  which 
they  would  be  unable  to  carry  out.  I 
will,  however,  bear  in  mind  the  hon. 
Member's  suggestion,  and  consult  the 
Inspectors  on  the  subject. 

PISHEBT  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)— LOANS 
TO  CROFTING  PARISHES. 

Mb.  C.  8.  PARKER  (Perth)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  ar- 
rangements are  completed  for  enabling 
the  Fishery  Board  to  make  advances  by 
way  of  loan  to  persons  engaged  in  the 
fishing  industry  in  crofting  parishes  in 
Scothind? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) (Manchester,  E.) :  The  rules  in 
respect  to  the  loans,  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  have  been 
determined  and  returned  to  the  Fishery 
Boaid  for  Scotland.  The  Order  in  Council 
required  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Sea  Fishing  Boats  Act  is  now 
being  prepared;  and  its  terms  will,  I 
hope,  be  adjusted  in  the  next  fortnight. 
The  Order  will,  necessarily,  be  of  a  some- 
what complicated  character,  as  it  deals 
with  a  new  system  of  Registration  for 
Fishing  Boats ;  and  it  has  to  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Treasury,  Customs, 
and  Board  of  Trade,  as  well  as  in  my 
own  Department. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE   GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  liOrd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  could  state  the  number  of  actual 
tenants  evicted  on  the  Glenbeigh  pro- 
perty, and  the  number  evicted  who 
merely  had  illepral  possession  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
There  were  31  cases,  some  being  cases 
of  joint  tenancy ;  45  tenants  in  all  were 
evicted.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
ascertain,  18  cases  were  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  25  on  title.  There 
were  two  cases  of  sub-tenants,  which  are 
included  in  the  45  above  mentioned. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURl  SYSTEM —^  CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES 

Mr.  HEALY  (Cork)  asked  Mr.  At- 
tomoy  Qeneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
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is  the  practice  at  Assizes  and  Commis- 
sions in  Ireland  for  Crown  Solicitors  to 
make  inquiries,  subsequent  to  each 
criminal  trial  where  a  juzy  has  dis- 
agreed, for  the  purpose  of  ascertainiog 
who  the  jurors  were  who  were  in  favour 
of  an  acquittal,  so  that  such  jurors  may 
in  suooeeding  cases  be  ordered  to  stand 
by ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  he  will  direct 
this  practice  to  be  discontinued  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  No,  Sir ;  no  such  practice 
exists  as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

INLAND  REVENUE— INCOME  TAX- 
FOREIGN  FIRMS. 
Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  8.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
a  foreign  Company,  or  firm,  represented 
in  this  Country  by  an  agent  only,  pays 
any  Income  Tax  upon  the  profits  it 
makes  in  this  Country  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Yes; 
and  the  liability  in  such  a  case  has 
been  affirmed  by  the  High  Coort  of 
Justice. 

ORDER   OF  THE  BAY. 


ADDRESS   IN  ANSW'ER   TO   HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.        [sBVENTH  XIOHT.J 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton),  in  rising  to  move  the  following 
Amendment  at  the  end  of  tiie  4th  para- 
graph : —  ; 

*'  And  homhly  to  reprosont  to  Her  Majesftr 
that,  ixuumnch  as  the  expenses  of  the  proUxigvd 
occupation  of  Egvpt  by  a  British  Force  hvn  to 
be  borne  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  Km^ 
dom,  the  great  majority  of  whom  hare  nodnct 
interest  in  the  GU>Temment  or  al&iis  of 
and  that  the  retention  of  oar  Trom  in  _ 
is  a  cause  of  suspicion  and  irritatKm  to 

tinental  €K>Temments,  and  calculated  to  w«_ 

the  influence  of  this  Connbj  in  the  GovBctla  of 
Europe,  humbly  to  pray  Her  Majesfty  to  tskv 
immediate  steps  for  recalling  the  vhole  of  Her 
Forces  in  Egypt,'*— 

said,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  read 
through  the  history  of  our  doinga  in 
Egypt  without  feelings  of  amaxement 
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and  shame.     Outside  of  that  House  he 
had  not  met  anyone  who  would  under- 
take to  defend  our  policy    in    Egypt. 
There  was  a  feeling  of  intense  hostility 
on  the  part  of  the  working  classes  in 
this  country  to  the  occupation  of  Egypt, 
and  indeed  of  all  classes  who  were  not 
either  bondholders,  financiers,   or  con- 
tractors who  supplied  swords  that  would 
not  cut,  bayonets  that  were  easily  bent, 
g^ns  that  would  not  go  o£E,  shells  that 
would  not  burst,    and  trusses  of  hay 
stuffed  with  bricks  and  shavings.  There 
were  millions  of  people  in  this  country 
who  considered  public   questions,   and 
judged  public  men  in  a  somewhat  rough 
and  untutored  fashion.     These  people 
had,    however,   to  be   reckoned    with. 
They  had  not   learned  to   distinguish 
between  annexation  and  stealing,   nor 
did    they    interpret    a    temporary    oc- 
cupation as  meaning  four  and  a-half 
years ;  and  the  difference  between  mili- 
tary operations  and  war  was  to  them 
quite  incomprehensible.     Nor  did  the 
workmen  of  this    country    understand 
why  they  were  to  keep  our  troops  in 
JESgypt  to  compel  the  working  people  of 
that  country  to  pay  exorbitant  interest 
on  loans  which  they  never  sanctioned  or 
contracted.     Such  ignorance  on  the  part 
of   our  masters    was,   no    doubt,   very 
lamentable  and  very  inconvenient ;  but 
we  should  have  to  face  the  fact.     He 
(Mr.  Cremer)  did  not  propose  to  discuss 
who  was  answerable  for  our  original 
occupation    of   Egypt;    but  he    main- 
tained that  our  present  unfortunate  posi- 
tion in  that  country  had  resulted  from 
the  Dual  Control,  which  Lord  Derby 
had  wisely  refused  to  countenance,  and 
against  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Prime  Minister  (Mr.    W.  E. 
Gladstone)  had  duly  cautioned  us,  but 
which  Lorid  Salisbury  had  unfortunately 
sanctioned.      What  had  been  the  net 
result  of   our    armed    intervention  in 
lEgypt?    The  weight  of  taxation  had 
not  been  removed  from  the  shoulders  of 
the  people,  justice  was  not  simply  and 
fairly  administered,  the  conscription  had 
not  been  abolished,   and  there  was  no 
security  for  life  and  property  in   the 
country.       Doubtless,    something    had 
been  done  in  the  interest  of  the  bond- 
holders who  had  made  advances  to  the 
Egyptian  Government;  but  what  had 
been  done  to  better  the  position  of  those 
patient  drudges  —  the  poor   people  of 
f^ypt  besides  imposing  upon  them  an 


additional  burden  of  four  millions  to 
re-build  a  city  which  wo  had  wickedly 
and  wantonly  destroyed.  Many  an- 
swers had  been  given  to  the  question 
why  we  had  interfered  in  Egypt  at  all. 
One  answer  was  that  we  had  interfered 
because  the  Suez  Canal  was  in  danger ; 
but  when  our  soldiers  went  there  it  was 
discovered  there  was  no  danger  what- 
ever. Another  answer  was  that  Arabi 
Pasha  was  a  rebel,  and  ought  to  be  put 
down.  The  result  had  been  that  we  had 
put  down  Arabi  Pasha  as  a  rebel,  and 
had  made  him  into  a  hero  who  was 
worshipped  by  the  mass  of  the  people 
in  Egypt.  We  abolished  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  in  Egypt ;  but  with  splendid 
consistency  we  carefully  preserved  the 
unrepresentative  Chamber  of  Notables  at 
home.  What  was  the  Egjptian  diffi- 
culty ?  The  best  answer  to  that  question 
was  contained  in  the  statement  made  by 
the  present  Prime  Minister  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  on  the  5  th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1884,  in  which  he  said — 

*'  A  loan  of  £1,000,000  has  been  advanced  by 

the  house  of  Kothschild  to  the  Khedive 

By  the  Firman  which  placed  the  Khedive  on 
the  Throne  the  Khedive  has  no  power  of  con- 
tracting loans  except  on  the  permission  of  Lis 
creditors.  ...  If  it  be  trne  that  the  Khedive 
has  borrowed  this  sum  of  money  from  the  house 
of  Hothschild,  I  do  not  believe  they  have  ad- 
vanced it  upon  insufficient  security,  and  I  am 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  practically  secured  ISIessrs.  Hethe- 
schild  the  repayment  of  the  loan.*' 

This  was  the  whole  Egyptian  difficulty 
in  a  nutshell.  Financiers  and  bond- 
holders had  been  powerful  enough  to 
obtain  a  guarantee  from  British  Go- 
vernments for  the  repayment  of  Egyptian 
loans  with  interest ;  and  if  the  financiers 
and  bondholders  disappeared  the  problem 
of  the  Egyptian  Question  would  be  easily 
solved.  But  the  important  question 
now  was  how  long  were  they  going  to 
stop  there  ?  Up  till  now  all  the  answers 
that  had  been  vouchsafed  to  them  had 
been  of  the  most  illusory  and  unsatis- 
factory kind.  He  considered  he  had 
good  warrant  for  moving  his  Amend- 
ment, seeing  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
four  years  ago,  declared  that  he  and  the 
world  were  waiting  to  know  what  were 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  of  the 
day,  and  whether  they  meant  to  with- 
draw our  troops.  The  world  was  still 
anxiously  waiting  for  the  information 
which  the  noble  Marquess  complained 
was  not  in  the  Queen's  Speech  iu  1883. 
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Why  had  the  noble  Marqucsn  not  re- 
paired the  omission ;  and,  now  that  he 
was  Prime  Minister,  whv  did  he  not 
j^atify  the  anxiety  of  the  world? 
It  was  the  professed  desire  of  public 
men  to  do  what  was  right  when  they 
were  out  of  Office  and  leaving  it  undone 
when  they  were  in  Office  which  caused 
the  masses  to  lose  faith  and  confidence 
in  them.  He  (Mr.  Cremer)  had  heard 
that  the  Government  had  resolved  upon 
diminishing  our  garrison  in  Egypt,  and 
that  in  a  very  short  time  it  would 
not  exceed  a  corporal's  guard  ;  but 
while  the  British  Flag  floated  in  Egypt, 
and  only  a  handful  of  our  troops 
remained,  the  nucleus  of  future  mis- 
chief would  be  there.  As  successive 
Governments  had  professed  a  sincere 
desire  for  the  evacuation  of  Egypt,  and 
yet  for  some  cause  or  other  had  never 
carried  those  desires  into  effect,  he 
trusted  that  the  House,  by  clearly  mani- 
festing its  will,  would  help  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  up  their  mind  and  would 
cause  a  withdrawal  not  only  of  a  part 
but  of  the  whole  of  our  troops,  and 
clear  out,  bag  and  baggage,  not  next 
year  or  the  year  after,  but  forthwith; 
and  that  the  power  and  influence  of  this 
country  would  no  longer  be  employed  to 
enforce  the  claims  of  the  bondholders. 
In  using  the  word  ''immediate"  in  his 
Amendment  he  did  not  intend  to  imply 
that  a  telegraphic  message  should  be  sent 
ordering  the  troops  to  return  within  48 
hours.  What  he  did  mean  was  that  they 
should  have  some  definite  period  fixed 
for  the  evacuation.  It  might  be  three 
or  six  months,  or  he  should  be  perfectly 
satisfied  if  the  Government  gave  a 
pledge  to  terminate  our  occupation  by 
the  end  of  the  present  year.  If  some 
definite  period  were  stated  he  should 
be  perfectly  satisfied,  and  not  press 
bis  Amendment;  but  they  had  oeen 
80  repeatedly  deceived  by  so  many 
vague  promises  that  he  must  insist 
on  some  absolute  pledge.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  4th  pam graph,  to  add  the 
words  "and  humhly  to  represent  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty that,  inasmuch  as  the  expenses  of  the  pro- 
longed occupation  of  Egypt  by  a  British  Force 
have  to  be  borne  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  f^reat  majority  of  whom  have  no 
direct  interest  in  the  Government  or  affairs  of 
Egypt,  and  that  the  retention  of  our  Troops  in 
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Egypt  is  a  cause  of  suspicion  and  irritation  to 
Continental  Governments,  and  calculated  to 
weaken  the  influence  of  this  Country  in  the 
Councils  of  Europe,  humbly  to  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  take  immediate  steps  for  recalling  the 
whole  of  Her  Forces  from  Egypt." — (Jfr. 
CrctntTt) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

8iB  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,   Cockermouth)    said,   the    noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  ex- 
pressed a  wish  the  other  night  to  have 
some  definite  issue  stated,  and  he  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  therefore,  waa  glad 
they  had  at  last  reached  a  distinct  and 
definite  issue,  and  one  upon  which  thej 
would  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  House 
before  that  evening  closed.    He  would 
not  refer  to  our  previous  action  before 
the  year  he  was  about  to  refer  to ;  bat 
he  had  taken  a  great  interest  in  the 
Egyptian  Question  so  long  ago  as  1882, 
when,  for  the  first  time,  we  were  aerioualj 
involved — by  which  he  meant  by  foroe 
of  arms— in  Egypt.      He  saw  at  that 
time  the   injustice    of   what  we  were 
doing,  and  had  anticipated  the  evils  at 
which  we  had  now  arrived  bj  oor  inter- 
ference, as  he  thought  any  hon.  Qeiitle- 
man  who  had  gone  carefully  into  the 
matter  would  have  done.    He  should 
like  to  give  what  he  would  call  a  bird's- 
eye  view  of  how  things  had  gone  on  in 
Egypt  during  the  last  11  years.     He 
did  not  think  we  had  had  much  to  do 
with  Egypt  prior  to  1875.    In  that  jeo* 
Mr.  Gk>schen  went  out  to  Egypt,  and  he 
was  armed  with  a  letter  from  the  Fovviga 
Secretary  of  the  day,  which  was  hie  cre- 
dential.     In  that    letter   the  Foretga 
Secretary   declared   that  Mr.  ChMchen 
was  a  Member  of  the  late  Gk>venuneBt, 
and  *'  a  person  of  high  position  and  t«> 
putation  in  this  country."    Mr.  Goeehea 
went  out  with    the  avowed  objeet  el 
putting  pressure  upon  the  KhediTe  to 
pay  off  the  Egyptian  Loans  of  1862  aad 
1864,  which  had  been  issued  by  Mr. 
Goschen's  London  firm.    He  originated 
and  obtained  from  the  Khedive  thoeelah 
lishment  of  what  is  known  now  as 
brated  Dual  ControL  One  of  the 
ments  under  the  Dual  Oontrol 
£1,500,000  should  be  raised  horn     ^ 
tivators'   estates   under   the   name    of 
*'  Anticipatory  Collection  of  Land  Ti 
to  pay  off  the  loans  he  had  meatic 
but  there  was  a  oonaideration  for 
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which  was  that  the  Land  Tax  of  tho 
Fellaheen  should  be  gradually  lessened 
nntil,  in  1886,  it  would  be  permanently 
reduced  by  50  per  cent.  No  part  of 
this  had  been  done,  yet  the  £1,500,000 
had  been  paid.  When  Mr.  Goschen 
left  the  country,  after  sanctioning  and 
determining  that  arrangement,  a  rather 
carious  incident  occurred.  There  was  a 
man  called  Sadyk  Pasha  who  was  the 
Financial  Minister  of  Egypt,  and  he  ob- 
jected to  that  arrangement,  because  he 
said  the  Khediye  was  plundering  the 
country  in  concert  with  Europeans. 
That  Minister  was  sent  o£P  to  the  White 
Nile,  which  was  equivalent  in  that  coun* 
try  to  a  sentence  of  death.  There  was 
a  popular  story  told  and  believed  in 
Egypt,  to  the  effect  that  he,  having 
been  sent  to  the  White  Nile,  was  there 
put  in  a  box  alive  and  dropped  to  the 
bottom  of  the  river.  However  that 
might  be,  it  was  certain  that  he  had 
never  been  seen  or  heard  of  since,  and 
he  was  just  as  likely  to  be  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Nile  as  anywhere  else.  Mr. 
Gk>schen  had  done  one  of  the  most  re- 
markable things  in  history,  for  he  went 
to  Egypt  and  put  that  country  into 
commission  for  the  benefit  of  the  usurers 
who  lent  money  to  the  old  Khedive. 
That  was  a  great  deed,  and  fully  entitled 
him  to  be  what  he  was  now — the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  this  country. 
Things  went  on  very  well  for  a  time ; 
the  people  were  whipped,  tortured,  and 
taxed,  and  by  the  exercise  of  those  forces 
they  were  compelled  to  pay  the  amount. 
Then  came  the  crowning  crime  of  all. 
These  Egyptians  had  a  kind  of  House 
of  Commons — a  Kepresentative  Assembly 
— and  they  decided  to  vote  that  portion 
of  their  Budget  which  did  not  interfere 
with  the  funds  out  of  which  the  Debts 
were  to  be  paid.  Our  officials  in  that 
country  did  all  they  could  to  prevent  it, 
sending  at  last  an  ultimatum,  the  re- 
jection of  which  led  to  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria  —  one  of  the  greatest 
crimes  ever  committed  by  this  country 
during  the  century.  Then  back  came 
all  the  hoard  of  European  locusts, 
screwing  and  grinding  the  taxation  out 
of  the  people.  In  spite  of  assurances 
they  had  heard  in  that  House,  the  use 
of  tho  bastinado  and  the  torture  seemed 
still  to  be  employed  in  Egypt.  [**0h, 
oh  I  "]  He  had  heard,  on  good 
authority,  that  Egyptian  Government 
officials  now  used  the  cane  for  purposes 


of  torture.     If  that  were  so,  it  would 
appear    that    we     had     improved    the 
position  of  the  Egyptian  people  to  the 
extent  of  abolishing  the  kourbash,  and 
introducing  the  cane.    If  we  were  to 
remain  in  Egypt,  it  was  worth  while  to 
consider  what  good  we    had    already 
done  there.     He  should  state  the  case 
in  this  way :  We  had  raised  the  Funded 
Debt  from  £90,000,000  to  £100,000,000; 
we  had  slaughtered  many  thousands  of 
Egyptian  soldiers;  we  had  badly  crip- 
pled,   if    we    had    not    crushed,    the 
National  Chamber,  the  only  Kepresen- 
tative Body  they  had;    we  had  bom- 
barded their  principal  commercial  city 
under    circumstances    of   the    greatest 
horror ;  and,  on  the  whole,  it  was  clear 
we   had  increased  their  taxation,   al- 
though it  was  sometimes  asserted  that 
we  had  reduced  it.     We  had  promoted 
the  most  horrible  vice  and  debauchery 
in  Cairo;  we  had  sown  dissension  be- 
tween the  Khedive  and  his  people  ;  and 
had  succeeded  in  crushing  out  the  first 
little  spark  of  liberty  and  independence 
which  had  been    seen  in  an    Eastern 
nation  for  generations  past.    That  was 
what  we  had  done  for  Egypt.     What 
good    had    our    occupation    of   Egypt 
done  to    ourselves  ?      It  had    excited 
against  us  the  auger  and  jealousy  of 
all  the  other  European  nations ;  it  had 
cost    the    taxpayers    of    this    country 
millions  upon  millions  of  money,    and 
led    to   those  horrible   battles  in    the 
Soudan.     That  money  and  the  lives  of 
our  soldiers  had  been  spent  in  slaugh- 
tering a  people  **  rightly  struggling  to 
be  free."    The  result  was  that  we  had 
another  Ireland  some  thousands  of  miles 
Away;  just  as  if  one  Ireland  was  not 
enough.      He  did  not    know    of    any 
human  being  who  had  benefited    by 
the  proceedings  in   Egypt,  except  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley  and   Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour,  who  had  got  their  Peerages 
and  their  pensions.  Our  policy  in  Egypt 
was  now  condemned,  although  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  it  was  initiated  by 
Members    on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  supported  by   Members  on  both 
sides.    They  were  all  guilty.     He  was 
glad,  however,   to  see  in  the  Address 
which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
late  Prime    Minister  (Mr.    Gladstone) 
issued  as  his  election  manifesto  in  1885, 
the  following  passage : — **  We  must  not 
expect  recompense  for  all  we  have  done 
in  Egypt  ;    what    we  must    expect    is 
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retTibution.''  In  wbat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  liad  said,  it  eeemed  to  him 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  that  he  had 
spoken  truly.  It  was  most  certain  that 
the  longer  we  went  on  in  national  crime 
the  greater  would  be  our  national 
punishment.  It  was  because  he  wished 
to  put  an  end  to  that  crime  as  soon  as 
he  could  that  he  cordially  supported  the 
Amendment. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jahes  Febgusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Haggerston 
Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer)  had 
introduced  an  Amendment  which,  while 
founded  on  a  desire  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  British  force  from  Egypt,  had 
traversed  incidentally  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  British  occupation  of  Egypt. 
He  was  glad  the  hon.  Member  had  so 
connected  the  subjects,  because  this 
would  render  his  task  very  much  easier. 
He  had  here  to  admit  that  the  mainten- 
ance of  a  European  force  in  Egypt  was 
closely  bound  up  with  the  propriety  of 
our  influence  over  the  government  of 
Egypt,  and  the  presence  of  our  troops 
there  must  stand  or  fall  by  the  propriety 
of  our  presence  there,  and  the  benefit  of 
our  presence  there  to  Egypt,  to  this 
country,  and  to  the  world.  He  should 
hope  to  satisfy  the  House  that  our  pre- 
sence in  E^pt  was  not  productive  of  the 
mischief  which  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  described.  So  far  from 
our  object  there  being  for  the  benefit  of 
the  bondholders  and  with  disregard  of 
the  interests  of  the  people,  he  main- 
tained that  the  interests  of  the  bond- 
holders were  the  smallest  portion  of  the 
considerations  of  the  Gt)vemment.  Na- 
tional and  international  interests  were 
our  objects,  and  a  necessary  condition 
of  the  fulfilment  of  those  national  and 
international  objects  was  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  Egypt.  He  was  quite  content  to 
rest  his  opposition  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  question  whether  our 
presence  and  control  over  the  GK>- 
yemment  of  Egypt  had  been  and  were 
likely  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Egypt.  No  doubt  there  were 
other  considerations  which  had  not  been 
stated  to  the  House,  but  which  must  be 
present  to  their  minds  in  considering  a 
subject  of  such  great  importance.  He 
was  far  from  objecting  to  the  proposition 
that  the  people  of  this  country  had  a 
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right  to  a  full  explanation  of  so  great  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  and  he  thought 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be  the 
last  to  deny  to  them  that  full  explana- 
tion. It  was  quite  true,  as  waa  stated 
in  the  Amendment,  that  any  expenditure 
by  this  country  must  be  borne  by  the 
taxpayers.  It  was  useless  now  to  go  into 
matters  of  ancient  history,  but  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  our  presence  in  Egypt 
was  justifiable.  He  might  remind  them 
that  no  act  of  the  Gt>vemment  in  regard 
to  Egypt  had  been  repudiated  or  cen- 
sured by  that  House.  The  reason  why 
our  occupation  of  Egypt  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  heavy  charges  to  this  country 
was  on  account  of  the  expenses  of  expe- 
ditions and  undertakings  for  objects 
which  he  was  quite  sure  the  public  opinion 
of  the  country  approved  at  the  tune. — 
P*  Hear,  hear ! "  and  cries  of  "  No!"]— 
Did  not  public  opinion  approve  the  expe- 
ditions to  relieve  General  Gk>rdon  rad 
the  beleaguered  garrisonsof  the  Sondaji? 
It  was  to  those  expeditions  that  tke 
great  military  expense  of  the  British 
occupation  was  due.  He  could  not  €mn% 
noticing  an  attack  which  had  been  made 
on  an  eminent  Member  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury's Government.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  gone  out  of  his  way  to  go 
into  a  matter  which  had  more  than  onee 
been  the  subject  of  debate  in  the  Houae. 
The  charge  brought  against  the  Chaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been  uttexlj 
contradicted  and  dispelled. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber^ 
land,  Cockermouth)  :  What  charge  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said^  tbe 
charge  was  that  Mr.  Goschen  went  to 
Egypt  in  the  interest  of  the  bondholden 
for  whom  his  firm  had  contracted  a  loan. 
Mr.  Goschen  absolutely  denied  and  dia- 
pelled  that  accusation.  Mr.  Qoaebcm 
went  to  Egypt,  he  believed,  on  a  miaaiott 
to  advise  for  the  restoration  of  the  finan- 
cial equilibrium,  which  waa  then 
ously  threatened. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  The 
[  Cries  of  *•  Order,  order  I  "] 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Mr. 
Goschen,  in  going  to  Egypt,  had  ao 
private  interest  or  object  whatOfTor. 
That  he  has  before  stated  pnblidj  is 
this  House,  and  that  char^  ought  to  be 
buried  in  oblivion.  It  is  utterly  aa- 
worthy  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Umj  I 
ask  Vhat  the  charge  is  ? 
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Sib  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  said,  the 
charge  was  that  he  went  to  Egypt  in  the 
interest  of  his  own  firm. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  :  What  I 
said  was  that  he  went  in  the  interest  of 
the  bondholders. 

Sib  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  said,  that 
was  so;  but  the  hon.  Baronet  added  that 
it  was  in  connection  with  a  loan  to  be 
negotiated  by  his  own  firm.     He  main- 
tained that  Mr.  Gt)sohen  went  to  Egypt 
in  the  interest  of  the  Egyptians,  to  place 
the  finances  on  a  better  footing,  and  the 
result  of  his  visit  was  that  the  burdens 
of  Egypt  were  lessened.    The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  well  have  waited  till  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  a  seat 
in  the  House — which  would  not  be  long. 
When  the  right    hon.  Gentleman  was 
there  he  would  be  well  able  to  maintain 
his  own  position.     Meantime,  he  repu- 
diated the  charge  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's behalf.     He  had  now  to  deal 
with  the  part  taken  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  the  occupation  of  Egypt. 
It  should   be  remembered  that    Lord 
Salisbury,  when  he  took  Office  in  1885, 
succeeded  to  the  position  then  existing, 
and    inherited    the    engagements  pre- 
viously undertaken.    He  was  much  mis- 
taken if  the  people  of  this  country  were 
not  anxious  that  a  Government  should 
fulfil  its  inherited  obligations,  even  when 
they  became  onerous.      Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  had  steadily  set  their  faces 
to  reduce  the  British  Force  in  Egypt, 
and  the  consequent  charge   upon  the 
British  public,  to  the  utmost  of  their 
power.     Last   May  the  British   Force 
amounted  to  1 1,000  men  ;  in  the  autumn 
it  was  reduced  to  9,000 ;  and  now,  by  the 
altered  state  of  circumstances,  it  was  in 
course  of  reduction  to  about  5, 000.  While 
every  Government  had  been  anxious  to 
reduce  the  Force,  circumstances  had  oc- 
oarred  which  necessarily  postponed  the 
fulfilment  of  that  wish.   Last  autumn  in- 
telligence wasreceived  that  a  considerable 
force  of  rebels  was   coming  down  the 
Nile.   There  was  much  dissension  among 
tlieir  troops,  and  considerable  difficulty 
was  experienced  in  preventing  the  best 
of  them  from  deserting  to  the  Egyptian 
lines.     But,    so    far    as    the     British 
tazpaver  was  concerned,   he  ventured 
to    tell    the    House    that,    when    they 
were  able  to  bring  down  the  number 
of  British   troops   to    5,000,    the    cost 
to    this  country  would   be  only   about 
£50,000.     But,  whether  the  cost  had 


been  large  or  small,  it  had  been  justi  - 
fied  by  the   circumstances.     The    hon. 
Member  said  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  taxpayers  had  no  direct  interest  in 
the  government  and  affairs  of  Egypt. 
Of  course,  it  was  quite  true  that  few 
English  taxpayers,  beyond  the    bond- 
holders, had  a  direct   interest  in  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.     But  the  great  body  of 
the  people  were  units  in  the  body  politic, 
and,  as  such  units,  they  were  affected  by 
our  relations  with  the  Great  Powers,  and, 
in  that  sense,  everyone  was  interested 
in  our  occupation  of  Egypt.     There  was 
no    country  in   the   world   which   had 
foreign  interests  more  wide  and  varied 
than  those  of  this  country.     He  was 
glad  to  find  by  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment—that    the    occupation  of  Egypt 
*^  weakened  our  interests  in  the  Councils 
of  Europe  " — that  the  hon.  Member  did 
recognize  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  influence  in  the  Councils  of  Europe, 
and  that  he  put  far  from  him  that  theory 
of  parochial  politics  which  held  that 
Great  Britain  ought  to  have  no  such  in- 
fluence, and  ought  to  pursue  a  course  of 
absolute  isolation.      But  he  denied,  on 
three  grounds,   the    allegations  of  the 
Amendment  that  our  presence  in  Egypt 
was  a  cause  of  suspicion  and  irritation 
among  foreign  Governments.    First,  we 
were  there  with  the  consent  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers.     In  March,  1885,  a  Con- 
vention was  signed  in  London  with  the 
five  Powers  for  the  loan  of  £9,000,000, 
part  of  which  was  applicable  to  the  pay- 
ment of  our  troops.     It  was  clear,  then, 
that  at  that  time  the  Powers  recognized 
the  presence  of  our  Army  in  Egypt,  and 
our  control  over  the  government  of  the 
country.    The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  spoken  emphatically  on  this  assent 
of  the  powers  to  our  continued  presence 
in  Egypt.     Secondly,  not  only  were  we 
there  with  the  consent,  and  by  the  man* 
date,  of  Europe,  but  the  Great  Powers 
had  abstained  from  pressing    the  Go- 
vernment on  the  question  of  the  duration 
of  our  stay,  and  from  raising  objections 
to  it,  and  with  the  increasing  recognition 
on  their  part  that  our  objects  in  remain- 
ing in  the  country  were  not    selfish, 
much  had  been  effected  towards  the  re- 
moval of  all  cause  of  jealousy  and  ill-will. 
We  were  there  for  the  good  of  Egypt 
and  the  world,  and  were  ready  to  enter 
into  solemn  engagements  for  the  neutra- 
lization of  the  country,  and  of  the  great 
highway  which  traversed  it.    To  nothing 
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was  this  improved  state  of  things  more 
owiDg  than  to  the  conciliatory  and  dig- 
nitied  attitude  of  thelateLord  Iddesleigh. 
It  had  always  been  a  great  satisfaction 
to  him  to  have  assisted  his  noble  Friend's 
labours,  and  it  was  a  pleasurable  thought 
that  it  was  by  Lord  Iddesleigh' s  wish 
that  he  was  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
Thirdly,  we  were  in  Egypt  also  with  the 
consent  of  the  Sovereign  Power.  Pre- 
viously to  the  Convention  signed  at  Con- 
stantinople in  October,  1885,  we  had  not 
the  sanction  of  the  Sublime  Porte.  The 
presence  of  a  European  Power  in  the  Tur- 
kish dominions  was  naturally  a  source  of 
uneasiness  to  the  Porte.  But  when  the 
Sublime  Porte  appointed  a  distinguished 
Turkish  officer  to  act  with  a  British 
statesman,  it  became  clear  that  we  had 
obtained  the  authority  of  the  Sovereign 
Power,  and  one  source  of  jealousy  both 
in  Turkey  and  the  rest  of  Europe  was 
removed.  He  denied,  therefore,  that 
suspicion  and  irritation  were  aroused  by 
our  presence  in  Egypt,  and  he  boped  the 
Government  would  more  and  more  jus- 
tify the  occupation.  .  He  would  ask  the 
House  not  to  revive  past  discussions, 
whicb  could  only  serve  to  increase  our 
difficulties.  Our  military  occupation  was 
only  a  means  to  an  end,  and  if  our  force 
was  entirely  withdrawn  there  was  nothing 
immediately  to  take  its  place.  The 
memory  of  those  contests  in  which 
British  soldiers  saved  the  country  from 
supreme  disaster  was  so  fresh  that  they 
oould  not  leave  the  Egyptian  army,  won- 
derfully efficient  as  it  imdoubtedly  was, 
without  the  support  of  a  British  reserve. 
The  considerations  which  the  Qovern- 
ment  had  in  view  in  their  occupation 
were  well  known  to  the  world.  Egypt 
was  an  inherent  part  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire which  it  had  been  the  policy  of  this 
country  to  maintain  and  support.  We 
desired,  therefore,  to  make  Egypt  strong 
and  a  strength  to  the  Turkish  Empire. 
Our  first  object,  therefore,  was  to  re- 
establish financial  equilibrium,  to  organ- 
ize a  sound  system  of  administration, 
and  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
people.  By  the  creation  of  an  effective 
army  and  police,  we  hoped  to  establish  a 
strong  Government  which  should  recog- 
nize the  supremacy  of  the  Sultan  as  the 
head  of  the  Mahommedan  world.  [  *  *  Oh , 
oh !  "  from  th$  OppositiorhA  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  that  objection.  It 
would  bo  contrary  to  all  traditions  of 
the  British  Government  if  we  were  to  be 
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in  Egypt  without  the  fullest  recognition 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Sultan.     Aided 
by  the  co-operation  of  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment,  unprecedented    success    had 
attended  our  control  of  Egyptian  affairs 
during  the  last  year  and  a  half.    The  fer- 
ment caused,  by  Arabi's    insurreetiou 
had  calmed  down,  crime  had  diminished, 
and  brigandage  had  almost  disappeared; 
justice    was  now  well    regulated   and 
honestly    administered,     punishment — 
which  had  often  failed  to  attend  grave 
offence — was  now  impartially  adminis- 
tered, and  punishments  were  moderate  in 
amount.  The  prisons,  which  had  been  in 
a  scandalous  condition,  were  also  well  mm- 
naged,  and  there  had  been  no  increase  of 
taxation  ;    and,  indeed,  the  burdens  of 
the  people  had  in  some  respects  beoi 
lightened,  although  he  regretted  that  it 
had  not  been  found  possible  immediatelj 
to  reduce  the  Land  Tax,  which  was  a 
heavy  burden  and  more  oppressive  even 
than  it  was  in  India.     It  had  been  re- 
duced  by  the  partial  abolition  of  the 
corvie^  which  recdly  operated  as  a  heavj 
impost  on  the  cultivators,  and  last  year 
the  Eevenues  of   Egjrpt  were  able  to 
bear  a  charge  of  £200,000  for  this  work. 
Then  the  Expenditure  of  the    country 
had    been    regulated.    There    was  no 
loDger  any  waste,  and  the  finances  bad 
been  put  in  order.     Enormous  advaQoes 
had  been  made  towards  that  end.     Last 
September  in  Committee  of  Supply  hs 
told  the  House  that  there  was  a  good 
prospect    of    the    Bevenues    rising    in 
1885-6  being  sufficient  to  repay  the  5 
per   cent    coupons  deducted  from  tbo 
debt.     The  Eevenues  had  been  ampij 
sufficient  for  that  purpose.     More  tbaa 
that,  they  had  sufficed  to  pay  in  full  tha 
interest  on  the  Suez  Canal  Shares.  Thea 
there  was  the  £200,000  he   had  maa- 
tioned  in  relief  of  the  eorvie,  and  thara 
was  a  surplus  of  about  £60,000  over  alL 
Since  that  Estimate  had  been  made  oat 
they  had  heard  that  on  the  Domain  and 
Daira  lands  the  loss  on  the  year  had  not 
been   £350,000  as  estimated,  but  only 
£200,000.      This     showed     that     ths 
finances   had  attained  an  equilibriuim, 
and  that  by  the  economy  with  whiek 
they  had  been  administered  and  by  tha 
improved  condition  of  the  countrj.     A 
very  curious  circumstance  struck  one  oa 
looking  at  the  Customs  Bevenue,  wbick 
had  risen  20  per  cent  in  the  last 
years.    The  exports  had  be^i  dii 
and  the  imports  had  increased. 
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wheat  had  been  imported  than  exported, 
and  this  had  taken  place  in  spite  of  a 
.    poor  cotton  crop.    Instead  of  the  people 
subsisting  on  the  coarser  kinds  of  grain, 
they  were    now    large    consumers    of 
wheat.    There  was  a  surplus  estimated 
for  next  year,   and  that  after  cutting 
down  OTerj  Estimate  that  seemed  to  be 
excessiTe,    and    providing    for    every 
charge  that  could  possibly  come  against 
theBevenues  of  Egypt — providing  for, 
among  other  things,  £400,000  for  the 
loss  on  Domain  and  Daira  lands,  al- 
though this  year  the  loss  had  been  only 
£200,000.      The  hon.  Member  asked. 
**  What  are  you  doing  for  irrigation  ?  " 
A  million  of  money  had  been  devoted  to 
irrigation  with  the  best  results.     Not 
only  was  the  land  better  supplied  with 
water,  but  the  area  of  cultivable  land 
was  increased.    He  had  seen  something 
of  the  country,  and,  like  Scinde,  it  only 
existed  by  irrigation.    That  eminent  en- 
gineer, Colonel  Scott  Monorieff,  had  di- 
rected the  irrigation  works  of  Egypt  with 
the  best  results.  He  wished  the  revenues 
were  able  to  admit  of  much  more  money 
being   spent    on    irrigation   and  other 
works.  But,  unfortunately,  they  were  not. 
In  the  course  of  years,  no  doubt,  more 
revenue  would  be  available;  for  instance, 
when  the  interest  on  the  Suez  Canal 
Shares  fell  in ;  and  it  could  only  be  by 
the  application  of  all  the  surplus  reve- 
nues that  any  great  advance  could  be 
made  with  those  public  works  which  were 
80  urgently  required  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  asked  what  the  Gb- 
vonment  had  done  for  Egypt  ?    He  re- 
plied that  order  had  taken  the  place  of 
cruelty ;  that  taxes  were  raised  without 
exactions ;  the  Civil  Administration  was 
working  thoroughly  well,  and  public  se- 
curity was  maintained  by  a  police  which, 
though  not  perfect,  was  very  promising, 
and  was  gradually  taking  the  place  of 
the  Native  Army,  which  was  in  course 
of  reduction.  It  had  been  reduced  in  the 
present  quarter  from  17,000  to  10,000 
men.    But  he  freely  admitted  that  much 
remained  to  be  done.    They  had  orga- 
nized and  improved  administration,  no 
doubt;  bat  they  had  to  see  that  it  was 
so  permanent  that  it  would  not  fade 
away  like  an  exotic,  as  soon  as  the  at- 
mosphere of  British  counsel  was  with- 
drawn.    A  country  which  had  so  long 
been  the  victim  of  much  misgoveromeut 
and  oppression  could  not  attain  in  a  few 


years  such  an  administration  as  could  be 
regarded  as  permanent.  No  doubt  there 
had  been  mistakes  in  our  administration 
of  Egypt.    It  might  be  that  we  tried  to 
do  too   much  for  the  Egyptians,   and 
too  little  by  them.     He  thought  it  a 
great  mistake,  especially  in  governing 
Oriental  nations,  to  humiliate  the  Kulers 
in  the  eyes  of  their  subjects.    Their  ob- 
ject should  be  to  guide  the  Natives  that 
they  might  be  capable   of   governing 
themselves — to  enlist  their  sympathies 
and  feelings  in  the  honest  administration 
of  their  country.  Perhaps  we  had  some- 
times erred  by  hurrying  on  the  Native 
Administration  too  fast ;  and,  secondly, 
in  not  guiding  them  to  do  that  which 
they  were  willing  to  do,  instead  of  doing 
it  for  them  with  the    best  intention. 
Among  the  chief  difficulties  they  had  to 
face  in  Egypt  was  the  intolerable  and 
pressing  Debt.   He  could  not  admit  that 
it  was  unable  to  bear  it ;  but  it  was  a 
very  terrible  thing  that  the  margin  of 
revenue  available  for  the  development  of 
the  country  should  be  so  narrow,  and 
that  it  should  be  a  source  of  constant 
anxiety  to  us  whether  the  country  would 
be  able  to  meet  its  engagements ;  but,  as 
a  proof  of  the  improved  state  of  the 
country  in  the  last  few  years,  he  might 
mention  that  within  the  last  two  years 
the  amount  of  surplus  upon  the  assigned 
revenues  to  the  service  of  the  Debt  was 
£900,000,    and    it    would    have    been 
£1,100.000  but  for  the  application  of 
£200,000  for  the  relief  of  forced  labour. 
That  was  to  say  that  there  had  been 
a  surplus  of  £450,000  in  each  year 
and    there    was    a    surplus    estimated 
for  the  present  year  of  £435,000  on  the 
assigned    revenues    applicable    to    the 
general  administration  of  Egypt,  and 
which  enabled  the  Government  to  make 
both  ends  meet.    Egypt  was  not  like 
India,  where  three-fourths  of  the  money 
borrowed  by  the  Government  or  gua- 
ranteed by  them  was  applied  to  works 
profitable  and  remunerative  to  the  coun- 
try.    The  Debt  of  Egypt  had  been  too 
much  wasted,   and  perhaps  had  been 
made  the  means  of  plunder.     The  coun- 
try had  not  reaped  by  any  means  the 
full  advantage  of  that  expenditure,  and 
it  must  remain  a  load  on  the  country  for 
many  years  to  come.    For  himself  he 
might  say  that  he  believed,  if  Europe 
had  only  in  view  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  that  country  as  much  as 
possible,  it  would  be  easy  to  lighten  the 
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burden  of  that  Debt  on  the  country  by 
the  CO -operation  of  the  Powers,  greatly 
to  reduce  the  burden  of  interest,  and  to 
provide  such  a  sum  as  would  carry  out 
the  works  of  development  in  Egypt 
which  would  make  the  incidence  even 
of  such  a  Debt  as  that  comparatively 
light.  The  House  was  aware  how 
grievously  the  Capitulations  pressed 
upon  Egypt.  That  a  large  number  of 
persons  should  be  entirely  free  from  the 
laws  and  exempt  from  the  taxation  was 
a  great  injustice,  which  no  one  could 
contemplate  without  regret.  The  jea- 
lousies of  the  Powers  indeed  prevented 
many  things  from  being  done  which 
were  most  necessary,  but  it  could  not  be 
right  that  those  living  by  and  in  a 
country  should  be  neither  subject  to  its 
laws  nor  contribute  to  its  revenue.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  future,  when  confi- 
dence in  our  doings  and  intentions 
should  be  fully  established,  we  might 
accomplish  something  for  the  removal 
of  this  blot  upon  civilization,  this  shame 
on  the  acts  of  the  European  Powers, 
and  this  undoubted  hindrance  to  any 
real  improvement  of  the  country.  Hon. 
Members  spoke  about  the  vice  and  the 
misery  caused  to  the  country  by  our 
presence  there.  Who  were  those  people 
so  obnoxious  ?  They  were  the  scum  of 
the  Levant — men  who,  whatever  might 
be  their  conduct,  were  not  amenable  to 
the  police  of  Egypt.  That  was  a  dis- 
graceful state  of  things,  and  was  not 
due  to  the  British  occupation.  He  had 
said  that  the  efforts  of  the  Government 
were  directed  to  arriving  at  a  full  under- 
standing with  the  Sovereign  Power, 
not,  indeed,  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
petuating our  stay  in  Egypt,  but  to 
secure  the  establishment  of  such  re- 
lations as  might  render  our  ultimate 
retirement  consistent  with  the  interests 
of  this  country,  of  Egypt,  and  of  the 
Ottoman  Government.  If  they  were 
enabled  to  carry  on  their  work  un- 
hampered, they  might  fairly  expect  to 
render  Egypt  entirely  self-supporting, 
and  to  bring  great  relief  to  the  industry 
of  the  country,  and  all  this  without  any 
charge  on  the  British  Exchequer.  Egypt 
would  reap  all  the  advantages  of  her 
geographical  position  without  being  the 
shuttlecock  of  speculators  or  the  object 
of  the  jealousy  of  foreign  Powers.  But 
in  order  to  the  accomplishment  of  this 
object  it  was  surely  necessary  that  Eng- 
land should  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the 
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Powers.  That  confidence  they  hoped  to 
deserve  and  to  receive ;  but  it  had  been 
stated  in  this  House,  and  never  more 
clearly  than  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances could  we  depart  from  Egypt 
imtil  we  had  fulfilled  our  engag^meata 
and  responsibilities  there.  The  time 
would  not  be  long,  but  our  datiee  there, 
though  in  course  of  fulfilment,  were  not 
yet  done.  He  believed  that  if  we  weot 
on  in  the  course  that  had  been  pursaed 
with  so  much  good  to  Egypt  we  should 
render  that  country,  stiU  so  rich  in  re- 
sources, self-supporting  and  pro^Mrotts, 
and  in  that  happy  result  Egypt  would 
owe  something  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  British  occupation,  which,  however 
we  might  regret  its  having  imposed  a 
burden  upon  this  country,  was  being 
turned  to  the  advantage  of  Egypt  with 
perfect  honesty  to  the  rest  of  £he  woiid, 
and  with  no  desire  to  the  selfish  advan- 
tage of  England. 

Mn.  CAINE(Barrow-in-Famess)  said, 
he  had  hoped  that  the  statement  of  the 
Government  in  reply  to  the  Amendment 
before  tho  House  would  justify  him  in 
voting  against  it ;  but,  having  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson), he  was  bound  to  say  that,  un- 
less further  assurance  were  given  bj  the 
Government,  as  to  their  intention  to  re- 
tire from  Egypt  at  some  reasonable  time, 
he  should  be  oblig^  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  one  of  his  eentenoes,  cor- 
rectly defined  that  intention  we  should 
never  get  out  of  Egypt  at  all.  He  under- 
stood tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  the  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  stay  in  Egypt  until  we  had 
removed  ^'  insuperable  "  difficultiee;  but 
if  we  had  to  remove  insuperaUe  diffi- 
culties, we  should  be  there  till  the  crack 
of  doom.  Why  were  they  in  Effypt  at 
all  ?  Were  they  there  to  establiuL  good 
government,  sound  finance,  and  a  Nfttire 
AdministratioD,  or  were  they  merely 
bum-bailiffs  to  the  bondholders  ?  liiej 
had  had  a  clear  answer  to  that  queatiou 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Undsr 
Secretary  of  State,  who  had  told  ih^n 
that  tho  interests  of  the  bondholden 
were,  and  should  be,  the  smallest  ohjert 
of  their  consideration,  and  that  their 
main  purpose  was  the  amelioratiou  «f 
the  condition  of  the  people.    If,  in  n- 
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sponse  to  the  Amendment,  the  Govern- 
ment were  at  once  to  evacaate  Egypt, 
everyone  knew  that  with  the  British 
Army  the  present  Government  would 
also  evacaate,  and  the  present  Khedive 
would  go  with  it.  That  fact  must  be 
taken  as  a  clear  admission  that,  so  far, 
they  had  failed  in  the  object  with  which 
they  began  to  occupy  Egypt.  Now,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
reason  why  they  were  not  succeeding  in 
their  efiPorts  to  get  out  of  Egypt  was  be- 
cause they  had  never  got  into  Egypt. 
They  had  not  a  free  hand,  and  if  they 
oould  not  get  that  free  hand,  which  was 
BO  much  wanted,  then,  he  thought,  they 
ought  to  come  out.  The  House  had  not 
heard  that  night  that  the  Government 
were  making  any  effort  to  bring  about 
an  agreement  among  the  Powers  of 
Europe  to  give  them  a  free  hand.  With 
a  free  hand,  he  believed  they  could  ac- 
complish everything  that  the  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  desire,  and  leave  the 
affairs  of  the  country  in  the  hands  of  a 
Nativts  Administration,  with  some  pros- 
pects of  success.  One  of  the  first  wants 
of  the  country  was  a  Oode  of  civil  and 
criminal  law;  and  he  wished  to  know 
if  any  attempts  were  being  made  to  in- 
troduce such  a  Code  in  accordance  with 
European  models.  He  was  not  aware  of 
any  such  attempt.  There  was  a  case  of 
a  Belgian,  who  was  tried  on  a  charge  of 
murder  and  convicted,  and,  on  some  tech- 
nical plea,  he  received  a  sentence  of  only 
four  months'  imprisonment ;  but,  on  its 
appearing  that  the  man  had  been  five 
months  in  prison,  without  trial,  he 
was  let  off  at  once.  If  that  was  the 
sort  of  administration  of  which  the  Go- 
Temment  were  proud,  he  could  not  con- 
gratulate them  upon  it.  There  were 
offences  committed  against  the  Egyptian 
GK>T6rnment  itself,  and  yet  the  offenders 
escaped  punishment  altogether.  The 
reason  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  not  get  on  in  Egypt  was 
simply  because  of  the  Capitulations, 
which  had  been  so  eloquently  de- 
xM>unced.  What  was  wanted  in  order 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple was,  that  national  prosperity  itself 
should  be  improved;  but  he  saw  no 
chance  of  that  improvement  being 
effected  until  the  burden  of  taxation 
oould  be  shifted  from  the  oppressed 
Fellaheen  to  those  who,  more  than  any 
oitiera,  were  thriving  upon  Egypt — the 
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scum  of  the  Levant,  a  class  with  which 
it  was  impossible  to  deal,  owing  to 
these  Capitulations.  The  taxation  was 
nearly  all  got  from  the  peasants,  while 
all  Europeans — English,  French,  and 
Italian  traders — and  the  scum  of  the 
Levant  escaped  scot  free.  Until  the 
Europeans  wore  taxed,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  get  up  and  say  that  they 
were  doing  what  they  ought  to  do  to 
bring  about  a  happier  condition  of  life 
for  the  Egyptian  people.  There  was  one 
item  he  should  like  some  information 
about  from  the  Government — namely, 
that  there  was  about  £250,000  received 
for  exemption  from  military  service. 
Now  it  seemed  an  extraordinary  thing 
that,  in  a  country  which  could  be  con- 
tent with  an  army  of  10,000  men,  they 
should  have  to  tax  the  poor  people  for 
relief  from  military  service.  It  was  a 
ridiculous  tax,  and  ought,  if  possible,  to 
be  removed.  One  source  of  taxation 
from  which  a  considerable  revenue  might 
be  derived  in  Egypt  was  the  liquor 
trade,  which  was  chiefly  in  the  hands  of 
Greeks  and  the  scum  of  the  Levant,  who 
sold  most  poisonous  and  deleterious 
liquor.  There  was  no  country  in  Europe 
which  did  not  derive  some  profit  from 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor ;  but  in 
Egypt,  if  the  question  were  left  to  the 
Native  Government,  it  would  make  short 
work  of  the  traffic  and  prohibit  it 
altogether.  If  these  liquor  shops  which 
so  extensively  prevail  in  Cairo  and  most 
of  the  great  towns  in  Egypt  were  to  be 
allowed  to  continue,  he  could  not  see 
why  £200,000  or  £300,000  might  not  be 
made  out  of  them  by  a  heavy  licence 
duty.  The  reason  which  prevented  it  at 
present  was  the  Capitulations  with  the 
Greeks  and  others.  We  ought  to 
ask  the  Powers  of  Europe,  whether  or 
not  they  would  consent  to  let  us  tax 
foreigners  as  they  ought  to  be  taxed; 
and,  if  not,  we  should  go  out  and  leave 
the  country  to  itself.  Unless  we  had  a 
free  hand  we  should  never  get  out,  and 
sooner  or  later  wo  should  get  involved  in 
a  war  with  one  of  the  Great  Powers, 
which  might  insist  on  our  going  out. 
Unless  he  heard  a  very  distinct  state- 
ment from  the  Government  that  they 
intended  to  use  every  effort  in  their 
power  to  get  the  Powers  of  Europe  to 
consent  to  the  abolition  of  the  Capitula- 
tions, and  to  get  a  free  hand  in  Egypt, 
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he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  yote  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meyer  of  this 
Amendment. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  said,  that  he  was  in  a  somewhat 
difficult  position  ;  because,  while  he  dif- 
fered from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Cremer), 
he  was,  at  the  same  time,  dissatisfied  by 
omissions  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  detailed  as 
it  had  been.  They  had  heard,  among 
other  things,  that  £250,000  was  to  be 
devoted  to  the  abolition  of  the  cruel 
corvidt  but,  in  the  papers  that  morning, 
he  had  seen  that,  owing  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  French,  that  money  could 
no  longer  be  devoted  to  the  purpose. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  did  not 
make  that  statement.  What  I  said  was, 
that  £200,000  of  last  year's  expenditure 
had  been  devoted  to  the  partial  abo- 
lition of  the  corvee^  and  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  of  Egypt 
to  dispense  with  the  corvie  altogether  as 
soon  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so. 
,  Colonel  DUNCAN  said,  he  thought 
that  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  left  the  matter  very  much  as  it 
stood  before,  as  they  had  heard  that 
morning  that  the  money  which  had 
been  devoted  to  the  abolition  of  the 
eorvh  was  no  longer  to  be  used  for  that 
purpose.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
hear  from  some  Member  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  whether  some  steps 
were  to  be  taken  to  persuade  the  other 
Powers  to  allow  this  money  to  be  so 
employed ;  certainly  no  better  purpose 
could  be  chosen  for  its  expenditure.  He 
had  also  hoped  that  they  would  have 
heard  of  the  scheme  which  had  been 
brought  forward  allowing  the  Domain 
and  Daira  lands  to  be  sold  in  lots  to  the 
cultivators.  He  would  also  have  liked 
to  have  heard  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
something  more  as  regards  proposed 
economy  in  the  administrative  charges 
in  connection  with  the  Government  of 
Egypt.  The  truth  was,  that  he  feared 
that,  in  order  to  collect  the  interest  on 
the  Debt  a  very  large  European  staff, 
highly  paid,  had  been  appointed ;  that 
in  each  department  the  best  paid  men 
were  foreigners ;  that  theee  offices  were, 
therefore,  practically doeed  to  the  lawful 
ambition  of  the  Natives,  so  that  we  were 
not  only  political  Shylocks,  taking  our 
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pound  of  flesh,  but  making  the  victims 
pay  for  the  price  of  the  butcher's  knife. 
To    make     ourselves  popular    it   was 
necessary  to  enlist  the   brains  of  the 
best  Natives,  who  had,  at  present,  no 
chance  of  serving  their  country  in  its 
administration.   When  he  had  first  seen 
this  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  he  had 
regretted  it  as  being  unnecessary,  and 
leading  to  a  purely  academical  discus- 
sion;  and  he  could   not  say  that  his 
opinion  had  been  changed.      In    his 
opinion  the  debate  had  been  unneoea- 
sarily  prolonged,  and  was  peaceful  even 
to  dulness,  and  he  believed  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  would  defeat  its 
own  purpose.     Those    hon.    Members 
who,  like  himself,  were  most  anxious  to 
see  the   deliberate  withdrawal  of   the 
British    troops    from   Egypt,  feh  that 
such  an  urgent  Amendment  wonld  do 
more  than  anything   else    to  defer  or 
postpone  that  desired  result.     Again, 
it  was   hardly  a    fair   attack    on    the 
Government.    Let  them  consider  what 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  last  year. 
At  this  time  last  year  Suakim  had  been 
garrisoned    by    English     and     Indian 
troops ;  at  the  present  moment  there  was 
not  a  man  of  either;   it  was  entirely 
kept  by  Egyptian  troops.   We  then  had 
men  fresh  from  battle  100  miles  to  the 
South    of   the    Southern    Frontier    of 
Eg^pt.    Now  we  had  not  one  there,  or 
at  Wa.dj  Haifa.    In  a  very  short  time 
our  troops  in  Egypt  would  have  been 
reduced  to  5,000  men.    Then,   again, 
they  had  seen  changes   such  as  had 
been    described  in  the  cheering  state- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  thej 
heard  that  the  revenue  was  inta^easin^, 
that    the   people  of  the  villages  were 
living  on  better,  and   enjoying  greater 
quantities  of,  food  than  they  ever  had 
before,  and  that  the  state  of  the  Native 
Army  was  most   satisfactory.    On  the 
whole,  then,  they  had  heard  that  the 
state  of  Egypt  had  decidedly  improved. 
That  had  been  done  under  Her  Majesty's 
Government,    and  he   thought  that  it 
seemed  Uke  spurring  a  willing  horse  to 
bring  forward  an  Amendment  such  ns 
this.  There  was  one  suggestion  which  ke 
thought  should  be  made  to  HerMajesty^s 
Government  with  the  view  of  creatine 
a  trustworthy  National  Government,  ana 
that  was  with  regard  to  the  nse  of  o«r 
Forces  in  connection  with  a  Nattre  Go- 
vernment.   After  such  an  event  as  tkm 
battle    of   Tel  elKebir,    it    had 
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necessary  to   bridge  oyer  the  interval 
between  the  old  Government  and  a  new 
one ;  but  there  came  a  time  when  the 
(3t>vernment  was  not  strengthened,  but 
weakened,   by  foreign    bayonets,   and 
when  the  people  were  apt  to  think  that 
their  Native  Hulers  were  merely  pup- 
pets  in  the  hands  of  others.    He  would 
suggest  that  a  further  withdrawal  of 
1,000  men  might  be  made,   and  that 
2,000  men  should  be  stationed  at  the 
end  of  the  Southern  Railway  at  Assiout 
and  2,000  at  Alexandria,  the  end  of  the 
Northern  Bailway ;  so  that,  while  with- 
in easy  reach  of  Cairo  in  case  of  disturb- 
ance, the  presence  of  British  bayonets 
should  not  remind  the  people  that  their 
Bulers  were  mere  puppets  in  the  hands 
of  a  foreign  Power.    At  the  same  time, 
Oairo  wovdd  be  left  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  Egyptian  troops  of  the  Khedive. 
He  believed  that  this  would  be  a  wise 
thing  to  do ;  he  had  confidence  in  the 
loyalty    of  the  Egyptian   Army,    and 
until  foreign  soldiers  ceased  to  be  seen 
in    Cairo,  there  would  not  be   a   real 
Native  Government.  The  best  Egyptian 
statesmen  had  refused  to  share  in  the 
councils  of  a  Government  propped  up  by 
foreign  bayonets.    The  two  positions  of 
Asaiout  and  Alexandria  would  be  re- 
tained for  strategic  reasons.     He   be- 
lieved that  by  taking  such  a  course  we 
should  unite  the  country  in  a  shorter 
time  than  we   could   if  we  kept  our 
soldiers  always  visible  before  the  eyes 
of  the  people.    They  all  knew  that  the 
time  must  come  when  our  withdrawal 
should  be  completed.    No  Party  in  that 
House    desired   that    our    occupation 
should  be  a  permanent  one,  and  our 
only  method  was  to  give  the  country  a 
National  Government,  with  a  free  hand 
to  a  certain  extent ;  and  not  to  insult 
that  Gk)vemment  in   the  eyes  of    the 
people,  but  to  use  our  soldiers  for  mili- 
tary purposes  only.    He  must  say,  in 
conclusion,    that    he    objected    to    the 
criticisms  which  had  been  passed  upon 
the  Services.     During  the  course  of  this 
debate,  allusion  had  been  made  to   a 
body  of  men  to  which  he  had  for  many 
years  had  the  honour  of  belonging ;  and 
he  could  testify  that  when  the  evacuation 
of  Egypt  did  take  place,  there  would  be 
no  memories  brighter  to  the  Egyptians 
than  those  connected  with  those  soldiers 
who  had  lived  among  them  for  so  many 
years,-  and     whose    conduct    to    the 
rfatives  had  been  beyond   all  praise. 


Prom  General  Stephenson — a  man  with- 
out fear  and  without  reproach — who  had 
endeared  himself  to  the  people  of  all 
nations  in  Cairo,  down  to  the  youngest 
private  soldier — all  had  realized  that 
they  were  bearing,  not  their  own  reputa- 
tion only  but  the  reputation  and  honour 
of  their  country  on  their  shoulders. 
He  could  speak  of  one  sad  experience  of 
his  own.  It  had  been  his  lot  to  superin- 
tend the  carrying  out  of  the  evacuation 
of  Dongola,  and  to  conduct  13,000  home- 
less people  through  English  camps,  near 
which  and  in  which  they  sometimes 
rested ;  and  he  never  heard  during  the 
whole  of  that  long  and  weary  march  of 
a  single  complaint  against  an  English 
soldier  of  assault  or  insult.  Was  that 
net  enough  to  make  them  feel  proud  of 
the  Services  which  had  been  criticized 
in  this  debate  ?  If  it  was  not,  he  did 
not  know  what  was.  It  had  been  said, 
''The  Services  are  becoming  our  mas- 
ters." Well,  if  there  was  a  country  in 
the  world  where,  in  time  of  political 
dans^er,  the  people  had  not  to  ask, 
**  What  of  the  Army  ?  "  it  was  our  coun- 
try, and  the  proudest  boast  of  the  sol- 
diers and  sailors  of  England  was  that 
they  were  the  Services.  Like  a  man's 
arm,  which  hung  motionless  by  the  side 
until  moved  by  the  will,  the  Army  did 
not  act  until  prompted  by  the  National 
will;  and  the  powers  given  to  it  were 
given  by  Parliament,  which  declared 
whether  and  where  its  services  should  bo 
actively  required.  It  was  not  the  Army, 
but  Parliament  that  declared  war,  and 
those  soldiers  who  had  seen  most  of 
war  and  its  hurts  were  by  no  means 
anxious  to  see  their  country  involved 
in  it.  The  Army  rejoiced  to  do  its 
duty  when  called  upon  to  do  so  by 
the  nation ;  but  to  accuse  it  of  forcing 
the  country  into  war  was  both  an  in- 
tolerable and  a  most  unjustifiable  ac- 
cusation. He  felt  proud  of  the  results 
of  English  work  in  Egypt,  and  he  felt 
confident  that  that  work  would  continue 
while  England  remained  in  Egypt.  But 
in  the  interests  of  the  Egyptian  people, 
for  whom  he  pleaded  when  he  first  en- 
tered the  House,  he  now  pleaded  that 
the  evacuation  might  not  be  too  long  de- 
ferred. Even  if  we  had  the  mandate  of 
Europe,  he  cared  far  more  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  Egyptian  people,  and  he 
believed  that  we  might  build  up  a  pros- 
perous and  happy  nation  if  we  only 
allowed  them  to  be  free. 
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Db.  CLAHK  (Caithness)  said,  that  in 
the  month  of  April,  1876,  the  Khedive 
issued  an  order,  by  which  the  loans  were 
changed  from  their  original  position  and 
wore  placed  in  another  category.  Mr. 
Gosohen  called  on  Lord  Derby,  then 
Foreign  Secretary,  with  regard  to  the 
matter  in  August  of  that  year.  Bond- 
holders who  oojected  to  the  new  decree 
met,  and  asked  Mr.  Goschen  to  qo  out  to 
Egypt  to  represent  them.  The  French 
bondholders  also  met,  and  appointed  a 
representative.  They  went  out  to  Egypt 
for  the  purpose  of  modifying  the  new 
decree.  Lord  Derby  sent  out  a  despatch 
regarding  the  matter,  dated  August  2, 
1876,  stating  that  Mr.  Goschen  hod 
undertaken  to  represent  the  interests  of 
Faiglish  bondholders  of  Egyptian  Stock, 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  some  modiG- 
cation  of  the  late  decree  of  the  Khedive 
in  favour  of  the  bondholders ;  and  in- 
structing the  British  representatives  to 
give  such  unofficial  assistance  as  they 
properly  could  to  Mr.  Goschen  in  bring- 
ing his  protest  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Kbedive;  and  informing  his  High- 
ness that  Mr.  Goschen  was  a  member  of 
the  late  Cabinet,  and  a  person  of  high 
position  and  reputation  in  this  country. 
The  oi&cial  information,  therefore,  fully 
justified  the  statement  made  by  the  bon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson).  In  the  Queen's  Speech 
they  were  told  that  the  objects  for  which 
we  went  to  Egypt  had  not  yet  been  at- 
tained. He  had  been  anxious  for  some 
time  to  know  what  these  objects  were, 
and  still  he  was  as  much  in  the  dark  as 
ever.  In  his  opinion  the  real  object, 
and  the  only  object,  for  which  we  went 
to  Egypt  was  simply  to  put  down  Parlia- 
mentary Government  in  that  country. 
And  what  we  remained  there  for  he  did 
not  know.  The  late  Khedive  of  Egypt, 
Ismail  Pasha,  wanted  money,  and  he 
borrowed  it  on  his  own  personal  secu- 
rity. A  claim  was  made  by  the  Chamber 
to  vote  one- half  of  the  Budget.  We  op- 
posed it ;  we  prevented  it.  And  we  had 
crushed  the  attempt  made  by  the  Egyptian 
people  to  govern  themselves.  He  thought 
the  Egyptian  people  ought  to  have  re- 
pudiated the  burden  laid  upon  them. 
These  were  not  engagements  entered  into 
by  the  Egyptian  people,  or  by  the  Egyp- 
tian Government.  They  were  the  per- 
sonal loans  of  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt;  and 
the  people  of  Egypt  were  not  responsible 
for  them.    Our  representative  in  Egypt 


wired    home  that    armed    intervention 
would  be  necessary  if  we  tried  to  pre- 
vent the  Chamber  from  voting  the  money. 
We  did  prevent  them,  and  by  and  by 
armed  intervention  was  necessary.  That 
was  the  beginning  of  all  our  troubles  in 
Egypt.    We  had  crushed  the  Parliament 
which  Ismail  called  together  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  a  sum  of  money.     Lord 
Duflferin  was  sent  out  as  a  Special  Com- 
missioner, and  he  made  a  valuable  He- 
port,  in  which  he  suggested  that  a  new 
Chamber  should  be  appointed.      That 
Chamber  had    never    met,   and   never 
would  meet,  because  we  had  interfered 
in  Egypt,  and  had  gone  there  contrary 
to  the  will  of  the  Egyptians,  and  were  re- 
maining there  contrary  to  their  wilL    It 
we  left  Egypt  to-morrow,  the  Khedive 
and  the  present  Government  must  leave 
with  us,  because  they  only  existed  there 
in  virtue  of  our  presence.  They  were  now 
told  that  our  troops  remained  in  Egypt 
in  order  that  we  might  have  an  influence 
over  the  Government  of  the  country,  that 
our  objects  were  both  national  and  inter- 
national, that  we  interfered  to  restore 
order,  and,  further,  that  we  were  there  to 
strengthen  the  Turkish  Empire.   If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  desired  to  benefit 
the  Egyptian  people,  he  would  ask,  would 
they  allow  the  law  of  liquidation  to  re- 
main in  its  present  position  ?    They  were 
also  told  that  we  were  going  t9  remain 
in  Egypt  until  we  organized  a  stable 
Government  that  would  last.     If  that 
was  their  intention,   he  thought  thej 
would    remain,    as    the   hon.    Baronet 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  said,  until  tlie 
crack  of  doom.     Wo  were  maintaining 
in  Egypt  a  Government  alien  in  race^ 
in  language,  and  in  religion  to  the 
bulk  of  the  people.    And  wheaever 
took  away  the  force  by  which  we 
tained  that  Government  it  would  tumble 
down,  and  the  country  would  go  back  to 
the  condition  of  things  which  exiated 
before  we  interfered.    As  long  as  we  r». 
raained  in  Egypt  he  believed  we  woold 
do  harm.    We  had  crushed  out  the  asps* 
rations  of  the  Egyptian  people  and  of  tbe 
Soudanese.      We    were    spending    our 
money  in  trying  to  establish  a  Govars- 
ment  which  would  tumble  to  pieoee  wken* 
over  we  took  away  the  force  which  anp- 
ported  it.  If  Her  Majesty's  Govenunent 
wanted  to  do  something  for  Egypt  tbey 
might,  as  had  been  done  in  the  caaa  of 
Belgium,  neutralise  Egypt  and  plana  it 
under  the  guarantees  of  all  the 
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Powers.  He  could  not  see  why  we  should 
throw  increased  burdens  on  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country,  and  fo  diminish 
their  comforts  in  order  to  benefit  the 
Egyptian  bondholders.  As  far  as  foreign 
infliTence  was  concerned,  the  present  Go- 
Temment,  as  he  had  said,  could  not  last 
after  our  troops  had  evacuated  the  coun- 
try. We  must  allow  the  Egyptian  people 
the  right  to  govern  themselves ;  for,  as 
long  as  we  kept  up  the  bureaucracy  in 
Egypt,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  we  were  not  doing  any 
permanent  good  to  the  country.  Another 
consideration  which  ought  not  to  be  left 
out  of  sight,  was  that  our  conduct  was 
seriously  irritating  the  French  nation. 
The  French  Government  had  remon- 
strated with  us  about  our  prolonged  oc- 
cupation of  Egypt.  He  thought  it  was 
a  blessing  to  us  that  France  had  got 
Germany  on  her  hands  at  the  present 
moment,  otherwise  there  would  be  more 
chance  of  war  between  France  and  Eng- 
land, on  account  of  Egypt,  than  there 
was  a  chance  of  war  between  France  and 
Germany. 

Sia  RICHAED  TEMPLE  (Wor- 
cester, Evesham):  Sir,  I  rise,  not  to 
enter  upon  the  controversial  field  of 
Egyptian  policy,  nor  to  follow  pre- 
ceding speakers  into  details,  extracted 
from  the  Blue  Book,  which  serve  to 
confuse  the  House  and  to  darken 
counsel.  I  intend  only  to  state  what 
I  know  regarding  the  country  and 
its  people.  I  have  been  acquainted 
with  Egypt — or  rather  with  the  Nile 
Delta  and  Lower  Egypt — on  and  off 
during  a  large  part  of  my  life.  More 
particularly,  after  the  military  and  poli- 
tical events  of  1882,  I  visited  the  country 
in  1883.  I  then  had  access  to  the  best 
sources  of  information,  European  and 
Native ;  and  my  Oriental  experience 
enabled  me  to  gauge  the  value  of  such 
information.  I  now  propose  to  submit 
briefly  to  the  House  my  evidence  in  this 
^eat  case.  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Morer  of  the  Amendment,  the  Member 
for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer),  asked 
eeveral  very  pertinent  questions,  which 
I  will  answer.  He  asks  whether  the 
landed  interests  have  been  promoted  in 
that  country  ?  I  answer,  yes,  largely. 
He  asks  whether  property  is  really  se- 
cure there  ?  On  the  whole,  yes.  He  asks 
whether  the  burden  of  taxation  has  been 
lightened?  Yes,  in  some  degree.  He 
asks  whether  irrigation  has  been    ex- 


tended? Certainly,  it  has.  He  asks 
whether  the  Conscription  has  been 
abolished  ?  Why,  no ;  yet,  inasmuch  as 
the  strength  of  the  forces  has  been 
brought  down  to  a  few  thousand  men, 
the  Conscription  must  sit  quite  lightly 
on  the  millions  of  the  Egyptian  people. 
He  might  have  remembered,  however, 
that  this  is  a  trouble  which  Egypt 
has  in  common  with  all  the  great  Euro- 
pean countries,  except  the  United  King- 
dom. Lastly,  the  Mover  asks  virtually, 
whether  the  Egyptian  Administration 
has  improved  under  British  guidance 
and  supervision  ?  Now,  may  I  beg  the 
House  to  consider  with  me,  for  a  few 
moments,  the  matters  on  which  that  Ad- 
ministration has  undoubtedly  improved 
since  1882.  Li  the  first  place,  much 
has  been  done  for  the  settlement  of  the 
Land  Eevenue,  and  all  the  landed  in- 
terests connected  therewith  ;  a  matter 
which  concerns  the  people  more  funda- 
mentally than  any  other.  Some  of  the 
most  highly  qualified  Anglo-Indian  ex- 
perience has  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
it.  The  land  tax  has  been  more  equit- 
ably assessed,  and,  at  least,  a  beginning 
has  been  made  of  a  registration  of 
tenures  in  detail,  such  as  many  countrieb,. 
more  advanced  than  Egypt,  hardly  pos- 
sess as  yet.  The  miscellaneous  imposts, 
though  not  abolished,  have  been  miti- 
gated in  their  incidence.  The  police  has 
been  advantageously  re- organized  ;  this 
work  was  begun  by  Valentine  Baker, 
who  brought  to  it  not  only  natural  apti- 
tude, but  experience  gained  in  Turkey. 
It  would  be  rash  to  say  that  distresses 
akin  to  torture  have  been  wholly  stopped ; 
but  such  malpractices  are  certainly 
checked.  The  administration  of  justice, 
though  still  only  imperfect,  has  been 
steadied,  strengthened,  and  purified,  in 
some  degree,  at  least.  Gaol  discipline, 
a  subject  never  understood  in  an  Eastern 
country,  has  been  humanely  introduced, 
and  the  condition  of  the  prisons  is  much 
less  barbarous  than  before.  Something 
has  been  said  about  the  Liquor  Laws ; 
well,  it  is  hardly  for  us  to  preach  the 
doctrine  of  stopping  this  traffic  by 
Executive  force.  But  assuredly  this 
traffic,  and  all  that  concerns  it,  is  better 
regulated  than  before,  despite  the  diffi- 
culties caused  by  the  Capitulations  to 
which  preceding  speakers  have  alluded. 
Then  something  has  been  done  for  sani- 
tation in  a  most  insanitary  country 
The  hon.   Member   for    Hackney   (Sir 
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Guyer  Hunter)  was,  during  the  preva- 
lence of  cholera  there,  despatched  on  a 
sanitary  mission,  and,  by  his  skill  and 
devotion,  did  yeoman's  service  in  the 
cause  of  humanity.  Then  much  has  been 
done  to  consolidate  the  ancient  patri- 
archal system  in  the  village  communities, 
so  that  they  may  have  some  notion  of 
managing  their  own  local  affairs.  Thus 
the  lesson  of  local  self-government  be- 
gins from  the  bottom.  Although  it  may 
be  impossible  to  resuscitate  the  defunct 
Ohamber  of  Notables ;  although  the  able 
and  sincerely-made  efforts  of  Lord  Duf- 
ferin  to  establish  an  electoral  system 
may  not  as  yet  have  borne  fruit ;  still  the 
foundations  of  local  administration  have 
been  laid,  and  the  people  have  been 
placed  in  a  better  position  for  managing 
their  own  affairs  hereafter.  The  Native 
Egyptian  officials  have  been  sustained. 
To  controvert  this  proposition,  mention 
has  been  made  of  several  Native  states- 
men who  are  in  retirement.  But  a 
longer  list  might  be  given  of  those  who 
are  in  active  service.  The  extension  of 
irrigation  strikes  every  observant  tra- 
veller. If  it  be  impossible  to  abolish 
altogether  the  forced  labour  for  the  re- 
pair of  the  canals,  still  that  labour  is  de- 
voted to  reproductive  and  remunerative 
works  on  the  spot — works  necessary  to 
secure  to  the  people  their  means  of  liveli- 
hood. This  particular  labour  is  not  felt 
by  the  people  to  be  oppressive.  We 
may  wisn  to  substitute  a  better  system, 
as  has  been  done  in  India ;  but,  if  that 
cannot  be  done  just  yet,  we  may  remember 
that  the  existing  system  is  not  an  un- 
mixed evil.  Railways  constructed  by 
British  engineers,  of  which  the  manage- 
ment has  been  greatly  improved  under 
British  supervision,  have  done  more 
than  anything  else  for  Egyptian  civiliza- 
tion. From  what  was  said  by  one 
preceding  speaker,  it  might  be  almost 
inferred  that  railways  had  stopped  the 
internal  communication  by  water.  But 
still  many  vessels  ply  on  the  Navigation 
Oanal  between  Alexandria  and  Cairo. 
A  good  system  of  public  accounts  has 
been  set  up.  Preceding  speakers  have 
declared  tne  skilled  officers  einployed 
therein  to  be  too  highly  paid.  But  for 
financial  administration  it  is  the  truest 
economy  to  have  experts  of  standing  and 
position,  and  that  must  involve  expense, 
liastly,  we  do  something  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  slavery.  I  fear  that  this  evil 
still  exists  secretly;  but  it  is  rendered 
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illegal,  and  is  stopped  so  far  as  Govern- 
ment can  stop  it.  Now,  I  entreat  the 
House  to  think  for  an  instant  on  all 
these  matters — the  land,  the  taxes,  the 
police,  the  Courts  of  Justice,  the  prisons, 
the  liquor  law,  the  village  system,  the 
sanitation,  the  Native  Service,  the  irriga- 
tion, the  railways,  the  pubUc  accounts 
— and  say  whether  the  modest  improve- 
ments claimed  in  all  these  respects  do 
not  make  up  an  aggregate  not  un- 
worthy of  England  ?  There  is  yet  one 
particular  to  which  I  must  advert.  From 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Mover  and  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  it  will  bo 
inferred  that,  in  1882,  we  wantonly  bom- 
barded Alexandria.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, the  city  of  Alexandria,  but  the 
forts  that  we  bombarded.  The  forts  were 
quite  apart  from  the  city.  One  or  two 
shots  might  have  reached  the  city,  bat 
that  was  all.  No  appreciable  damage 
whatever  was  done  to  the  town  by  the 
bombardment.  I  have  been  to  the  place 
and  examined  it  for  myself;  and  I 
affirm  that  the  real  destruction  done  by 
our  iron-clads  was  to  the  forts  alone. 
The  destruction  of  these  forts  was  a 
fortunate  thing  for  British  interests. 
These  fortifications  were  strong  and 
well  constructed.  So  long  as  they 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Khedive,  or 
even  of  the  Sultan,  who  may  be  assumed 
to  be  friendly  to  England,  well  and 
good;  but  if  they  had  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  a  European  Power  they  would 
have  been  dangerous  to  us.  Aithou^ 
this  consideration  afforded  of  itself  no 
justification  for  destroying  them^cer- 
tainly  not — yet  the  fact  that  they  wrae 
destroyed  was  a  fortunate  thing  for 
England.  It  is  not  just  to  England  to 
say  that  we  wantonly  bombarded  Alex- 
andria, inasmuch  as  the  forts  were  in 
one  place,  and  the  city  in  another.  The 
partial  destruction  of  Alexandria  was 
caused  by  the  Native  mob.  We  misht, 
indeed,  have  prevented  that  by  ]aa£ng 
soldiers  or  marines.  Still,  it  was  tlie 
Native  mob,  and  not  the  British,  who 
injured  the  city.  Again,  it  was  not  the 
Native,  but  the  European,  part  of  the 
city  that  was  wrecked.  The  qoartev 
that  suffered  most  was  the  noble  SQuars 
that  had  been  built  up  by  the  £aro- 
peans  during  the  last  30  or  40  years. 
I  rode  round  the  ruins  of  the  houses* 
and  know  that  to  be  the  case.  AgaiA* 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Coimr- 
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mouth  referred  to  the   Europeans    in 
Egypt  as  a  swarm  of  locusts  eating  up 
the  resources  of  the  country.     Yes  ;  but 
these  metaphorical  locusts  pay  for  what 
they  eat;  whereas  the  real  locusts  do 
not!     That  makes  all    the  difference, 
economically.    Not  only  do  they  pay  for 
what  they  consume,  but  they  thus  open 
up  an  additional  market  for  the  Natives 
of  the  country ;  they  buy  what  the  Na- 
tives have  to  sell ;  they  create  artificial 
wonts;   they  cause  prices  to  rise  and 
wages  to  be  augmented,  and  they  thus 
give  an  impetus  to  industrial  activity 
locally.     Some  disparagement  has  been 
uttered  this  evening,  with  some  justice 
perhaps,  against  certain  classes  among 
these  Europeans.     Still,  I  believe  the 
great  majority  of  them,  British,  Erench, 
Italians,  Austrians,  Greeks,  are  respect- 
able and  industrious  people,  who  repair 
thither  to  work,  to  thrive,  and  to  prosper, 
promoting  the  prosperity  of  the  Native 
population  pari  passH  with  their  own. 
But  I  heartily  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow-in-Furness  (Mr.  Caine), 
in  objecting  to  the   system  of  Capitu- 
lations, and  in  affirming  that   all    the 
European  residents  should  obey  the  laws 
of  the  country  and  contribute  towards 
its  taxation.     Further,  Sir,   something 
has  been  said — with  what  object  I  do 
not  know  exactly — regarding  the  Ma- 
hommedan  dynasty  and  the  rival  sects  of 
Islam.  But  the  point,  politically,  is  this. 
The  course  pursued  by  us  towards  the 
Sultan  as  Suzerain,  and  towards  the  Khe- 
dive of  Egypt,  has  redounded  to  the  credit 
of  England  throughout  theMahommedan 
world.    For  it  is  seen  that  it  is  England 
which  sustains  the  status  of  these  two 
Sovereigns— a  status  dear  to  the  heart 
of  Islam.     Lastly,  I  maintain  that  we 
have  yet  to  complete  the  performance  of 
our  duty  towards  the  people  of  Egypt ;  a 
consideration  weightier  than  anything 
urged  on  the  other  side  in  this  debate. 
We  have  undertaken  that  duty  by  force 
of  arms,  and  we  are  bound  to  carry  it  on 
to  the  end— not  a  bitter,  but  a  happy 
eod.     If  we  teach  the  people  as  soon  as 
possible  to  manage  their  own  affairs, 
beginning  with  the  village  commune, 
and  working  upwards  to  the  top  of  the 
administration,  we  may  ultimately  realize 
aomething  of  that  Constitution  which  was 
ibreahadowed  by  the  beneficent  Admi- 
nistration of  Lord  Dufferin,  and  so  en- 
able the  people  of  Egypt  to  walk  alone. 
Then,  and  not  till  then,  can  we  quit  our 


hold  on  Egypt  with  honour  and  justice. 
This  time  may  be  sooner,  or  may  be 
later.  It  is  probably  rendered  later  by 
Motions  such  as  that  which  we  are  now 
debating.  These  Motions  have  a  bad 
effect  in  Egypt.  They  make  the  Natives 
think  that  the  heart  of  England  is  not 
in  the  work.  They  make  the  Europeans 
think  that  the  English  administration 
in  Egypt  will  not  be  continuously  sup- 
ported. If  hon.  Members  opposite  wish 
that  Egypt  should  be  evacuated  by  an 
early  date,  they  will  do  well  to  support 
the  execution  of  necessary  reforms,  re- 
fraining from  the  interposition  of  in- 
direct obstacles.  Such  a  policy  would  be 
as  good  for  England  as  it  would  be  for 
Egypt. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  said,  he 
thought  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  might  be  summed  up 
in  these  words — that  Egypt  was  a  sort 
of  paradise,  and  that  England  had  a 
special  mission,  at  an  enormous  expense 
to  the  taxpayers  of  this  country,  to  take 
care  of  the  people  of  Egypt.  From  that 
proposition  he  (Mr.  Chance)  most  de- 
cidedly dissented,  for  ho  was  not  aware 
that  any  desire  existed  on  the  part  of 
England  to  take  over  the  control  of  the 
domestic  affairs  of  Egypt ;  and  still  less 
was  he  aware  that  they  approved  of  the 
expenditure  of  £35,000.000  which  had 
been  incurred  since  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria,  and  which  might  have  been 
better  spent  in  attending  to  the  affairs 
of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  in 
lessening  the  burdens  of  the  taxpayers. 
Indeed,  he  contended  that  our  inter- 
ference in  Egypt  was  brought  about  by 
consideration  for  the  interests  of  bond- 
holders  and  usurers,  rather  than  by  any 
desire  to  benefit  the  people.  He  thought 
the  existing  complications  were  due  to  a 
ring  of  Jewish  bondholders,  whose  ob- 
ject was  to  obtain  a  successful  termi- 
nation to  a  '^  bulling  "  expedition.  The 
bombardment  of  Alexandria,  too,  was 
absolutely  imjustifiable.  It  had  been 
said,  further,  that  we  went  to  Egypt  for 
the  good  of  Europe;  if  that  was  so«  it 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  British 
taxpayer  if  Europe  paid  a  portion  of  the 
cost  we  had  incurred  in  administering 
the  affairs  of  Egypt.  Then  it  was  urged 
that  we  went  to  Egypt  and  remained 
there  to  organize  the  country,  and  place 
it  in  a  safe  and  secure  condition,  and  in 
this  way  to  benefit  the  people  of  the 
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country.  It  had  been  stated  that  there 
had  beea  an  improvement  as  regarded 
the  land,  and  that  property  was  much 
more  secure.  That  was  exactly  what 
was  said  with  respect  to  Ireland  when 
coercion  had  been  introduced.  Then,  as 
to  taxation  being  relieved,  that  was 
done  in  the  way  which  was  known  in 
private  life  as  **  flying  the  kite."  But, 
sooner  or  later,  the  day  of  reckoning 
would  come,  and  what  had  cost  us 
£35,000,000  would  cost  the  Egyptian 
people  a  good  deal  of  suffering.  As  to 
the  improvement  of  irrigation,  he  re- 
collected that  the  progress  of  Lord 
Wolseley's  Army  was  marked  by  the 
destruction  of  all  the  irrigation  all  along 
the  line  of  march.  Beyond  that,  all  the 
improvement  was  said  to  be  due  to  the 
eminent  British  officers  employed  in  the 
country.  That  was  just  what  was  said 
of  Ireland.  It  seemed  to  be  a  cardinal 
maxim  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment 
that  they  could  do  everyone  else's  busi- 
ness better  than  anyone  else;  and  the 
only  business  which  they  were  delicate 
in  tackling  was  the  business  of  the  Eng- 
lish nation.  It  was  only  in  Egypt  that 
the  Government  seemed  determined  to 
adopt  any  measures.  In  England  and 
Ireland  they  promised  them  and  sug- 
gested them;  but  they  usually  disap- 
peared during  the  Parliamentary  Ses- 
sion in  the  dim  and  distant  future.  The 
English  Army  in  Egypt  had  been  com- 
pared to  an  army  of  locusts;  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  said  that 
whereas  locusts  did  not  pay  for  what 
they  ate,  the  British  Army  did.  He 
(Mr.  Chance)  did  not  know,  however, 
whether  that  covered  the  desperate  out- 
break of  immorality  and  drunkenness 
which  had  marked  the  occupation  of 
Egypt  by  the  British  troops.  Then,  as 
to  the  allegedimprovement  in  the  prisons, 
last  year  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  been 
sent  to  Egypt,  and  he  reintroduced  into 
the  prisons  an  instrument  of  torture 
which  even  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  had 
prohibited.  We  had  not  yet  re-estab- 
lished the  Chamber  of  Notables ;  but, 
happily  or  unhappily,  in  the  case  of 
Egypt,  the  Birmingnam  programme  with 
regard  to  Ireland  seemed  to  be  in  full 
force,  for  they  had  made  some  small 
village  councils  there. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment. 
He  is  not  entitled  to  make  those  con- 

ifr.  Chance 


stant  references  to  Ireland  on  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House. 

Mb.  chance  said,  he  was  only 
doing  so  by  way  of  illustration  ;  but  he 
would  drop  that  line  of  observation  in 
obedience  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  advantage  the 
British  taxpayer  was  receiving  in  retom 
for  his  money?  Already  we  had  an 
Estimate  of  £31,000,000  for  the  Army 
and  Navy.  But  the  cessation  of  our 
interference  with  Egypt  would  in  arny 
short  time  lead  to  a  reduction  of  the 
Budget,  and  of  the  taxes  which  the 
British  taxpayer  had  to  pay. 

Mr.  C.  DALRYMPLE  (Ipswich): 
The  strangest  charge  that  could  have 
been  brought  against  the  statement  of 
the  Government  earlier  in  debate  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance) 
just  now. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present.  House  counted;  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  C.  DALRYMPLE  said:  The 
charge  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kil- 
kenny brought  against  the  statement 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Government  was 
a  strange  one, — namely,  that  it  was 
wanting  in  detail.  Whatever  else  the 
statement  may  have  contained,  it  cer- 
tainly contained  a  great  deal  of  detail ; 
and  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kilkenny  was  proof  of  that  in 
itself,  because  it  followed  the  speech  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  in  details,  until  the  abun- 
dance of  the  illustration  in  which  he 
indulged  was  ruled  out  of  Order,  and 
brought  his  speech  to  a  terminatioii. 
The  hon.  Member  complained  of  th« 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  the  Evesham  Divi- 
sion of  Worcestershire  (Sir  Richard 
Temple),  to  the  effect  that  improvements 
had  occurred  in  the  condition  of  Egypt. 
The  hon.  Member  denied  the  6zisteae» 
of  improvements  there;  but  the  horn- 
Baronet  was  able  to  say  that  he  had 
travelled  in  Egypt ;  and  he  has  this  ad- 
vantage over  many  Members  of  t^ 
House,  that  he  has  the  widest  possible 
acquaintance  with  Oriental  customs,  aikd 
is  able,  by  general  knowledge,  to  tasdfr 
that  Mahommedan  nations,  throngfaout 
the  world,  regard  with  great  favour  Um* 
manner  in  which  this  House  has  vp* 
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held  the  authority  of  the  Sultan  and  the 
Khedive.  The  attacks  made  on  the  Go- 
vernment are  inconsistent  one  with  the 
other;  therefore,  it  seems  to  me  the 
probability  is  that  the  course  followed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  is  the  right 
one.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oaithness  (Dr.  Clark),  who  spoke 
early  in  the  debate,  was  severe  on  our 
presence  in  Egypt,  and  upon  all  that  we 
had  done  there.  I  took  down  his  words. 
He  said,  •*  If  you  come  away  from  Egypt 
now,  things  will  go  back  again  to  where 
you  found  them  ";  and  yet  he  is  going 
to  support  an  Amendment  that  suggests 
that  we  should  come  away  at  once.  I 
ahould  have  thought  that  the  statement 
he  made  was  an  argument  for  remaining 
in  Egypt  longer,  and  not  for  coming 
away.  We  had  a  strange  speech  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bar- 
row-in-Furness (Mr.  Caine).  I  take  it 
that  the  hon.  Member  came  down  to  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  speaking  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment ;  and  he  made 
bis  speech,  it  seems  to  me,  not  because, 
but  in  spite,  of  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
travelled  in  Egypt,  and  he  has  found — 
what  I  am  not  aware  that  anyone  has 
denied — that  there  are  evils  existing 
there.  All  that  is  contended  is  that 
progress  is  being  made  in  the  direction 
of  the  removal  of  the  evils.  The  hon. 
Member  condemned  the  Government  of 
£gypt.  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  he 
proved  too  much.  Would  he,  as  well  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  say 
what  Government  should  be  left  in 
£gypt  if  we  go  away?  If  he  takes 
such  a  very  low  view  of  the  Gt)vernment 
of  the  country,  surely  that  is  a  reason 
why  we  should  continue  there.  We 
should  remain  until  a  better  Government 
is  established.  Taking  it  at  his  own 
estimate  of  its  merits,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  supplied  us 
with  an  argument  for  remaining  there, 
rather  than  for  coming  away.  Has  any- 
one said  that  our  work  in  Egypt  is 
done  ?  No  one  has  said  so.  The  Speech 
from  the  Throne  distinctly  says  that  our 
work  is  not  yet  accomplished.  The  best 
argument  of  all  for  our  remaining  there 
is  that  we  propose  to  finish  our  work 
before  we  come  away.  Then,  the  hon. 
Member  was  very  severe  on  the  condi- 
tion of  Bevenue,  but  all  that  can  be  said 
about  that  is  that  there  is  improvement 
taking  place,  and  figures  were  quoted  to 


prove  that  such  is  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member  is  severe  on  the  octroi.  But 
who  has  ever  said  that  there  are  not 
abuses  connected  with  these  matters  ? 
It  appears  to  me  that  one  of  the  results 
of  our  continuing  in  Egypt  at  present 
will  be  that  these  evils  will  be  remedied. 
And  the  hon.  Member,  still  speaking  as 
if  no  statement  had  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  referred  in  tones  of 
the  greatest  contempt  to  the  scum  of  the 
Levant.  But  an  expression  of  opinion 
has  already  been  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  this  matter. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  has  con- 
demned the  immunity  from  trial  under 
Egyptian  laws  which  this  scum  of  the 
Levant  possesses.  The  Capitulations 
were  strongly  condemned.  Then,  again, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness 
recommends  that  Bevenue  should  be  de- 
rived from  the  liquor  shops  in  the 
future ;  but  says  that  the  Capitulations 
stand  in  the  way  of  that  arrangement. 
The  Government  have  asserted  that  the 
Capitulations  are  at  the  root  of  many  of 
the  evils  which  exist ;  and  there,  again, 
they  are  in  agreement  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  is  about  to  support  the 
Amendment.  Lactly,  the  hon.  Member 
argued  in  favour  of  the  Government 
having  a  free  hand  in  Egypt ;  which  is 
exactly  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  hinted  would  be  of  great  import- 
ance if  we  were  to  deal  more  successfully 
with  Egypt  in  the  future  than  we  have 
done  in  the  past.  But,  surely,  even  the 
hon.  Member,  though  he  has  made  his 
speech,  and,  as  I  understand,  is  going  to 
support  the  Amendment,  is  for  all  that 
of  opinion  that  progress  has  been  made 
to  some  extent.  I  gathered  that  from 
his  speech,  and  therefore  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  course  he  proposes  to  take  is 
directly  inconsistent  with  the  opinion  he 
has  expressed.  Let  me  say  one  word 
with  regard  to  an  expression  which 
occurs  in  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch  (Mr.  Cremer),  as  to  the  great 
majority  of  taxpayers  of  this  country 
having  **no  direct  interest  in  the  Go- 
vernment or  affairs  of  Egypt.''  I  think 
that  that  is  one  of  the  most  mischievous 
and  misleading  suggestions  which  could 
possibly  be  made.  I  think  it  was  per- 
haps the  most  mischievous  statement 
made  in  recent  years,  and  there  have 
been  a  great  many  mischievous  state- 
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ments  made  latterly — that  it  is  not  de- 
sirable for  the  people  of  this  country  to 
take  interest  in  foreign  affairs.  The 
House  would  remember  where  the  illus- 
tration was  used  that,  as  Pericles  said 
of  women,  **The  less  they  are  heard 
of  the  better,"  so,  it  was  said,  the 
less  this  country  heard  of  foreign 
affairs  the  better.  That  view  has  been 
at  the  root  of  the  mischief  that  has 
occurred  in  many  parts  of  the  world ; 
and,  to  my  mind,  it  is  the  reverse  of  a 
wise  teaching  to  suggest  to  the  people 
of  this  country  that  they  should  not 
concern  themselves  about  foreign  affairs. 
I  do  believe  that  considerable  progress 
has  been  made  in  Egypt,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  one  great  cause  why  there 
has  not  been  even  greater  progress,  has 
been  the  constant  reference  which  has 
been  made  in  former  years  to  our  inten- 
tion of  coming  away  from  that  country  as 
speedily  as  possible.  I  believe  that  if 
such  statements  had  never  been  indulged 
in — I  believe  that  if  it  had  never  been 
dangled  before  the  eyes  of  Egypt  and  of 
the  world  that  we  were  always  on  the 
point  of  leaving — much  greater  progress 
would  have  been  made.  Language  of 
that  kind,  I  contend,  was  calculated  to 
undo  all  tho  good  being  done.  It  was 
calculated  to  encourage  intrigue,  the 
mists  of  which,  we  are  told  to-night,  are 
continually  rising  in  Egypt ;  and  was  cal- 
culated to  paralyze  the  efforts  this  coun- 
try was  called  upon  to  engage  in.  I 
believe  the  statement  made  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  de- 
scribes with  essential  accuracy  the  real 
position — that  we  have  not  yet  accom- 
plished our  task  in  Egypt,  but  that  a 
substantial  advance  has  been  made. 
That  statement  is  vindicated  by  the  facts 
that  have  been  laid  before  the  House. 
Those  facts  are  not  small  or  unimportant 
i  n  vie  wof  th  e  great  difficulties  that  we  have 
had  to  encounter  in  Egypt—difficulties 
which  will  not  be  lessened,  but  will  be 
greatly  increased  if  the  Amendment  that 
is  being  moved  finds  acceptance  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland):  I  beg  very  respectfully  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes,  and  I  venture.  Sir,  to  do  so 
on  two  g^unds — in  the  first  place,  be- 
cause I  have  not  yet  trespassed  upon  its 
time  or  patience ;  and,  secondly,  because 
I  do  not  desire  or  intend  to  prolong,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  this  debate  by 

Mr.  C.  DalrympU 


speaking  fur  more  than  a  very  few  mo- 
ments. I  wish,  Sir,  to  explain,  very 
briefly,  my  reasons  for  the  vote  which  I 
intend  to  give  on  this  Amendment.  Al- 
though I  intend  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment,  still  I  feel  great  sympathy 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  moved  it, 
and  I  hope  and  believe  that  the  course 
he  has  taken  will  have  a  very  good  effect 
in  drawing  the  attention  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  to  the  highly  important  questions 
of  policy  involved  in  the  Amendment — 
not  that  I  think  that  the  Government  is 
not  fully  aware  or  cognizant  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject ;  but  because  I 
think  it  very  desirable  that  upon  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  should  be 
impressed  the  fact  that  the  people  of  this 
country  do  hold  a  strong  opinion  upon 
the  question  of  our  position  with  regard 
to  Egypt.  Sir,  I  should  be  very  much 
inclined  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  to- 
night, were  it  not  for  the  word  *'  imme- 
diate" introduced  into  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow-in* 
Furness*  (Mr.  Caine)  said  we  could  not 
criticise  too  closely  the  wording  of  a 
Motion  of  this  kind ;  but  it  appears  to 
me  that  on  this  occasion  the  wording  of 
the  Amendment  has  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  the  opinion  which  we  must  form  in 
giving  our  vote  upon  it.  It  does  appear 
to  me  that  the  word  "immediate^ 
is  of  great  importance  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  whilst  I  am  strongly  in 
favour  of  an  evacuation  of  E^pt  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  I  do  feel 
that  before  that  evacuation  can  be  car- 
ried out  something  must  be  dooe.  I 
confess  I  am  a  great  deal  disappointed 
that  nothing  feu  from  the  Govemmeat 
to-night  whilst  I  was  in  the  House  in 
confirmation  or  support  of  what  we  bare 
heard,  and  what  we  have  seen  in  tlie 
newspapers,  as  to  the  withdrawal  of  our 
troops  from  Egypt  I  have  been  led  to 
believe — I  did  believe,  and  I  do  still 
believe,  and  I  think  it  possible  it  was 
only  through  an  oversight  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  ITnder 
Secretary  for  Foreign  AfCairs  that  he 
did  not  refer  to  the  fact — that  troops 
have  already  been  brought  to  England, 
and  that  a  further  withdrawal  is  in  pro- 
gress. I  think  it  was  a  pity  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  impress  that 
fact  upon  the  House,  because  I  thiak 
that  to  Members  on  this  side  it  is  a 
matter  for  great  congratulation  that  a 
distinct  step  in  advance  has  been  taktm 
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— a  step  we  were  not  able  to  obtain 
even  from  the  Qovernment  that  preceded 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,   which 
was  a  Oovernment  with  which  we  were 
in  much  greater  sympathy  than  we  are 
with  the  present  Government.  I  do  very 
humbly  and  respectfully  offer  my  con- 
gratulations to  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  on  the  Government — 
which  I  may  describe,  without  wishiog  to 
speak  in  any  way  offensively,  as  composed 
of  stiff-necked  Tories  and  weak-kneed 
Whigs — beiog  the  first  Government  to 
approach  in  any  way  the  policy  which 
we  desire  to  see  carried  out  in  Egypt. 
Sir,  I  say  I  am  very  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  evacuation  of  Egypt;  but  there 
is  something  that  must  be   done   be- 
fore we  can  carry  out  that  evacuation. 
When  an  Oriental   civilization  is  de- 
stroyed, it  is  almost,  if  not  quite,  impos- 
siblo  to  restore  it;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  as  we  destroyed  the  civilization, 
such  as  it  was,  that  existed  in  Egypt 
before  we  went  there,   upon  us  is  im- 
posed the  duty  of    establishing  some 
form  of  Grovernment  which  will  succeed, 
and  be  an  efficient  substitute  for,  that 
which  we  abolished.     Sir,  I  rejoice  to 
hear  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  there  is  much  im- 
provement in   the  material  and  social 
condition  of  Egypt.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow-in-Furness  (Mr.  Caine)  did 
Bomething,    I  think,    to    destroy  that 
optimistic  view — perhaps  not  to  destroy 
it,  but  to  qualify  it ;  and  I  confess  that 
his  remarks  were,  to  a  great  extent,  in 
accordance  with  my  own  small  experi- 
ence.    When  I  was  in  Egypt  I  was  not 
able  to  learn  that  our  influence  there 
was  doing  any  very  great  good.    I  fully 
admit  and  fully  recognize  the  fact  that 
our  Bepresentatives,  and  the  men  hold- 
ing important  positions  in  Egypt,  are 
men  of  g^eat  ability,  and  are  doing  the 
l>e6t  according  to  their  lights.    But,  Sir, 
it  appeared  to  me,  as  an  outsider,  that 
these  efforts  were  neutralized  by  the  fact 
tbat,  whilst  all  responsibility  appeared  to 
l>e  thrown  on  the  Khedive  and  his  Go- 
-v^emment,  we — that  is  to  say,  the  Eng- 
lieh  (jK>vemment  as  represented  in  Cairo 
— did  not  allow  them  any  real  power  or 
woice  in  the  Government  of  the  country. 
It  may  be — I  believe  it  is — the  fact  that 
joiatters  have  improved  very  much  since 
tlien.     I  think  there  has  been  a  distinct 
Improvement  within  the    last   two  or 
tbree  years.     There  has  been  an  im- 


provement, so  far  as  I  can  judge ;  but  I 
confess  that  I  incline  much  more  to  the 
view  of  benefits  which  our  rule  is  con- 
ferring on  Egypt,  which  has  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow- 
in-Furness,  rather  than  that  expressed 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Sir,  I  think  it  is  very  possible —  I  think 
it  more  than  possible,  I  think  it  is  ex- 
tremely likely — that,  if  we  had  time,  we 
could  establish  a  good,  stable,  and,  in 
every  way  a  satisfactory  Government  in 
Egypt;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  it 
would  be  too  long  a  process  to  effect 
that.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to 
evacuate  the  country  in  a  shorter  time 
than  would  be  necessary  to  bring  about 
such  a  state  of  things  as  that.  We 
must  establish,  at  any  rate,  a  stable 
form  of  Government  before  we  can  leave, 
having  destroyed  the  Government  which 
existed  there ;  and  I  therefore  do  not 
think  that  our  own  unaided  efforts  will 
enable  us  soon  to  leave  the  country  with 
a  satisfactory  result.  We  have  endea- 
voured, during  the  last  five  or  six  years, 
to  work  single-handed  in  competing 
against  the  influences  around  us  in 
Egypt,  without  seeking— nay,  without 
permitting — any  assistance  to  be  ren- 
dered to  us  by  other  Powers.  I  cannot 
help  thinking,  Sir,  that  this  should  be, 
not  an  English  nor  an  Anglo-French 
question,  but  that  it  should  be  an  Euro- 
pean question.  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  Europe  as  well  as  of 
England  to  make  satisfactory  provision 
for  the  government  of  Egypt.  I  very 
much  regret  that  there  has  been  so  long 
a  delay  in  the  reply  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  the  Commission  which  sat 
in  Paris  on  the  Suez  Canal  some  time 
ago.  I  have  not  looked  up  the  Eeport 
of  the  Commission ;  but,  so  far  as  I  re- 
member, the  two  grounds  on  which  the 
English  Eepresentatives  could  not  agree 
to  the  Beport  were,  first,  that  the  Ee- 
presentative  of  the  Porte  was  to  be 
President  of  the  Commission ;  and, 
secondly,  that  a  special  Commission  was 
to  be  instituted  to  deal  with  Egyptian 
affairs.  The  English  Eepresentatives 
considered  that  the  European  super- 
vision then  existing  in  Cairo  was  not 
only  a  sufficient,  but  a  better  means  of 
considering  those  questions.  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  by  g^ing  into 
details ;  but  this  is  a  most  interesting 
subject  for  examination,  and  I  do  be- 
lieve that  the  points  on  which  this  Go- 
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yernment  could  not  give  tbeir  consent, 
or  adhere  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  other  Powers,  were  susceptible  of 
modification,  and  were  open  to  argu- 
ment. I  have  said,  Sir,  that  I  do  not 
think  that  this  question  should  be  an 
English  nor  an  Anglo-French  one.  I 
think  that  here  has  been  the  mischief 
at  the  bottom  of  all  our  troubles  in 
Egypt.  The  main  cause,  it  appears  to 
me,  of  these  troubles  lay  in  the  Dual 
Control  that  was  established.  This  ques- 
tion has  been  made  far  too  much  a  duel 
between  Eugland  and  France;  but  1 
feel  very  strongly  that  it  ought  to 
be — first  of  all — an  European,  and, 
secondly,  an  Egyptian  question.  In 
the  first  place,  why  did  we  ever  go 
to  Egypt;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
having  gone  there,  why  did  we  remain? 
I  think  the  answer  will  be  that  it  was  on 
account  of  the  importance  to  us  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  I  do  not  deny  the  import- 
ance of  the  Suez  Canal  to  us,  but  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that,  in  proportion  to  their 
commerce,  the  Suez  Canal  is  as  important 
to  other  nations  as  it  is  to  this  country ; 
and  that  its  neutral  character,  in  time  of 
peace,  it  is  to  the  interest  of  every  other 
nation,  as  well  as  to  our  own  interest,  to 
preserve.  But  in  time  of  war,  if,  un- 
happily, the  time  should  ever  come  when 
we  are  embarked  in  war — and  I  pray 
God  it  may  not— our  great  object,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  be  to  prevent  hostile 
vessels  of  other  nations  either  from  pass- 
ing through  the  Canal,  or  taking  posses- 
sion of  it ;  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
the  best  means  we  could  adopt  for  effect- 
ing that  would  not  be  to  take  some  of 
those  obsolete  ironclads  which  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  is  so 
anxious  to  relieve  our  Navy  of,  and  sink 
them  in  the  Canal.  That  would  probably 
be  a  very  effective  method  of  overcom- 
ing the  difficulty ;  and  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to 
whom  I  have  referred  would  not  agree 
that  that  is  a  course  very  likely  to  be 
adopted  by  the  English  Government, 
under  such  unfortunate  circumstances. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  that  our  interest  in 
the  Suez  Canal  is  sufficient  ground  for 
rendering  our  intervention  in  Egypt 
continuous.  The  second  ground  on 
which  I  oppose  this  Amendment  is,  that 
it  is  an  Egyptian,  as  well  as  an  European 
affair — that  we  cannot  leave  Egypt  de- 
fenceless.   It  may  be  matter  for  dispute 
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whether  or  not  our  rule  has  been  bene- 
ficial to  Egypt ;  but  of  this  I  feel  quite 
sure— there  cannot  be  two  opinions  about 
it — that  the  substitution  of  French  rule 
for  English  rule  would  only  land  the 
Egyptian  out  of  the  frying- pan  into  the 
fire.  If  our  rule  is  bad  for  Egypt,  I  am 
convinced  that  that  of  France  would  be 
worse.  We  cannot  blind  our  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  even  with  all  her  present 
complications  and  difficulties,  it  is  not  at 
all  impossible  that  France  might  desire 
to  step  into  Egypt,  should  we  leave  it. 
Sir,  there  is  another  danger  to  Egypt — 
namely,  the  danger  of  an  Arab  iovasion. 
I  really  think,  especially  after  the  re- 
marks that  fell  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Holborn  (Colonel  Duncan), 
in  that  able  and  manly  speech,  if  I 
may  say  so,  that  he  delivered,  that  the 
Egyptian  Army  is  now  approaching  a 
condition  in  which  it  can  be  relied  on  to 
provide  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
The  Egyptian  Army  has  improved  in  a 
most  rapid  and  remarkable  manner,  and 
the  result  is  almost  entirely  due,  I  think, 
to  the  efforts  of  General  Grenfell  and 
those  able  men  who  have  assisted  him 
in  doing  the  work  to  which  he  has  de- 
voted so  much  time  and  energy.  One  of 
the  most  painful  and  grievous  sights  I 
ever  witnessed  in  my  life  was  the  ship- 
ping of  the  reinforcements  from  the 
Egyptian  Army  to  the  Soudan.  I  shall 
never  forget  the  painful  and  horrible 
thing  it  was  to  see  the  panio-strickeo, 
terrified  mass  of  men  and  boys  driven  at 
the  point  of  the  sword,  and  with  revol- 
vers at  their  heads,  into  the  trains  and 
into  the  vessels,  to  be  shipped  off  to  the 
Soudan.  I  asked  myself,  *' Is  it  possible 
that  these  men  can  ever  make  soldiers?" 
Two  short  weeks  afterwards  —  I 
member  the  day  well :  it  was 
day  three  years  ago— these  unfortunate 

Seople  who  were  permitted  by  Her 
[ajesty*8  Government  —  and  I  thimk 
it  was  to  the  shame  of  the  Gorets* 
ment  that  they  were  so  permitted  — 
to  go  with  General  Baker  to  t^ 
relief  of  Tokar,  were  massacred  al 
to  the  last  individual  by  the  Arabs 
the  field  of  battle.  A  more  appallia^ 
and  horrible  sight  than  that  field  pr^ 
seated  cannot  be  imagined.  It  wiQ 
never  fade  from  my  memory.  8ir,  1 
cannot  help  feeling  that  an  enomovs 
amount  of  credit  is  due  to  the  m««  w1m» 
have  raised  up  snoh  a  Force  as  the  pre- 
sent Egyptian  Army  from  such  matmal 
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as  this.  I  believe  that  an  Egyptian 
Army,  officered  by  Englishmen,  would  be 
quite  sufficient  to  repel  any  attack  from 
Lower  Egypt  by  the  Arabs ;  and,  more- 
over, the  information  I  received  the 
other  day  from  the  G-overument  as  to  our 
opening  up  the  trade  of  the  Nile,  will  go 
much  further  to  restore  order  and  settle 
the  Government  in  the  Soudan  than  any 
of  those  miserable  expeditions  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  engaged  in 
some  two  or  three  years  ago.  Then, 
there  is  one  other  point  upon  which  I 
desire  to  say  a  word,  and  I  refer  to  it 
with  great  diffidence;  because,  on  the 
part  of  tho  Government,  we  heard  to- 
night that  there  is  no  feeling  against  us 
in  Europe  on  account  of  our  Egyptian 
policy.  I  wish  I  could  honestly  believe 
that  there  is  no  ill-feeling  towards  us  on 
account  of  that  policy.  I  think  all  the 
information  we  are  able  to  gather  in  a 
private  capacity  is  to  the  contrary.  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  there  is  no  sub- 
ject with  regard  to  which  our  good  name 
has  so  much  suffered  in  Europe,  as  it 
has  in  reference  to  this  question  of 
Egypt.  There  is,  undoubtedly,  a  strong 
feeling  against  us  in  France.  I  say  it 
with  all  submission  to  the  words  which 
have  fallen  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
to-night.  I  should  only  be  too  glad  if 
I  could  think  that  those  words  were  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  case ;  but 
everyone  who  reads  the  foreign  news- 
papers— even  the  Paris  newspapers, 
which  are  no  great  indication  of  the  real 
feeling  of  the  country — anyone  who  eur 
deavours  to  follow  the  political  opinion 
of  Europe,  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  France 
on  this  Egyptian  Question.  The  Paris 
Press  does  not  scruple  to  accuse  us  of 
unworthy  motives;  and,  moreover,  it 
appears  to  me  there  is  a  feeling  amongst 
others  of  the  Great  Powers  that  we  are 
not  acting  quite  straightforwardly — that 
is,  that  we  say  one  thing  and  do  an- 
other; or,  at  any  rate,  that  we  do  not 
act  up  to  our  professions.  Anything 
which  in  any  way  can  tarnish  our  good 
faith  in  Europe  is  unworthy  of  our 
policy;  and  I  do  most  earnestly  hope 
that  if  this  debate  has  no  other  result, 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  inducing  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  do  all  in  their 
power  not  only,  as  I  believe  they  are 
now  doing,  to  improve  the  material  con- 
dition and  prosperity  of  Egypt,  but  also 
to  endeavour  to  settle  the  question  by 


bringing  the  other  Governments  of 
Europe  into  participation  in  the  respon- 
sibility and  difficulties  that  surround  it. 
1  thank  the  House  for  the  patience  and 
attention  with  which  it  has  listened  to 
my  remarks. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester) :  I  am  unable  to  join  issue 
with  the  last  Speaker  in  any  of  his  ob- 
servations from  the  fact  that  he  has 
told  us  he  is  perfectly  in  accord  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House,  inasmuch  as  he  intends  to 
vote  against  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member's  view  is  in  sympathy  with  ours 
as  to  the  word  **  immediate ; "  for,  if 
that  word  had  been  eliminated  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  would  have 
received  more  support  than  I  fear  he 
will  have.  I  think,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  so,  the  House  must  have  been 
very  much  struck  by  the  admirable 
speech  which  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Holborn  (Colonel 
Duncan).  The  views  he  gave  us  could 
not  fail  to  commend  themselves  to,  and 
have  great  weight  with,  the  deliberations 
and  councils  of  this  House.  The  scheme 
that  he  unfolded  was  an  excellent  one — 
that  of  having  2,000  men  on  the  northern 
and  2,000  men  on  the  southern  point  of 
the  railway  system,  Cairo  being  the  seat 
of  the  Egyptian  Government.  But  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  Benches  have  lost  sight  of  the 
fact  that,  although  Egypt  may  be  in  their 
opinion  but  a  secondary  consideration 
in  the  Councils  of  this  Kealm,  that 
country  stUl  forms  a  link,  and  a  very 
important  link,  in  that  great  political 
chain  which,  if  I  may  use  the  metaphor, 
secures  the  British  vessel  of  the  State. 
In  proposing  suddenly  and  peremptorily 
to  evacuate  Egypt ;  in  proposing  to  de- 
nude her  at  once  of  British  troops,  to 
deprive  her  of  British  protection,  to 
abandon  her  entirely  to  probable  inter- 
nal dissensions,  and  possibly  to  anarchy 
and  revolution ;  hon.  Members  are  advo- 
cating a  policy  which  may  leave  our  in- 
terests in  Egypt — which  are  of  no  small 
magnitude — at  the  mercy  of  Continental 
complications  and  Egyptian  entangle- 
ments. Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
would  be  the  inevitable  result  of  our 
leaving  the  country  suddenly  to  its  own 
internal  Government.  To  hold  his  own 
in  these  troubled  waters,  the  Captain  who 
manages  the  British  vessel  of  the  State 
has  to  consider  his  position,  and  consider 
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it  very  carefully  in  all  its  bearings.  The 
contention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
appears  to  me  to  be  that  we  have  no 
business  in  Egypt  at  this  time,  that  we 
have  no  greater  interest  in  the  Suez 
Canal  or  in  Egypt  than  other  Conti- 
nental Powers.  It  is  easy  to  talk  glibly 
— as  I  am  afraid  hon.  Members  do  talk 
— of  suddenly  evacuating  Egypt  and  of 
abandoning  her  by  the  withdrawal  of 
all  our  troops,  as  though  we  possess  no 
interests,  national  or  international,  in 
that  country — as  though  India  were  at 
this  moment  in  the  hands  of  Eussia,  and 
not  a  Possession  of  our  own,  and  as 
though  we  had  no  interests  to  protect 
or  defend  eastward  of  the  Island  of 
Malta.  A  great  many  Members — I 
cannot  say  all,  because  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  admitted  the  truth — 
ignore  the  fact  that  it  was  not  the  Tory 
Party  that  originated  this  great  trouble 
in  Egypt.  It  was  not  the  Tory  Party 
that  originated  the  war  of  1882,  which 
commenced  with  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria.  But,  Sir,  that  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  had  this  efiPect — it 
pledged  not  only  the  Government  of  the 
day,  but  successive  Governments,  to  a 
policy  in  Egypt  which  they  cannot  re- 
linquish until  they  bave  obtained  the 
objects  for  which  we  entered  the  coun- 
try. That  war  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Tory  Party,  but  was  the  product  of  the 
vacillation  of  the  Cabinet  presided  over 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone).  The  Tory  Party,  however, 
Laving  accepted  the  legacy  left  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  are  bound,  as 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
very  rightly  pointed  out  this  evening, 
to  fulfil  all  the  obligations,  engage- 
ments, and  responsibilities  that  were 
tied  up  in  the  covenant  thus  handed 
over  to  them.  Sir,  those  obligations, 
engagements  and  responsibilities  have 
not  yet  been  fulfilled.  Assuming  for  a 
moment  that  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
view  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
announced  in  the  House  to-night,  we 
withdraw  our  troops  to-morrow  from 
Egypt  and  finally  evacuate  the  country ; 
do  hon.  Gentlemen  suppose  for  one  mo- 
ment that  order  and  good  government 
would  spring  up  there  in  a  night  like  a 
mushroom  ?  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
quit  that  country  until,  what  the  hon.  and 
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gallant  Member  for  Holbom  (Colonel 
Duncan)  very  rightly  suggested  ms 
necessary — a  reliable  Government  is 
established  on  a  firm  and  secure  basis, 
and  is  seen  to  flourish  there.  At 
this  moment  such  a  Government  does 
not  flourish  there.  But,  following  out 
the  idea  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  I  do  not  think 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
throw  any  impediment  in  the  w&j 
of  that  course  being  carried  out.  One 
other  consideration  is  this,  that  if  we 
evacuated  the  country  very  suddenly — 
for  I  know  the  country  well — ^I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  a  very  short  time 
would  elapse,  after  our  peremptory  with* 
drawal  of  troops,  before  a  revolntion 
would  break  out.  IJnfortun&tely»  the 
present  Euler  of  Egypt  is  not  a  man  of 
very  strong  or  courageous  character. 
There  are  a  great  many  people  who  will 
go  80  far  as  to  say  that  he  is  not  al- 
together to  be  trusted.  Certainly  it  is 
an  open  question  that  he  is  not  held  in 
very  great  respect  or  regard  by  his 
own  people  who,  I  believe,  if  they  were 
asked  the  question  would  say  they  would 
infinitely  prefer  the  return  of  their  old 
Buler  Ismail  to  the  present  Khedive. 
Why  is  it  that  the  people  have  no  greiit 
regard  or  respect  for  the  present  reign- 
ing Prince?  It  is  because  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  through  a  mis- 
placed humanitarianism,  elected  to  try 
Arabi  Pasha  not  by  Egyptian  law,  and 
according  to  Egyptian  customs,  but 
under  those  of  an  alien  Eoropesa 
Power,  depriving  Tewfik  of  the  Boyal 

{prerogative  of  mercy.  I  am  afraid  the 
atter  owes  his  imfortunate  position  to 
that  spirit  of  humanitarianism  which 
sometimes  sways  the  councils  of  Goren* 
ment  and  leads  them  into  Quixotis 
actions.  Looking  into  Egyptian  His- 
tory for  the  last  few  years,  we  see  that 
all  this  trouble  has  arisen  from  the  fiMt 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  prt- 
sided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone),  was  in  direct  coni 
tion  all  the  time  to  Ministerial 
tions,  instructions,  and  promiaeSft 
Sir,  having,  as  I  said 
accepted  the  covenant  sad 
has  been  handed  down  to 
jesty's  Government  is 
the  best  of  it.  Al  ~ 
have  now  staring 
heavy  interests  in 
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particular,  with  that  great  highway  the 
Suez  Canal.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  would  not  accept  that  argu- 
ment; but  I  repeat  it,  because  I  know  it 
is  right.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  bear  in  mind  that  so  far  as  they 
are  concerned  great  responsibilities  and 
interests  are  involved  in  this  question  of 
the  security  of  the  Suez  Canal — interests 
which  may  at  any  time  be  affected  and 
even  imperilled.  Therefore  I  cannot 
but  think  that  until  Her  Majesty's 
Government  can  satisfy  themselves  that 
on  the  evacuation  of  Egypt,  on  the 
embarkation  of  the  last  British  soldier 
from  the  pier  at  Alexandria,  they  can 
feel  confident  that  a  firm,  stable,  and 
reliable  National  Government  has  been 
established  —  and  established  perma- 
nently— they  cannot,  in  my  opinion, 
speaking  as  a  humble  Member  of  this 
House,  be  content  to  leavo  Egypt  as  its 
protecting  Power,  and  to  watch  in  future 
the  course  of  events  in  that  country 
from  the  congenial  shores  of  Great 
Britain  rather  than  from  the  muddy 
banks  of  the  Nile. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  It  is  idle  to  talk,  as  has  been  done, 
of  our  disinterestedness  in  Egypt,  which 
has  been  demoralized,  as  any  country 
would  be  demoralized,  by  the  presence 
in  it  of  foreign  troops  for  four  years. 
The  only  thing  we  want  is  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Government  which  shall 
be  the  tool  of  this  country.  The  English 
have  hunted  Arabi  and  his  half-drilled 
troops,  and  after  dubbing  Arabi  a  rebel 
they  have  sent  him  out  of  the  country. 
I  do  not  know  whether  England  desires 
to  kindle  a  war  between  France  and 
%  Germany,  so  that  she  may  annex  Egypt, 
but  I  feel  bound  to  say  it  looks  very 
like  it.  If  so,  it  is  a  bloodthirsty  policy, 
and  the  people  of  Europe  regard  English 
conduct  in  Egypt  with  the  greatest 
jealousy  and  indignation.  At  first,  it 
was  thought  the  occupation  would  be  of 
only  a  temporary  character  ;  but  now  it 
has  lasted  for  five  years,  at  an  enormous 
expense  to  this  country  and  Ireland.  Eng- 
land has  slaughtered  the  Egyptians  wan- 
tonly ;  for  they  have  done  nothing  against 
the  British  Empire ;  they  have  offered 
no  insult  to  the  flag.  This  slaughter  has 
taken  place  merely  to  gratify  a  wish  to 
extend  the  already  over-bloated  British 
Empire.  The  extension  of  that  Empire 
has  been  made  through  merciless  shed- 


ding of  blood  and  the  laying  waste  of 
other  lands.  It  was  so  in  India,  in 
Africa,  and  New  Zealand.  Everywhere 
slaughter  has  preceded  annexation,  and 
it  looks  as  if  the  slaughter  in  Egypt  is 
to  be  the  forerunner  of  annexation.  The 
Irish  people  view  the  proceedings  in 
Egypt  with  the  deepest  abhorrence  and 
disgust ;  and  the  originator  of  all  this  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen).  The 
tree  he  planted  has  borne  suitable  fruit. 
If  he  were  so  fortunate  as  to  secure  a 
float 

Mr.  speaker  :  "  Order,  order." 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  speaking  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND :  I  was  about  to 
mention  the  connection  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  the  affair. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  pursue  that  line  of 
remark 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND :  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  be  allowed  to  explain  what 
I  was  saying  as  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  have  already  cau- 
tioned the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND:  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  respectfully  maintain  that 
the  origin  of  the  Egyptian  difficulty  is 
to  be  traced  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  I  regret  very  much  he  is  not  in 
the  House.  Mr.  Goschen  went  to  Egypt 
to  float  a  loan.  It  is  not  my  intention 
to  impute  motives — no  doubt,  the  motives 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  of  the 
most  honourable  description ;  but  it  is 
extremely  unfortunate  that  the  Egyptian 
difficulties  date  from  the  intervention  of 
the  right,  hon.  Gentleman.  From  that 
time  to  this  there  has  been  nothing  but 
misery,  war,  and  famine  in  Egypt.  I 
happened  to  be  in  that  country  shortly 
after  the  bombardment  of  Alexandria ; 
and  I  felt  ashamed  to  see  the  Natives 
crouching  at  street  corners,  or  flying 
into  the  back  streets  at  the  approach  of  a 
white  man.  I  was  utterly  ashamed  of 
the  British  ruffianism  which  I  witnessed 
in  the  streets ;  and  I  am  not  surprised 
that  the  people  looked  on  the  flag  of 
England  with  the  same  loathing  with 
which  it  was  regarded  by  the  Irish 
people.  Everywhere  there  was  ruin, 
misery,  and  havoc,  and  over  all  floated 
the  Union  Jack  of  England,  the  symbol 
of  liberty.    I  believe  the  time  will  come 
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when,  by  a  combination  of  the  Powers, 
England  would  be  compelled  to  leave 
Eg:ypt. 

Colonel  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  I  must  apologize  for  taking  part 
in  this  debate,  because  the  subject  of  it 
does  not  directly  concern  the  part  of  the 
Empire  to  which  I  belong,  and  because 
I  have  already  addressed  the  House. 
But  as  the  wisdom  of  the  House  has 
decided — I  believe  for  ever — that  Ire- 
land is  to  remain  an  integral  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ;  all  that  concerns 
the  best  interests  and  the  welfare  of  the 
Empire  to  which  I  belong  is,  I  think, 
deserving  of  the  careful  attention  and 
consideration  of  Irish  Members.  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
spoke  as  an  Irish  Member,  and  he  ap- 
pears to  have  one  remedy,  and  one 
alone,  for  the  ills  of  all  the  nations.  The 
hon.  Member  suffers  from  Home  Hule 
on  the  brain.  The  hon.  Member  seems 
to  think  that  on  one  occasion  he  ran  the 
risk  of  a  very  great  calamity,  of  which, 
however,  there  really  was  no  danger ; 
and  it  is  that  he  was  afraid,  when  at 
Alexandria  on  one  occasion,  that  he  ] 
might  have  been  mistaken  for  an 
Englishman. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  wish  to  correct  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  if  he  will  allow  me.  That 
misfortune  has  not  yet  befallen  me. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  I  think 
the  House  will  support  me  when  I  say 
that  the  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman belongs  is  a  Party  whose  deepest 
aspiration  is  the  downfall  of  the  Empire. 
[No!]  The  hon.  Member  regards  our 
position  in  Egypt  as  a  manifestation  of 
the  abominable  character  of  British 
rule ;  and  he  is  of  opinion  that  if  our 
rule  were  withdrawn  from  other  parts 
of  the  world,  those  countries  would  be 
peaceful  and  contented.  If  that  does 
not  show  hostility  to  the  Empire,  I  do 
not  know  what  an  enemy  is.  And  now 
let  me  say  a  word  or  two  about  the 
Amendment.  The  Amendment  before 
the  House  is  very  carefully  drawn.  It 
covers  a  very  large  amount  of  ground, 
and  I  imagine  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, when  they  go  back  to  their  con- 
stituents, will  point  out  that  the  battle 
fought  in  the  House  to-night  was  a 
battle  engaged  in  by  them  in  order,  if 
possible,  to  show  to  the  country  that  the 
Conservative  Party,  in  reality,  desire  to 
embark  in  a  dangerous,  an  adventurous, 
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and  a  meddling  foreign  policy.  The 
Amendment  represents  to  Her  Majesty 

that — 

'^The  expenses  of  the  prolonged  occupation  of 
Egypt  by  a  British  Force  have  to  be  b<»ne  by 
the  taxpayers  of  the  United  Kingdom,  tbue 
great  majority  of  whom  have  no  direct  interest 
in  the  government  or  affairs  of  Egypt,  and  that 
the  retention  of  oar  troops  in  Egypt  is  a  cause 
of  suspicion  and  irritation  to  Continental  Go- 
vernments, and  calculated  to  weaken  the  inflo- 
ence  of  the  country  in  the  Councils  of  Europe,** 

and  prays  Her  Majesty  "  to  take  imme- 
diate steps  for  recalling  the  whole  of 
her  Forces  from  Egypt."     Now,  Sir,  I 
believe  that  I  am  speaking  the  sentiment 
of  the  whole  of  tho  Conservative  Party 
when  I  say  that  they  are  opposed  to 
anything  like  an  adventurous  foreign 
policy ;  and  that  they  believe  the  wont 
course  the  Government    could   porsne 
would  be  to  meddle  with  those  unfor- 
tunate foreign  complications  that  have 
arisen — and   are   likely  to  arise — from 
time  to  time  in  Europe.     One  of  the 
greatest  benefits  which  Prince  Bismarck 
has  conferred  on  diplomacy  is  that  he 
has  stripped  it  of  that  reserve,  and  of 
those  circuitous  methods    whicli  hare 
hitherto  been  adopted  by  diplomatists 
in  all  countries.    Now,  recognising  as 
I  do  the  present  critical  condition  of 
Europe,  when   there  is,  as  it  were,  a 
smell  of  gunpowder  in  the  air — and  I 
am  fully  conscious  of  it — I  will  not  saj 
a  word  that  can  help  to  create  irritattoa 
abroad ;  but  I  believe  that  the  way  to 
keep  out  of  and  to  avoid  complications 
which  might  lead  us  into  trouble  and 
disastrous  wars,  is  for  us  to  speak  our 
mind  so  clearly  as  to  what  the  policy  of 
England  will  be,  that  there  can  be  no 
mistake  in  any  country  as  to  what  ve 
intend  to  do  in  certain  contingenciea.    I 
believe  the  foreign  policy  of  England  is 
naturally,  and  ought  to  be  the 
simple  foreign  policy  of  any  great 
in  tho  world.      We  have   a  line  that 
we  mean  to  stand  by — a  line  starting 
from  England,  and  passing  on  bv  Gib- 
raltar, Malta,  Egypt  and  Aden  to  India; 
and  our  Government  and  our  Diplomatisto 
should  be  judged  by  the  clearness  aad 
closeness  with  which  they  stick  to  that 
line,  with  which  the  vital  interests  of 
our  widely -scattered  Empire  are  bovad 
up.     If  the  Government  go  beyond  tJul 
line,  I  believe  the  verdict  of  the  conntiy 
will  bo  against  them.     This  debate  kas» 
to  a  considerable  degree,  run  off  into 
side   issues.    The   hon.   Member   who 
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moved  the  Amendment  asks  why  we 
went  to  Egypt,  and  why  we  should  stay 
there  ?  These  are  no  doubt  two  ques- 
tions that  interest  the  country  very 
greatly,  and  I  think  it  would  be  as  well 
that  we  should  be  perfectly  candid  and 
straightforward  in  regard  to  thetaa.  I 
epeak  as  an  outsider,  but  I  venture  to 
Bay  that  the  opinion  of  the  outside 
public  in  this  country  has  long  been 
made  up  on  these  three  points — as  to 
why  we  went  to  Egypt,  why  we  remain 
theie,  and  how  long  we  intend  to  stay 
there.  The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
apparently  imagines  that  we  went  to 
!Egypt  to  bolster  up  the  bondholders. 
Why,  Sir,  the  British  public  might  just 
as  soon  go  to  war  for  the  Irish  land- 
lords as  for  the  Egyptian  bondholders. 
It  would  be  just  as  philanthropic  to  de- 
vote the  blood  and  treasure  of  the  Em- 
pire to  one  as  to  the  other.  The  British 
people  kno\v  that  we  went  to  Egypt  be- 
cause Egypt  is  a  link  in  the  chain  which 
binds  this  country  to  India.  It  has  been 
remarked  that  the  Suez  Canal  could 
very  easily  be  stopped  up  and  closed, 
and  a  speech  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Liord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  in  which  he  said  that 
he  could  himself  close  the  Canal  in  a 
very  short  time,  has  been  cited.  But 
that  is  not  the  point.  If  in  time  of  war 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  held  one  end 
of  the  Suez  Canal  and  an  equally  clever 
officer  held  the  other,  it  would  be  very 
difficult  for  any  other  Power  to  get  con- 
trol of  the  Canal,  or  to  close  it.  I  fully 
realize  the  fact  that  the  Suez  Canal  is  a 
link  in  the  chain  which  binds  us  to 
India.  I  do  not  think  the  French  have 
any  right  to  complain  of  our  action,  be- 
cause before  we  embarked  on  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition  our  Government  invited 
France  to  join  them;  but  M.  Gambetta 
and  M.  de  Freycinet  answered  that  the 
French  people  were  not  inclined  to  take 
part  in  the  operations.  Therefore  the 
French  cannot  throw  in  our  teeth  that  we 
prevented  them  from  participating  in  the 
work  of  restoring  order  in  Egypt.  We 
invited  them,  and  they  refused  to  co- 
operate with  us.  We  went  alone,  and 
we  have  spent  millions  of  money  and 
shed  a  large  amount  of  blood — I  am 
afraid  much  innocent  blood,  too.  I  am 
not  defending  our  policy  in  Egypt ;  but 
I  say  that  we  have  made  great  sacrifice?, 
and  that  those  sacrifices  have  been  wil- 
lingly assented  to  by  the  English  people, 

VOL.  CCCX.       [xraRD  sERiEe.] 


for  objects  which  were  thought  to  be 
vital  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Empire. 
And  why  are  we  staying  there?  We 
are  doing  so  because,  up  to  the  present 
moment,  the  Government  of  Egypt  has 
not  been  stable  enough  to  remain  un- 
assisted and  alone.  1  believe  that  the 
moment  the  Egyptians  can  do  without 
our  assistance,  or  the  assistance  of  other 
nations,  we  should  abandon  Egypt ;  but 
that  can  be  left  in  the  hands  of  what- 
ever British  Government  may  be  in 
Office  at  the  time.  What  we  wish  other 
nations  to  clearly  understand  is  that, 
although  we  do  not  desire  to  annex 
Egypt,  yet  we  will  not  sufiPer  any  other 
nation,  as  long  as  we  have  a  ship  or  a 
sailor,  to  step  into  our  Egyptian  shoes. 
There  is  one  remark  which  was  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  which  I 
feel  bound  to  demur.  It  has  been  said 
that  we  went  to  Egypt  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  Sir, 
I  believe  that  the  English  people  will 
not  re-echo  that  sentiment.  I  have 
been  a  good  deal  in  Egypt,  and  I  have 
mixed  with  its  people,  and  I  believe  it  is 
impossible  to  mix  with  the  Fellaheen  and 
the  Egyptian  people  without  being  struck 
by  their  many  good  qualities.  Their 
patience,  their  temper,  and  their  industry 
always  attract  Europeans.  But  they  have 
been  ruled  with  tyranny.  What  has 
been  the  curse  of  Egypt  ?  It  is  that 
they  have  been  ruled  by  the  Turks ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  the  British  people 
would  ever  have  spent  a  shilling,  or  shed 
a  drop  of  the  meanest  blood  of  an  Eng- 
lishman, if  they  had  thought  for  a 
moment  that  it  was  to  bolster  up  the 
authority  of  Turkish  rule  in  that  coun- 
try.' The  English  Government  did  not 
feel  keenly  about  the  integrity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  in  putting  their  hand 
upon  Cyprus.  Our  whole  action  in  this 
matter,  I  believe,  had  been  influenced 
distinctly  by  the  desire  for  self-preserva- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  British  Empire. 
It  is  quite  evident  that  we  did  not  feel 
very  much  about  the  integrity  either  of 
Turkey  or  Egypt  when  we  did  what  I  have 
said  with  regard  to  Cyprus.  Our  only  de- 
sire was  to  secure  the  preservation  of  our 
Indian  Empire.  We  took  Cyprus  because 
we  believed  it  to  be  on  that  line  which  we 
mean  to  maintain.  We  went  to  Egypt 
because  we  thought  that  it  was  a  link 
in  the  chain  which  we  mean  to  maintain, 
and  which  we  must  maintain.  We  intend 
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to  remain  there  until  we  have  made 
that  link  secure ;  and  if  the  day  comes, 
as  I  believe  it  may,  when  we  shall  be 
able  to  establish  in  Ep^ypt  a  stable  Go- 
vernment and  retire  from  the  country, 
then,  looking  at  the  enormous  improve- 
ment that  has  taken  place,  looking  at 
the  absence  of  g^oss  and  abominable 
Turkish  oppression  which  has  existed, 
and  at  the  progressive  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  coimtry,  I  believe 
that  we  shall  in  the  end  be  able  to  say 
that  our  blood  and  our  treasure  have  not 
been  spent  in  vain. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
find  fault  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch 
(Mr.  Cremer)  for  bringing  foward  this 
Amendment.  There  had  been  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  irritation  and  im- 
patience at  the  x>rolonged  occupation 
of  Egypt,  and  if  such  impatience  existed 
out-of-doors  it  was  only  right  and  natural 
that  it  should  find  vent  in  the  House. 
Whatever  might  be  the  value  to  them- 
selves of  such  debates  as  they  had  that 
night,  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  by 
any  means  so  certain  that  debates  upon 
subjects  of  foreign  policy  strengthened 
the  position  of  the  British  Government 
abroad.  That  was,  however,  the  price 
which  we  had  to  pay  for  discussing 
questions  of  this  kind  in  a  popular 
Assembly.  If  Egypt  was  ever  to  be 
brought  into  such  a  condition  that  it 
could  safely  and  honourably  be  evacu- 
ated by  the  British  Government,  it  could 
only  be  by  a  steady  and  continuous  line  of 
policy.  Any  interruption  of  ilhat  ateady 
and  continuous  line  of  policy ^s  certain 
to  postpone  the  day  on  which  the  evacua- 
tion of  Egypt  could  take  place ;  and  if 
the  effect  of  the  debate  which  had  taken 
place  that  evening,  and  the  Division 
which  he  supposed  would  ensue,  should 
be  to  lead  either  Foreign  Qt»v«rnments 
or  the  Egyptian  people  to  suppose  that 
the  British  Government  had  any  idea  of 
abandoning  the  task  it  had  undertaken, 
or  that  having  put  its  hand  to  the  plough 
it  was  disposed  to  look  back,  he  was  sure 
that  the  effect  of  the  debate  and  the  Di- 
vision would  be  to  defeat  the  very  object 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  had  in  view.  Upon  one 
point  they  were  all  agreed.  The  late 
Government,  the  present  Government, 
and  those    hon.    Members    below   the 
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Gangway  opposite  who  had  moved  and 
supported  this  Amendment,  were  all 
agreed  as  to  the  wisdom  of  evacuating 
Egypt  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could 
do  so.  The  reasons  for  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Government  to  effect  that 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  was 
not  any  pressure  which  was  now  put 
upon  us  by  Foreign  Governments.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  stated,  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  debate,  that  the 
Government  were  not  aware  that  any 

Eressure  was  being  exerted  at  present 
y  any  of  those  Governments  who  were 
parties  to  the  Convention  of  1885.  No 
doubt,  there  was  agitation  in  certain 
foreign  countries  on  the  subject  of  the 
British  occupation  of  Egypt;  but  the 
sayings  and  writings  of  agitators  abroad 
were  not  yet  sufficiently  powerful  to  in- 
fluence the  conduct  of  a  British  Govern- 
ment. While  our  occupation  of  Egypt 
was  assented  to  by  those  Powers  who 
were  parties  to  the  Convention  of  1885, 
we  could  very  well  afford  to  disregard 
the  attacks  made  upon  us  by  foreign 
newspapers  and  agitators.  The  real 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  hon. 
Members  who  moved  and  supported 
the  Amendment  and  the  present  Go- 
vernment— he  was,  probably,  right  in 
adding  the  late  Government — was  that 
while  they  desired  to  limit  the  oooiipft- 
tion  of  Egypt  by  a  period  of  time— 
whether  it  be  one  month  or  six  months 
— the  view  of  the  Government  was  that 
it  must  be  limited,  not  by  any  particular 
period  of  time,  but  by  the  fulfilment  of 
the  objects  to  which  the  oocupatioii  of 
Egypt  had  been  directed.  To  put  a 
period  of  time  to  the  occupation  was  tiis 
way  to  prevent  the  fulfilment  of  that 
object.  On  one  occasion,  several  y^mn 
ago,  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  on  the  part  of  the  then  GoTem- 
ment,  was  incautious  enough  to  state  that 
it  was  hoped  Egypt  would  be  erzcuMied 
in  six  months ;  and  it  wasowing  probably 
to  that  statement,  in  no  small  degr«e» 
that  Egypt  was  not  evacuated  yet  lie 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  felt  sure  that  anj  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  either  the  Hoase  of 
Commons  or  the  Government,  or  any 
responsible  Member  of  the  Govemmeat, 
to  declare  that  Egypt  should  beeraoaated 
within  any  defined  period  of  time  woali 
result  in  the  defeat  of  the  object  fbr 
which  that  declaration  bad  been 
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What  was  the  object  for  which  we  were 
now  in  Egypt  ?  He  really  must  protest, 
on  behalf  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  against  the  extremely  hard 
measure  which  he  had  received  from 
his  supporter  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark).  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  late  Government,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  late  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  **  went  to  Egypt 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  Parlia- 
mentary povernment."  Now,  he  believed 
that  he  (Sir  John  Gorst)  had  made  use 
of  language  very  much  like  that;  but 
that  was  at  a  time  when  he  held  an  irre- 
sponsible position  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  and  when  it  was  part  of  his 
duty  to  endeavour  to  draw  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  would,  however, 
have  never  thought  of  making  use  of 
such  language  towards  the  Leader  of 
the  Party  to  which  he  professed  to 
belong — and  now  that  he  filled  a  respon- 
sible position  he  must  protest  against 
the  Government  of  the  day  being  sup- 
posed to  have  gone  to  Egypt,  or  to 
remain  there  for  so  unworthy  an  object 
as  the  suppression  of  Parliamentary 
government.  The  object  for  which  they 
were  in  Egypt  was  admirably  stated 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne — **  We 
are  in  Egypt,  and  we  shall  remain  in 
Egypt  until  we  can  leave  that  country 
with  an  assurance  of  external  and.  in- 
ternal tranquillity."  The  moment  the 
Government  could  leave  that  country 
ivith  an  assurance  of  this  kind,  he  sup- 
posed it  was  the  policy,  both  of  the 
present  and  of  the  late  Government,  to 
withdraw.  It  was  idle  to  say  that  no 
progress  had  been  made  there,  although 
it  might  suit  the  purposes  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway,  whose  object 
-was  to  heap  obloquy  upon  the  British 
Government,  to  assert  so.  He  would 
remind  the  House  of  some  of  the  advan- 
tages whidi  had  been  conferred  on  the 
Egyptian  people.  First  of  all  there 
was  the  entire  abolition  of  the  kourbash. 
Anyone  who  knew  Oriental  countries, 
and  the  way  in  which  Oriental  Govern- 
ments were  accustomed  to  collect  their 
taxes,  would  recognize  the  immense  and 
beneficial  revolution  which  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  kourbash  had  been.  In- 
stead of  the  Fellaheen  having  their 
taxes  extorted  from  them  by  torture, 
they  now  only  paid  what  was  legal,  with- 
out being  subjected  to  violence.     It'  that 


reform  stood  alone  as  the  one  achieve- 
ment of   the  British  Government,   he 
thought  it  was  one  of  which  they  might 
be  justly  proud.    Another  reform  had 
been  accomplished  under  our  auspices. 
The  corvee — or  forced  labour — had  been 
almost  wholly  abolished ;  it  would  have 
been  entirely  abolished  if  it  had  not 
been  for  a  little  accident  which  happened 
in  the  course  of  the  negotiations.     Last 
year  the  eorvie  was  partially  abolished, 
and  this  year  there  would  have  been 
£250,000  applied  for  the  almost  total 
abolition  of  the  cortie  in  the  present 
year.    It  was  not  true  to  say  that  this 
proposal    had    been    opposed    by    the 
French  Government,  but  differences  of 
opinion  as  to  the  details  of  the  scheme 
had  arisen.      Then  there  was  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow-in-Fumess  (Mr.  Caine) 
most  justly  condemned  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  by  the  Foreign  Consuls  ; 
but  what  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  had  alluded  to  was  the  adminis- 
tration of  criminal  justice  by  the  Native 
Arab  tribunals.      Before  we  went    to 
Egypt  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice  by  the  Arab  tribunals  was  a 
mockery.      He  did   not  say  that    the 
administration   of   justice  was  perfect 
now;  but  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  the  administration  of  Native  jus- 
tice by  the  Native  tribunals  was  enor- 
mously   improved.      Besides   that,   we 
had  succeeded  in  re- opening  trade  with 
the  Soudan      The   Suakin  coast    was 
now  thrown  open  again  to  commerce, 
and  it  was  very  likely  that    in    that 
way  the  whole  coimtry  would  be  paci- 
fied, and  peace  and  good  order  prevail. 
Immense  improvement  had  been  made 
in  the  military  organization  of  the  coun- 
try ;  military  service  was  not  now  un- 
popular with  the  Natives  —  who  had 
proved  themselves  good  soldiers  at  Wady 
Haifa  —  recruiting  had  improved,  and 
the  men  composing  the  different  corps 
were  not  only  more  happy  and  more 
contented,  but  made,  he  was  told  by 
military  authorities,  good  soldiers.    AU 
these    were    substantial    achievements, 
and  to  leave  the  country  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  would  be  to  destroy  all 
that  had  been  done.    They  were  carry- 
ing   out    the    task    which    had    been 
undertaken  by  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vern- 
ment   in  Egypt  and  making  substan- 
tial advance  towards  the  assurance  of 
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'*  external  and  internal  tranqiiiUity." 
Bat  it  was  said,  **  If  everything  is  going 
on  60  well,  why  do  you  not  leave  the 
country  ?  "  The  answer  had  been  given 
by  those  who  had  spoken  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  had  himself  admitted  that  if  we 
were  to  leave  Egypt  now  all  the  good 
already  accomplished  would  be  thrown 
away,  and  that,  one  would  have  thought, 
was  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  Amend- 
ment. He  should  have  thought,  indeed, 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  withdrawn 
it.  It  was  not  the  case  that  the^  Egyp- 
tian people  were  opposed  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
would  himself  admit  that  at  the  present 
time  the  Egyptian  people  acquiesced  in 
the  Government — which  was  the  most 
that  could  be  expected  from  an  Oriental 
nation — and  showed  no  strong  desire  for 
a  change.  But  there  were  certain  con- 
ditions which  must  be  fulfilled  before  the 
Government  could  withdraw  its  forces  if 
it  was  desired  to  avert  an  immediate 
revolution.  What  were  the  conditions 
under  which  a  withdrawal  might  safely 
take  place  ?  First  of  all,  there  was  the 
question  of  Finance  ;  for  any  country 
which  depended  for  its  Revenue  upon 
the  price  of  agricultural  produce  could 
not  be  said  to  be  entirely  out  of  financial 
danger.  The  Egyptian  Government  had 
taken  steps  to  get  rid  of  the  Daira  and 
Domain  lands ;  not  only  had  they  endea- 
voured to  effect  the  sale  of  those  lands, 
but  they  had  attempted  to  get  those 
Egyptians  who  were  entitled  to  pensions 
— and  th6  number  was  enormous — to 
take  land  in  commutation  of  their  pen- 
sions. A  large  extent  of  land  would 
thus  be  disposed  of  in  the  course  of 
the  present  year.  The  additions  to  the 
Egyptian  Civil  Service  were  now  made 
in  the  most  sparing  manner ;  very  few 
Joreigners  were  appointed ;  in  fact,  like 
all  other  Governments,  the  Egyptian 
Government  bad  embarked  upon  a 
career  of  economy,  but  it  would  take 
some  years  of  economy  before  the  re- 
ductions would  tell  upon  the  expendi- 
ture. Another  reason  why  they  could 
not  withdraw  from  Egypt  was  the 
existence  of  the  Capitulations.  He 
would  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  for  the  wiso&t  Go> 
vernment  in  the  world  to  govern  a 
country  in  which  such  things  as  these 
Capitulations  existed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow-in-Furness  had  given 
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a  good  example  of  their  mischievoas 
effects.  Every  civilized  Government 
levied  much  of  its  taxation  upon  alco- 
holic liquors.  What  could  be  a  more 
monstrous  thing  than  to  have  in  your 
capital  town  persons  representing  17 
nationalities  establishieg  liquor  shops 
over  which  the  Government  of  the 
country  had  no  control,  and*  could  not 
even  levy  a  tax?  He  remembered  a 
remarkable  illustration  of  this  which 
occurred  at  the  time  the  English  Fleet 
was  at  Besika  Bay.  A  number  of 
Greeks  came  down  and  established 
liquor  shops  on  the  shore,  and  when 
the  seamen  went  off  on  leave  they 
were  seduced  into  those  liquor  shope 
and  made  drunk.  It  appearing,  after 
conference  with  the  authorities,  that  the 
Turkish  Government  had  no  power  to 
put  a  stop  to  this  state  of  things  the 
Admiral  took  the  law  into  his  own 
hands,  smashed  up  the  shops,  and  spilled 
the  liquor,  with  the  result  that  the  British 
Government  had  to  pay  compensation  to 
the  owners.  The  Government  had  been 
asked,  What  were  they  doing  to  g^t  rid 
of  the  Capitulations  which  were  the  cause 
of  all  this  mischief?  He  would  answer 
the  question  by  saying  that  if  we 
evacuated  Egypt  we  should  never  get 
rid  of  these  Capitulations,  and  it  would 
come  sooner  or  later  to  a  question  of  the 
surrender  of  the  Capitulations  as  the 
price  of  the  evacuation  of  Egypt.  It 
was  impossible  to  evacuate  until  a  stable 
Government  were  established.  If  wo 
were  once  out  of  Egypt,  we  might  de- 
pend upon  it'  we  should  have  no  lever 
by  which  to  get  the  Capitulations  abo* 
lished.  There  was  another  obstacle  to 
our  leaving  Egypt,  and  that  was  the 
Joint  Administrations.  A  great  part  of 
the  administration  of  the  country  was 
not  in  the  hands  of  the  Egyptian  €ro- 
vernment  at  all,  but  under  the  joint 
administration  of  Englishmen  and 
Frenchmen,  who  set  themselves  to 
thwart  each  other.  The  railways  and 
the  Daira  and  Domain  lands  were  so 
managed,  and  while  this  system  of  joint 
administration  was  upheld,  it  was  im- 
possible for  any  Government,  hovever 
able,  to  manage  successfully  the  affairs 
of  the  country.  lie  (Sir  John  Gor»t) 
hoped  that  he  had  shown  that  sub- 
stantial progress  was  being  made  to- 
wards the  objects  which  had  beea 
stated  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throae 
with  regard  to  Ej>t>t,  that  it  was  im- 
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possible,  at  the  present  moment,  to 
evacuate  Egypt  without  sacrificing  all 
the  progress  that  had  been  made,  and 
that  there  were  certain  conditions  which 
must  be  fulfilled  before  any  Native  Go- 
vernment could  be  expected  to  under- 
take the  administration  of  Egypt.  In 
the  first  place,  the  finances  must  be 
put  on  a  sound  and  permanent  basis; 
in  the  second  place,  they  must  get  rid, 
somehow,  of  the  Capitulations;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  they  must  get  rid  of 
the  Joint  Administrations.  When  the 
European  Powers  had  been  persuaded 
to  give  up  these  ridiculous  Capitulations, 
and  to  put  a  stop  to  these  absurd  Joint 
Administrations,  the  time  would,  he  (Sir 
John  Gbrst)  thought,  have  come  when 
Great  Britain  would  seriously  consider 
whether  her  mission  was  not  accom- 
plished; and,  he  thought,  that  no 
Government  which  might  then  be  in 
Office  would  be  so  indifferent  to  the 
burdens  thrown  upon  the  taxpayers  by 
the  occupation  of  Egypt,  as  to  wish  to 
prolong  the  occupation  for  one  moment 
longer  than  the  honour  and  interests  of 
our  country  demanded. 

SiB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, E.)  :  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
our  unfortunate  occupation  of  Egypt 
has  been  the  beginning  of  great  evils 
all  over  the  world.  It  has  set  the  ball 
rolling;  it  has  brought  us  into  anta- 
gonism with  France  in  the  Eastern 
hemisphere,  in  Madagascar,  and  else- 
where. We  have  been  told  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  that  we  are  following  a  con- 
tinuous policy,  with  a  view  of  getting 
out  of  the  country  speedily.  1  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  altogether 
mistaken  in  expressing  that  opinion.  I 
see  no  evidence  of  such  a  design,  but 
just  the  contrary ;  and  the  speeches 
which  we  have  heard  from  the  Govern- 
ment simply  amount  to  an  elaborate 
argument  why  we  should  stay  in  Egypt. 
We  are  told,  in  fact,  that  when  the  Mil- 
lennium comes,  wo  may  think  of  evacua- 
ting Egypt.  When  Lord  Dufferin  went 
to  Egypt  he  did  apply  himself  to  the 
task  of  making  the  country  self-go- 
verning, but  now  there  is  nothing  being 
done  in  that  direction.  The  work  of 
Lord  Dufferin  has  been  set  at  naught, 
and  Egypt  is  governed  by  a  Sovereign 
who  is  a  mere  puppet  in  our  hands. 
No  step  whatever  is  being  taken  to 
Becore    fielf-government;   and   by  im- 


posing foreign  methods  upon  Egypt 
more  and  more,  we  are  making  it 
more  impossible  that  we  can  leave  it 
ourselves.  From  what  I  know  of  th« 
Oriental  character,  after  that  method 
Egypt  will  never  bo  able  to  perform  the 
work  of  self-government.  I  have  al- 
ways believed  that  money  has  been  the 
moving  spirit  of  our  going  to  Egypt, 
^nd  money  is  now  the  moving  spirit 
which  is  inducing  us  to  stay  there.  We 
have  always  taken  an  optimist  view 
of  Egypt,  but  I  know  that  Oriental 
people  do  not  altogether  agree  in  our 
modes  of  government.  You  may  have 
put  down  brigandage,  but  in  the  first 
instance  you  created  it.  We  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  abolition  of  the 
kourbash,  but  I  believe  that  there  is 
less  security  for  property  and  less  peace 
in  the  country  than  were  in  existence 
before  we  went  there.  It  was  not  until 
after  your  occupation  and  your  attempt 
to  govern  Egypt  in  your  own  way  that 
brigandage  sprang  up.  You  say  that 
you  have  secured  better  Courts  of 
Justice  in  the  country,  but  have  they 
been  successful  ?  Judge  West  was  sent 
there,  and  made  a  very  unfavourable 
Report,  which  has  never  been  produced. 
The  Under  Secretary  admits  that 
heavy  burdens  are  still  imposed  upon 
the  Fellaheen,  and  we  are  told  that  this 
is  because  there  are  financial  necessities. 
That  means  paying  the  bondholders. 
But  why  are  we  so  anxious  to  maintain 
the  credit  of  Egypt?  We  are  not  so 
anxious  to  maintain  the  credit  of 
Turkey.  Turkey  repudiated  its  debts 
long  ago.  We  are  simply  bribing 
foreign  countries  to  assent  to  our  occu- 
pation of  Egypt  by  paying  foreign 
bondholders.  It  is  only  on  this  account, 
and  because  the  foreign  bondholders 
are  a  strong  power  in  France  and  on 
the  Continent,  that  the  power  of  France 
and  other  foreign  Powers  has  not  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  us  in  a  more 
vigorous  and  active  manner.  I  think 
that  an  attempt  should  be  made  to 
establish  a  Native  Government  like  that 
of  one  of  the  Native  States  of  India,  and 
that  we  should  make  an  arrangement 
with  France  that,  if  we  go  out,  she  will 
pledge  herself  not  to  take  our  place. 
So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  I  am  afraid 
that  our  connection  with  Egypt  is  the 
worst  thing  that  could  have  happened. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  leave  Egypt 
to  herself. 
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Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicesterahlre,  Mid): 
Perhaps  I  may  he  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer).  I  am  afraid  that  our  present 
occupation  of  Egypt  has  given  rise  to 
much  suspicion  among  some  Continental 
nations,  and  so  long  as  we  remain  there 
under  the  present  conditions  there  will 
always  be  a  certain  amount  of  irritation 
in  certain  quarters  on  the  Continent. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  better  that  we 
should  boldly,  wisely,  and  courageously 
declare  that  we  are  in  Ej^ypt  because  it 
was  a  political  necessity  to  go  there,  and 
that  we  intend  to  stay  there.  If  I  be- 
lieved that  by  remaining  in  Egypt  for 
a  few  years  we  could  succeed  in  estab- 
lishing a  strong  and  independent  Native 
Government,  it  might  be  our  policy 
merely  to  stay  there,  and  I  would 
earnestly  desire  to  assist  in  the  work. 
But  having  lived  in  the  East  for  some 
short  time,  I  believe  that  that  is  an 
impossible  task.  Any  man  who  has  had 
any  experience  of  the  dark  races — and  I 
have  had  some  short  experience  of  them 
both  from  Asia  and  Africa — must  know 
that  they  are  incapable  of  self-govern- 
ment. Consequently,  to  go  on  pro- 
testing, as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
does,  that  we  are  about  to  leave  Egypt, 
is  misleading  to  our  friends,  and  only 
tantalizing  to  our  enemies.  I  am  afraid 
that,  unhappily,  Europe  is  on  the  verge 
of  a  great  war,  and  anything  we  could 
do  to  divide  the  war  interests  on  the 
Continent,  by  a  friendly  alliance  with 
Austria,  Germany,  and  Italy,  would 
have  a  tendency  to  insure  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace.  This  would  place  a  great 
peace  barrier  down  the  centre  of  Europe. 
If  we  tell  Italy,  Austria,  and  Germany 
that  we  intend  ta  remain  in  Egypt,  they 
will  be  our  friends,  because  it  is  to 
their  interest  that  we  should  do  so ;  but 
our  protestations  that  we  are  going 
to  leave  Egypt  in  no  way  tend  to 
diminish  the  irritation  of  France  and 
Bassia,  while  they  will  undoubtedly 
increase  our  difficulties.  If  I  believed 
England  would  ever,  under  any  possible 
circumstances,  grant  Home  Bule  to  Ire- 
land, I  would  say  "  Do  so  at  once,"  for 
we  should  remember  the  old  proverb — 
*^  Bis  dai,  qui  cito  datJ^  And  it  is  be- 
cause I  believe  Home  Bule  never  will 
and  never  can  be  granted  that  I  now 
oppose  it.  But  anyone  who  takes 
into    consideration    the    character    of 


I  the  Egyptian  people  and  the  circum- 
stances of  that  country  must  be  aware 
that  they  are  a  people  who  are  not  fit 
for  self-government.  Therefore,  I  think 
it  would  be  wise  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  declare  that 
we  intend  to  remain  in  Egypt,  and  to 
take  upon  ourselves  the  responsibility  of 
governing  the  country  and  securing  the 
welfare  ol  the  people,  because  necessity 
compels  us,  and  because  it  is  not  con- 
ceivable how  future  events  can  alter 
present  necessities  so  long  as  our  Empire 
lasts. 

Mr,  BBTCE  (Aberdeen,  SJ:  I  do 
not  think  that  any  part  of  the  House  has 
any  right  to  complain  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Haggerston  Division  of 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer)  for  having 
brought  forward  his  Amendment  and 
raised  this  discussion.  Everyone  most 
admit  that  he  stated  his  case  with  great 
fairness,  and  considering  the  strength  of 
his  opinions,  with  great  temperance. 
The  only  part  of  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  to  which  I  demur,  is  the 
history  which  has  been  g^ven  of  our 
occupation  of  Egypt,  and  its  application 
to  the  facts  of  the  case.  Much  of  that 
history  has  been' very  far  from  correct. 
I  must  also  observe  that  the  fact  th&t 
Mr.  Goschen  has  now  taken  his  place  in 
the  present  Ministry,  as  an  adversary  of 
the  Party  to  which  I  belong,  cannot  pre- 
vent me  from  expressing  my  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  one  or  two  other 
Members  should  have  ttiought  fit,  in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
renew  charges  against  him  which  he,  in 
a  previous  Parliament,  refuted  to  the 
complete  satisfaction  of  the  House.  Mj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  has  said  that  such 
A  discussion  as  this  ought  not  to  be 
raised  in  the  House,  because  it  is  em- 
barrassing to  the  Government.  But, 
having  regard  to  the  increasing  interest 
and  disquietude  that  exist,  in  regard  to 
the  occupation  of  Egypt,  it  is  only  right 
that  the  opinion  of  Uie  House  of  Com- 
mens  should  be  expressed.  In  times 
past  we  have  suffered  too  much  from  the 
House  of  Commons  not  expressing  the 
mind  of  the  people  on  matters  sack  as 
this.  Many  of  our  mistakes  in  Eastern 
policy  might  have  been  aroided  if  the 
opinion  of  the  people  had  been  more 
uumistokably  expressed  in  the  Uouso  of 
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Commons.  Therefore,  I  find  myeelf  in 
considerable  agreement  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  proposed  this  Amend- 
ment in  regard  to  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land in  this  matter.  We  gain  no  profit 
from  our  presence  in  Egypt.  We  have 
made  the  most  solemn  promises  not  to 
continue  our  occupation.  It  puts  us  to 
considerable  expense,  even  when  a  finan- 
cial equilibrium  exists ;  and  there  is 
no  denying  the  fact  that,  although  we 
occupy  a  perfectly  good  position,  both 
legally  and  morally,  so  far  as  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe  are  concerned,  it 
makes  our  position  in  the  Councils  of 
Europe  less  easy  and  manageable  than 
it  otherwise  would  be.  Egypt  has  been 
to  us  what  Homer  called  it  30  centuries 
ago,  bitter  Egypt.  It  has  been  a  very 
bitter  possession,  and,  as  far  as  our 
interests  are  concerned,  I  admit  that 
the  sooner  we  are  out  of  it  the  better. 
But,  turning  to  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
m.ent,  I  find  we  are  asked  to  assert,  upon 
rather  doubtful  and  disputable  grounds, 
a  proposition  which  is  both  general  and 
immediate — that  we  ought  to  withdraw 
forthwith.  The  hon.  Member  has,  no 
doubt,  explained  this  by  saying  that  he 
does  not  desire  that  a  telegram  should 
be  sent  ofif,  ordering  the  evacuation  of 
Egypt  in  48  hours ;  but  that  we  ought 
to  fix  a  date,  and  an  approximate  date, 
such  as  three  or  six  months,  or  the  end 
of  the  present  year,  when  we  should 
withdraw  our  troops. 

Mb.  CEEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
Bton):  I  think  I  said  the  end  of  the 
present  year. 

Mk.  BRYCE  :  But  I  do  not  see,  and 
the  hon.  Member  has  not  explained, 
how  it  is  possible  to  pull  up  thus 
suddenly  our  tent-poles  and  depart. 
Now,  what  is  our  position  in  Egypt  ? 
We  are  not  in  Egypt  for  our  own 
benefit.  We  are*  not  there  because  we 
have  anything  to  gain.  We  have,  in 
fact,  nothing  to  gain.  We  are  not  there 
for  the  sake  of  the  Suez  Canal.  In  the 
speeches  of  the  two  Under  Secretaries 
in  the  present  debate,  I  am  glad  to  no- 
tice that  there  was  not  a  word  about  the 
Suez  Canal.  I  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
revert  to  the  old  phrases  about  the 
integrity  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  Tho 
so-called  traditional  policy  of  England 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  should,  after  the  taking  of 
CypruSi  and  the  arrangements  of  the 


Treaty  of  Berlin,  have  been  relegated 
to  the  limbo  of  departed  foreign  policies. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bishop  Auckland  (Mr.  Paulton)  when  he 
said  that  the  importance  of  the  Suez 
Canal  is  being  less  and  less  regarded  by 
the  people  of  this  country.     I  believe 
that  its  importance  to  this  country  has 
been    immensely   exaggerated.      It    is 
quite  as  important  to  other  commercial 
countries  as  it  is  to  us,  and  as  a  trade 
highway  is,  indeed,  more  important  to 
the  Mediterranean  countries  than  to  us. 
If  public  opinion  had  been  a  few  years 
ago  in  the  state  it  is  now,  we  should 
never  have  gone  to  Egypt  for  the  sake 
of  the  Suez  Canal.     It  is  now  regarded 
as  an  international  highway,  which,  so 
far  as  commerce  goes,  may  be  left  to 
take  care  of  itself,  and  whose  value  to 
us,  even  for  military  purposes,  has  been 
enormously  exaggerated.    If,  then,  we 
are  not  in  Egypt  for  our  own  interests, 
what  are  we  there  for  ?  We  are  there  to 
maintain  order,  and  to  discharge  certain 
engagements.   I  do  not  desire  to  discues 
how  those  engagements  came  to  be  con- 
tracted.   They  are  mainly  engagements 
for  which  the  Party  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  not  responsible,  having  been 
entered  into  before  1880 ;  but  they  were 
entered  into    under    the    influence    of 
ideas  which  at  one  time  prevailed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  and  I  will  not, 
therefore,  inquire  who  ought  to  bear  the 
blame  of  the  errors  that  were  committed 
when  the  Dual  Control  was  established. 
What  the  Amendment  suggests  is  that 
we  should  throw   over  those  engage- 
ments, and  get  out  of  Egypt  as  quickly 
as  we  can.    We  have  a  very  delicate 
task,  which  is  not  to  be  solved  by  merely 
dilating  upon  the  difficulties  of  our  pre- 
sent position,  but  by  considering  what 
would  happen  if  we  changed  it  by  im- 
mediately retiring.     That  is  the  point 
to  which  the  supporters  of  the  Motion 
ought  to  have  addressed    themselves. 
The  House  has  heard  difficulties  stated 
which  make  immediate  retirement  im- 
possible.   It  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  we  cannot  rely  on  the  quiet  now 
prevailing  on  the  Southern  Frontier  of 
Egypt.     The  storms  which  troubled  the 
Soudan  have  passed,  but  the  waters  are 
still  heaving ;  and  a  longer  time  ought 
to  be  allowed  for  them  to  subside  belore 
the  danger  from  that  quarter  can  be 
deemed  to  have  vanished.    Then  there 
is  the  position  of  the  Khedive.    I  d«^ 
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not  belieye  tbe  Oovemment  of  the 
Khedive  is  bo  unstable  as  it  bas  been 
represented  to  be.  It  is  becoming  more 
stable  under  tbu  better  administrution 
we  have  succeeded  in  fotsteriDg.  But 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  be 
made  more  stable  if  this  administration 
can  be  maintained  for  some  time  longer. 
The  people  are  beginning  to  see  how 
much  just  and  honest  goyemment  may 
do  for  them,  and  they  bave  it  now  before 
their  eyes ;  but  time  must  be  given  them 
to  realize  the  benefits  of  just  government, 
and  to  appreciate  what  is  being  done  for 
them,  before  they  will  be  induced  to 
walk  in  the  path  we  have  chalked  out 
for  them.  I  can  confirm  the  two  Under 
Secretaries  in  the  account  they  have 
given  of  the  reforms  which  have  been 
effected,  and  I  am  glad  that,  to  a  great 
extent,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow-in-Furness  (Mr.  Caine)  has  con- 
curred in  that  view.  It  is  also  an  im- 
portant fact  that  the  irrigation  works 
have  not  only  been  greatly  developed  and 
improved,  but  are  now  being  honestly 
managed,  so  as  to  benefit  the  people. 
Formerly,  the  water  would  only  have 
been  let  out  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Pashas,    and    others    who    desired    to 

fet  it  would  have  had  to  pay  heavy 
ribes.  But  now  the  water  is  fairly 
distributed,  so  as  not  only  to  benefit  the 
people  generally,  but  also  to  inspire 
them  with  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment. As  regards  the  question  of 
military  exemptions,  referred  to  by  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness, 
the  tax  paid  for  such  exemptions  no 
doubt  seems  heavy,  considering  tbe 
poverty  of  the  people,  but  it  is  voluntarily 
paid  by  the  people,  who  pay  it  rather 
than  enter  military  service,  and  it  con- 
siderably mitigates  the  severity  of  tho 
system  of  conscription.  In  former  times 
the  amount  of  such  a  tax  would  have  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  the  military  director, 
or  other  official  responsible  for  the  col- 
lection of  taxes,  wnile  the  people  who 
paid  it  would  have  been  left  for  military 
service  all  the  same.  No  doubt  it  will 
be  said  that  my  statements  are  of  an 
official  or  ex-official  character.  But  the 
,  information  from  which  I  speak  comes 
mostly  from  private  sources,  and  a  state- 
ment may  happen  to  be  true  even  when 
it  comes  from  an  official  or  ex-official 
quarter.  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to 
admit  that  if  we  were  to  go  away  at  the 
present    moment,    the    result    of  our 

Mr.  Brye$ 


r^eforms  and  of  all  the  progress  made 
would  be  larp:ely  lost.  This  was  a  con- 
fideration  which  weighed  with  the  late 
Government  during  the  six  months  they 
held  Office.  Of  course,  that  was  a  very 
short  time  to  enable  them  to  enter  into 
the  consideration  of  large  questions  of 
foreign  policy,  but  they  were  induced  to 
believe  that,  inasmuch  as  reforms  were 
advancing  satisfactorily  and  steadily,  it 
was  unwise  to  interrupt  them.  The  late 
Government,  during  their  short  tenure 
of  Office,  conceived  it  to  be  their  duty 
so  to  influence  the  administration  of 
Egypt  as  to  enable  it  ultimately  to 
stand  alone.  Their  Egyptian  policy  was 
governed  by  this  view  and  hope.  The 
British  force  guarding  the  Southern 
Frontier  was  withdrawn  to  Assouan. 
The  total  force  in  Egjrpt  was  largely 
reduced,  and  still  further  reductions 
were  in  contemplation  when  we  quitted 
Office.  We  came,  further,  to  a  reeolu- 
tion  for  the  re-opening  of  trade  with 
Soudan,  both  in  the  Nile  Valley  and 
from  Suakim,  and  we  were  able  to  effect 
considerable  retrenchments  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  Egypt.  I  believe  that  still 
further  retrenchments  can  be  effected, 
and  that  the  financial  burden  borne  by 
this  country  may  be  thus  removed.  I  am 
glad  that  the  Government  are  at  length 
resolved  to  give  effect  to  the  resolution 
taken  by  their  Predecessors  last  July  for 
the  removal  of  the  restrictions  on  ti  ade, 
for  nothing  will  more  tend  to  the  pacifi- 
cation of  the  Soudan.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan)  that 
4,000  troops  would  suffice  for  the 
British  garrison — 2,000  at  Alexandria, 
and  2,000  at  Assouan.  I  am  inclined  to 
agree  with  him.  Probably  we  might, 
with  safety,  even  reduce  the  troops 
below  that  figure.  The  general  tran- 
quillity of  the  country  is  now  such  that 
less  than  4, GOO  British  soldiers  may 
suffice  to  maintaiu  order,  and  it  would 
doubtless  improve  the  position  of  the 
Khedive  in  the  eyes  of  his  subjects 
if  they  saw  him  surrounded  exdosirelj 
by  his  own  troops,  instead  of  by  foreign 
soldiers.  But  the  process  of  effecting 
these  reforms  is  necessarily  alow,  for 
both  the  Khedive's  Oovemment  and  we, 
as  its  advisers,  are  hampered  by  tbe 
Capitulations  and  rights  of  interposition 
guaranteed  to  other  Jrowers.  Hon.  Mem* 
bers  who  have  read  the  last  Blue  Book* 
will  remember  that  it  took  three 
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to  effeet  bo  email  a  change  as  the  exten- 
sion of  the  House  Tax  to  foreigners. 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  has  pointed  out  a 
difficulty  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  Egypt  which  has  been 
commented  on  by  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India — namely,  that  owing  to  the 
necessity  of  obtaining  the  consent  of 
other  Powers,  great  delay  is  expe- 
rienced in  effecting  reforms,  and  that 
is  especially  the  case  with  regard  to 
the  salaries  of  officials,  and  to  the  in- 
curring of  expenditure  which  may  be 
expected  to  prove  reproductive.  It  en- 
often  happens  that,  by  a  slightly  very 
larged  expenditure,  you  may  very 
largely  increase  your  receipts,  and 
thereby  benefit  the  public  revenue.  But 
it  is  impossible,  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, to  incur  any  such  small  additional 
expenditure  without  the  consent  of  the 
Powers  who  are  parties  to  the  Financial 
Convention;  and  so  we  are  compelled 
to  forego  many  advantages,  and  to  sub- 
mit to  vexatious  delays.  In  that  state  of 
things,  wejcannot  expect  that  the  desired 
reforms  can  move  rapidly  forward.  One 
thing  would  greatly  facilitate  those  re- 
forms— ^if  we  could  remove  from  the 
minds  of  the  French  people  the  jealousy 
and  distrust  with  which  they  view  our 
occupation  of  Egypt.  The  French  Qo- 
Temment  and  people,  no  doubt,  desire 
to  see  us  out  of  Egypt.  That  feeling  is 
a  natural  one  ;  and  however  strong  we 
may  believe  our  moral  position  to  be, 
however  conscious  of  the  honesty  of  our 
intentions,  experience  shows  us  that  we 
must  reckon  with  these  feelings  of  sus- 
picion ;  and  the  best  thing  the  French 
Ghovernment  can  do,  if  they  desire  us 
aeon  to  leave  Egypt,  is  to  abandon 
the  somewhat  contentious  and  unac- 
commodating spirit  which  they  have 
exhibited,  and  to  treat  us  more  frankly 
and  cordially.  I  hope,  and  venture  to 
believe,  that  the  present  Government 
ahare  tJie  views  I  have  been  endea- 
vouring to  express.  There  certainly  is 
a  great  contrast  between  the  language 
whioh  we  hear  from  the  Conservative 
Party  now  and  that  which  we  heard  in 
the  debate  of  February,  1885.  Hon. 
Members  who  sat  in  the  Parliament  of 
1885,  and  who  now  sit  in  this,  will  re- 
member the  language  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  is  now  the  Chancellor  of  the 
flxcbeqner  (Mr.  Goschen),  as  to  the 


duty  of  England  to  make  permanent 
provision  for  the  Government  of  Egypt, 
and  to  occupy  the  country  as  far  as 
Berber.  Their  language  imputed,  if  it 
did  not  openly  proclaim,  a  permanent 
protectorate  of  the  country.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers, I  think,  will  recognize  in  the  past 
and  present  language  hold  by  the  Tory 
Pariy  the  difference  between  critics  in 
Opposition  and  Ministers  speaking  with 
the  responsibility  attaching  to  Office.  I 
now  gather  from  the  speeches  of  the 
Under  Secretaries  that  the  Government 
regard  our  evacuation  of  Egypt  as  a 
thing  to  be  distinctly  and  earnestly  de- 
sired and  worked  for,  and  which  they 
hope  before  long  to  attain.  They  agree 
in  the  view  which  we  hold  that  the  duty 
of  Britain  is  to  endeavour  to  place  the 
Egyptian  Government  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible upon  its  own  basis ;  and  whenever 
they  see  a  prospect  of  its  being  able 
to  6tand  alone,  the  time  will  have  ar- 
riven  when  our  troops  may  be  with- 
drawn. The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
now  represents  our  position  in  Egypt  as 
being,  in  fact,  purely  philanthropic.  He 
says  nothing  about  the  old  ground  of 
British  interests,  and  describes  us  as 
standing  on  the  new  and  higher  ground 
of  philanthropy.  But  there  must  be  a 
limit  even  to  philanthropy ;  and  even 
though  philanthropic  objects  might  be 
served  by  a  protracted  occupation  of 
Egypt,  it  does  not  follow  that  we  are  to 
remain  there,  at  risk  and  cost  to  our- 
selves for  their  attainment.  Our  aim 
should  be  eo  to  guide  her  internal  ad- 
ministration, so  to  improve  her  relations 
with  the  other  Powers  that  now  possess 
rights  of  interference,  as  to  secure  that 
every  year  shall  mark  a  distinct  advance 
towards  the  moment  of  our  permanent 
retirement.  There  is  reason  to  believe 
that  a  comparatively  short  time,  at  the 
present  rate  of  progress,  if  steadily 
maintained,  will  enable  the  Native  Army 
and  the  Native  Administration  to  be 
brought  to  a  condition  permitting  them 
to  be  left  to  themselves.  One  word  re- 
mains as  to  how  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  desire  the  evacua- 
tion of  Egypt,  but  do  not  think  it  possible 
at  this  moment,  can  deal  with  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  can- 
not vote  for  it,  because,  although  I  sym- 
?athize  with  the  ends  it  seeks  to  attain, 
believe  it  might  defeat  its  own  object ; 
and  I  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  thinks 
it  necessary  to  go  to  a  Division,  because 
many  hon.  Members,  besides  myself. 
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will  be  unable  to  yote  with  him, 
although  we  really  sympathize  with 
him.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  would 
have  done  better  if  he  had  couched  his 
Besolution  in  such  terms  as  would  have 
permitted  the  House  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  time  has  come  when 
the  evacuation  of  Egypt  should  be  re- 
garded as  in  the  near  future.  Enter- 
taining that  view,  I  do  not  see  how  I  can 
accept  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
But  1  feel  as  strongly  as  he  does  that 
this  is  the  goal  upon  which  our  eyes 
should  be  fixed.  JQvery  possible  step 
should  be  taken  towards  its  attainment ; 
each  month  and  year  ought  to  bring  it 
more  within  our  reach,  and  it  will  be  a 
fortunate  day  for  this  country  and  for 
Egypt  when  we  are  able,  having  dis- 
charged the  duties  which  still  detain  us, 
to  embark  from  the  shores  of  that  coun- 
try the  last  of  our  troops. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.   W.   H.   Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
speech  which  has  just  been  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bryce), 
who  was  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afifairs  in  the  late  Government. 
It  is  only  natural  that  he  should  endea- 
vour to  fasten  upon  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  the 
responsibility  for  the  position  of  affairs 
in  Egypt.    But  I  think,  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  to  him,  that  that  respon- 
sibility rests  entirely  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  Member,  and  on  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.    I  prefer, 
myself,   however,   to    date  the    events 
which  we  are  now  discussing  from  the 
year  1882.     [An  hon.  Member:  Oh!] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  makes  an 
exclamation.     It  appears  to  me  that 
there  was  no  occupation  of  Egypt  before 
1882.    The  whole  of  the  policy  we  are 
now  discussing  is  a  policy  which  took  its 
origin  in  1882.    But  it  is  not  desirable 
to  go  back  into  past  history.     We  have 
to  do  with  the  present  condition  of  affairs 
— we  have  to  deal  with  present  engage- 
ments, not  of  this  or  that  Government, 
but  with  the  engagements  of  England. 
I  hope  that  this  House  will  be  content 
to  regard  the  engagements  this  country 
has  solemnly  entered  into  with  a  deep 
sense  of  the  responsibility  of  the  people 
who  have  entered  into  them,  and  as 
binding  alike  on  the  one  Government 
and  on  the  other.    Therefore,  Sir,  it  is 
in  no  spirit  of  recrimination  and  with 
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no  desire  to  obtain  Party  advantage  that 
I  have  made  these  few  observations. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  referred,  I  think  with  commend- 
able praise,  to  the  fact  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  not  only  at  liberty,  but 
that  it  is  its  duty  to  take  notice  of  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  which  relate 
to  the  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  country.  I 
agree  with  him.    I  know  it  has  placed 
some  difficulty  in  the  way  of  Foreign 
Affairs ;  but  with  a  democratic  Constitu- 
tion we  must  be  prepared  to  encounter 
these  difficulties,  and  to  feel  strong  in 
the  assurance  that  the  nation  and  the 
House  of  Commons  will  maintain  and 
discharge  the  obligations  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  right 
in  stating  that  we  are  in  Egypt  for  no 
profit  or  advantage  of  our  own,  and 
whether  it  is  this  Government  or  the 
last  Government,  or  any  previous  Go- 
vernment, I  am  prepared  to  maintain 
that  the  principle  always  adhered  to  in 
the  discharge  of  international  obliga- 
tions  has  been  that  we  have    sought 
no  particular  preference  for  ourselves. 
Therefore,  the   promises  and  the  en- 
gagements into  which  we  have  entered 
with  good  faith  will  be  kept  in  perfectly 
good  faith.    We  remain  in  Egypt  until 
our  duties  are  discharged,  until  our  in* 
ternational  obligations  have  been  ful- 
filled, until  we  have  been  able  to  es- 
tablish   that    Government    in    Egypt 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
to  be  necessary — a  Native)^Govemment, 
a  strong   Government^  a    Govemmesit 
capable  of  holding  its  own  and  of  dis- 
charging its  duties  as  a  great  civilixed 
Power.    The  hon.  Gentleman  has  also 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment found  that  the  work  which 
was  then  in  operation  in  the  direction 
which  I  have  indicated  was  progreflsing, 
and  that  it  was  progressing  slowly ;  bat 
that  the  aim  which  they  had  in  view 
was  being  attained — namely,  that  Egypt 
should  be  able    to    stand   alone   and 
govern  itself  in  the  face  of  the  wwld. 
He  likewise  said  that  the  objects  tfa^ 
had  in  view  and  the  objects  we  have  in 
view  would  be  lost  if  the  aim  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  ^Hr. 
Cremer)  has  in  view  was  attained — that 
our  withdrawal  from  Egypt  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  would  produce  a  conditioi^ 
of  anarchy  which  would  imperil  every 
advance  that  has  yet  been  made  in  ths 
social  improvements  of  the  people  and 
the  finances  of  the  countxy.    The  hoa« 
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Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness  (Mr. 
Caine)  gave  testimony  to  the  same  etfeot. 
He  said  that  the  inevitable  effect  of  our 
immediate  withdrawal  would  be  revolu- 
tion—that as  soon  as  the  English  troops 
were  withdrawn  the  Government  of  the 
Khedive  would  fall.  I  think  I  heard 
an  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  state  that  our  withdrawal 
from  Egypt  would  be  no  great  misfor- 
tune— that  Egypt  would  be  in  a  position 
to  govern  herself.  But  that  would  not 
be  the  case.  Egypt  is  subject  to  inter- 
national obligations  and  engagements. 
The  hon.  Member  appears  not  to  be 
aware  that  the  Powers  of  Europe  would 
not  permit  revolution  in  Egypt;  that 
they  would  themselves  intervene,  and 
that  that  would  bring  us  into  conflict 
with  them  in  the  endeavour  to  restore 
order  and  to  set  up  a  more  stable  govern- 
ment. To  talk  of  revolution  is  not  only 
to  imperil  the  condition  of  Egypt,  but 
to  light  a  brand  in  Europe  which  would 
be  fatal  to  the  interests  of  this  country, 
of  Egypt,  and  of  all  other  countries  on 
the  (>)ntinent.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  spoke  of  the  relations  which 
exist  with  regard  to  France  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  said  that  the  departure  of  the 
English  Army  from  Egypt  would  be 
hastened  if  France  and  the  other  Powers 
would  heartily  co-operate  with  England 
in  the  endeavour  to  bring  about  the  re- 
forms which  are  necessary  to  the  stable 
government  of  Egypt.  Sir,  we  recognize 
— to  a  certain  extent,  we  sympathize — 
with  the  susceptibilities  of  France  and  of 
Frenchmen  in  this  question.  We  are 
aware  that  they  have  a  feeling  with  re- 
gard to  Egypt,  which  not  only  justifies, 
but  requires  the  greatest  possible  con- 
sideration to  be  paid  to  Frenchmen  in 
their  relations  with  us  and  with  Egypt. 
But  we  desire  to  point  out  that  what  we 
seek  to  gain  is  not  an  advantage  for 
Engluid,  but  an  advantage  for  Egypt, 
in  the  better  government  of  the  country 
and  in  the  constitution  of  a  Government 
which  will  enable  us  to  depart,  having 
completed  and  discharged  the  duties 
which  we  think  we  are  bound  to  accom- 
plish. We  have  reason  to  believe  that 
France  recognizes  not  only  the  advan- 
tage to  Egypt,  but  to  herself  and  all 
Europe,  of  conceding  the  conditions 
w^ich  are  necessary  to  the  security  and 
good  government  of  Egypt.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  with  some  doubt  as 
to  the  Capitulations  and  the  tribunals, 
which  interfere  with  the  good  govern- 


ment of  Egypt,  being  given  up.  I  have 
better  hope  than  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
believe  we  can  place  the  subject  so  rea- 
sonably before  the  Powers  of  Europe 
that  they  will  be  disposed  to  join  in  the 
honest  endeavour  which  we  are  making 
for  the  good  of  Egypt  and  of  their  own 
subjects.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  and  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afl'airs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  have,  by  their 
speeches,  made  it  unnecessary  for  me  to 
refer  at  any  very  great  length  to  the 
debate  which  has  passed;  but  I  must 
allude  to  some  observations  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark).  I  confess  I  did  feel  great  re- 
gret that  in  this  House  insinuations 
should  be  made  and  charges  should  be 
repeated  against  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  which  had  been  disposed  of  in 
the  face  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  and  by  himself,  in  1882  and 
1884.  It  is  not  for  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  to  make  charges  behind  the 
back  of  the  person  accused.  It  is  the 
custom,  which  is  well  observed,  to 
give  Notice  to  a  Gentleman  against 
whom  a  charge  is  to  be  brought,  and, 
at  least,  to  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  answering  it  face  to  face.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
will  probably  soon  be  in  a  position  to 
give  an  answer  to  any  person  who  has 
any  charge  to  bring  against  him  in  this 
House.  I  think  it  would  have  shown  better 
feeling  if  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Clark)  had  thought  it  right  to  wait  until 
such  a  time  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
have  defended  himself.  But  I  will  read 
a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen). 
He  says — 

<'  I  send  you  a  copy  of  the  main  conditions  I 
made  when  I  went  in  an  honorary  capacity  to 
Egypt.  You  will  see  how  very  clear  I  made 
my  position,  and  how  I  reserved  my  entire 
political  liberty.  I  went  not  to  exact  payment, 
but  to  arrange  a  compromise ;  and  the  relative 
sacrifices  to  be  made  by  different  classes  of 
creditors.  With  regard  to  the  connection  of 
my  firm  with  Egyptian  loans,  I  stated  in  the 
House  that  they  had  had  no  part  in  the  issue 
of  loans  subsequent  to  1866.  They  were  only 
concerned  quite  with  the  first  loan,  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  subsequent  Egyptian 
finance.  I,  as  you  know,  have  been  out  of 
business  for  22  years." 
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"Well,  I  thiDk  that  the  character  of  our 
public  men  is  of  value  to  this  House, 
and  that  a  charge  should  not  be  lightly 
made  against  one  who  has  held  high 
Office  in  this  House,  or  even  against  an 
ordinary  Member  of  this  House,  and 
especially,  as  I  said  before,  when  the 
Gentleman  charged  has  not  a  chance 
himself  of  answering  the  charge.  And 
now,  Sir,  I  will  read  the  conditions 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ooschen)  made.  In  a  letter  of  July  4, 
1876,  to  the  Council  of  Egyptian  Bond- 
holders, Mr.  Qoschen  lays  down  the 
following  conditions  of  accepting  the 
mission  to  efifect  a  compromise  between 
the  Khedive  and  the  bondholders — 

**  1.  That  it  must  be  understood  that  if  I 
undertake  to  represent  the  interests  of  the 
bondholders  I  should  do  so  simply  with  a  view 
of  securing,  if  nossible,  their  more  equitable 
treatment,  and  aavising  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
priety and  expediency  of  accepting  or  rejecting 
froposals  that  may  be  made  by  others,  but  that 
should  not,  under  any  circumstances  what- 
ever, be  involved  myself  in  any  financial  trans- 
actions or  combinations." 

"  If  any  financial  combination  favourable  to 
English  l>ondholders  should  be  proposed  by  Eng- 
lish capitalists  in  whom  the  bondholders  would 
have  confidence,  I  should  wish  to  be  able  at 
once  to  consider  my  functions  at  an  end." 

**  2.  That  my  position  should  be  entirely 
honorary.  1  should  also  expect  that  in  any 
negotiations  of  which  I  was  cognizant  no  paid 
agents  of  any  kind  should  be  employed.  To 
speak  quite  plainly,  what  I  mean  is  this — that 
no  money  should  be  made  by  anvbody  out  of 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  English 
bondholders." 

"3.  That  I  can  undertake  no  duties  that 
would  interfere  in  any  way  with  my  perfect 
freedom  of  political  action.  I  could  not  urge 
any  steps  on  the  English  Government  which, 
tibongh  useful  to  the  bondholders,  I  might 
deem  politically  inexpedient.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  this  may  fairly  be  considered  by  bond- 
holders as  a  reason  for  preferring  their  inte- 
rests to  be  placed  in  any  other  hands." 

Now,  Sir,  these  were  the  conditions 
imder  which  Mr.  Cfoschen  went  to  Egypt 
in  1876,  and  I  appeal  to  any  Gentleman 
who  has  any  knowledge  of  business, 
any  knowledge  of  political  life,  to  say 
whether  they  were  not  conditions  highly 
to  his  credit  in  every  sense  of  the  word. 
I  have  here  a  Eeport  published  in  1881 
which  gives  the  decree  resulting  from 
the  interposition  of  Mr.  Oosihen  in 
Egvptian  affairs.  Beferring  to  the  Con- 
troller of  Beceipts,  the  decree  says — 

**  It  will  be  his  duty  to  see  that  the  agents  of 
collection  do  not  collect  more  than  the  autho- 
rized taxes.  Collections  cannot  be  enforced  on 
the  taxpayer  of  the  direct  taxes  until  after  they 
have  been  countersigned  by  him.** 

Mr.  W.  S.  Smtih 


The  object  was  to  prevent  any  oppres- 
sion or  irregularity.  Well,  Sir,  what 
was  the  remark  made  by  the  Consul 
General  in  Egypt  at  the  time,  Mr. 
Yivian  ?    Ho  said — 

''The  powers  of  the  English  and  French 
Controllers  General  of  Expenditure  and  Audit 
will  certainly  be  extensive,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  trench  upon  the  Khedive^s  administrative 
independence,  nor  are  they  greater  than  recent 
disgraceful  disclosures  show  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  insure  the  faithful  and  honest 
observance  of  any  arrangement,  while  the 
frauds  and  exactions  which  are  crushing  the 
Fellahs  make  me  attach  g^reat  importance  to  the 
powers  g^ven  to  the  English  Controller  Gencfml 
of  appointing  and  dismissing  the  tax  collectors 
in  the  provinces." 

Then,  fSir,  it  is  suggested  that  bj  an 
intrigue  of  Mr.  Goschen,  a  Minister,  an 
administratiye  Minister,  Sadyk  Pasha, 
was  arrested  and  conveyed  away.  Mr. 
Vivian  says — 

<*How  ffrossly  the  ex-Minister  abused  the 
trust  confided  to  him,  how  greatly  Egypt  has 
suffered  from  his  dishonesty  and  mal-adminis- 
tration,  and  how  far  others  were  implicated 
with  him,  will  probably  now  never  be  known ; 
but  as  he  was  the  great  stumbling  block  to  any 
chance  of  financial  reform  or  honest  adminis- 
tration, his  fall,  however  it  was  brought  about, 
can  only  be  regarded  as  a  great  public  benefit.** 

Now,  Sir,  I  hope  I  have  disposed  of 
the  illusions  which  havo  existed,  if  thej 
have  existed  in  anybody's  mind,  as  tj 
the  circumstances  connected  with  Mr. 
Goschen's  mission  to  Egypt.  I  believe, 
for  I  was  in  the  House  at  the  time,  that 
these  illusions  were  dispelled  by  Mr. 
Ooschen's  explanations  in  1882  ;  but  if 
they  were  not,  the  House  has  now  all 
the  facts  of  the  case  before  them,  and  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  join  with  me 
in  deprecating  any  farther  references  to 
the  matter.  I  have  now  only  to  thank 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Holbom  (Colonel  Duncan),  for 
his  interesting  speech.  He  made  vag* 
gestions  which  certainly  were  of  Tery 

freat  value.  It  is,  however,  within  hu 
Qowledge  that  a  large  redaction  of 
troops  has  lately  been  effected  by  the 
exertions  of  Her  Majestv's  present  Go* 
vemment.  The  hon.  ana  gallant  Qea* 
tleman  pointed  to  possible  still  farther 
reductions,  and  he  was  followed  by 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
deen,  the  late  Under  Secretary  of  8 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce),  vbo 
advocated  still  greater  redaetioQa.  I 
can  say  for  myself  that  farther  redaction 
of  our  force  in  Egypt  will  be  posaabloy 
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and  will  be  desirable,  but  sncb  reduction 
must  be  associated  with  the  condition 
that  we  are  still  determined  to  fulfil  the 
obligation  which  we  went  there  to  carry 
out — namely,  that  the  Government  of 
Egypt  shall  be  protected  by  England 
until  it  is  capable  of  discharging  its  own 
duties  and  of  standing  alone  as  a  strong 
native  independent  Government.  Until 
that  day  comes,  as  I  hope  it  will  very 
soon,  in  the  interests  of  this  country 
and  in  the  interests  of  good  government, 
and  in  the  discharge  of  the  international 
obligations  into  which  we  have  entered^ 
we  are  bound  to  remain  in  Egypt. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  Mr.  Speaker,  it  might,  per- 
haps, be  convenient  to  the  House  if 
the  Amendment  which  has  been  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Haggerston  (Mr.  Cremer)  were  al- 
lowed to  be  withdrawn,  with  the  view 
of  presenting  to  the  House  the  Amend- 
ment in  a  somewhat  modified  form ;  for 
instance,  with  the  word  "immediate" 
omitted,  and  the  words  'Mn  the  near 
future"  added  at  the  end.  I  think  it 
would  tend  towards  the  conclusion  of 
the  debate  if  the  House  were  to  turn  its 
attention  to  the  suggestion  which  I  take 
the  liberty  of  making. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cremer)  propose  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  CEEMEB  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) :  Upon  the  understanding  that  I 
am  permitted  to  introduce  it  in  the 
altered  form.     [  Cries  of*'  Oh.  oh  !  "] 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  Then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Cremer)  stands  before  the 
Souse.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lieader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
wlio  spoke  with  that  suavitsr  in  modo 
wliioh  is  so  conspicuously  at  his  com- 
mand, attempted  to  measure,  not  illu- 
Bions,  but  opinions  that  are  based  upon 
liard  and  strong  facts.  Of  all  the 
calamitous  enterprizes  that  were  ever 
entered  into  by  responsible  Ministers  of 
Her  Majesty,  I  regard,  and  I  believe 
the  coimtry  regards,  the  Egyptian  enter- 
prize  as  the  most  calamitous,  and  the 
most  disastrous — as  the  heaping  of 
liorrors  upon  horrors'  head.  In  viewing 
this  Egjrptian  matter  we  have  to  travel 
^back,  not  into  the  regions  of  ancient 
history,  but  to  a  time  that  is  within  the 
recfillection  of  each  of  us.  We  are  all 
well  aware  of  the  conditions  of  things 


that  obtained  in  Egypt  when  French  and 
English  financiers  had,  between  them, 
the  almost  exclusive  and  absolute  con- 
trol of  the  railway  system  in  Egypt. 
We  know  what  the  action  of  those  finan- 
ciers led  to.  We  know  how  the  Khedive 
at  first  coquetted  with  France  and  Eng- 
land, and  finally  insulted  both  nations 
by  dismissing  the  responsible  Ministers 
of  France  and  England.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Chance)  referred  to-night  to  the  enor- 
mous taxation  that  the  taxpayers  of 
Great  Britain  have  to  bear  m  conse- 
quence of  this  Egyptian  business.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Hag- 
gerston Division  of  Shoreditch  (]i£. 
Oremer)  takes,  in  his  Amendment,  ex- 
actly the  same  view  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny;  and,  Sir,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chance)  put  it  to  the 
House,  if  England  had  acted  in  the 
wise  and  prudent  manner  in  which 
France  acted  when  an  insult  was  given 
to  the  Embassies  of  both  nations,  this 
House  would  not  have  been  troubled  with 
the  Amendment  now  under  considera- 
tion. The  condition  of  things  in  Egypt 
went  from  bad  to  worse,  until,  in  an 
evil  hour,  Her  Majesty's  troops  were 
sent  into  that  country — until  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ironclads  were  sent  out  to  batter 
down  the  Forts  of  Alexandria.  {^Laugh- 
ter.'] I  refer  to  that.  Sir,  as  an  evil 
hour,  and  before  I  resume  my  seat  I  will 
show  hon.  Members  opposite,  whose 
risible  faculties  are  so  susceptible  of 
being  aroused,  that  it  was  not  only  an 
evil  hour  for  England,  but  a  hundred 
times  more  evil  an  hour  for  the  unfortu- 
nate people  of  Egypt,  at  which  this 
country  took  possession  of  Egypt.  This 
House  is  informed  that  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  British  commerce  that  all  this 
business  was  undertaken.  No  word  has 
been  repeated  more  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  than  Suez.  The  Suez  Canal,  I 
am  prepared  to  admit,  is  an  important 
factor  in  the  commerce  and  navigation 
of  the  World  ;  but  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site and  this  House  would  arrogate  to 
itself  too  much  if  they  claimed  for  Eng- 
land anything  like  a  monopoly  of  the 
navigation  and  commerce  of  the  world. 
It  is  a  notorious  fact,  in  connection 
with  this  Egyptian  matter,  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  invested  nearly 
£4,000,000;in  the  purchase  of  the  Shares 
which  the  Khedive  held  in  the  Suez 
Canal.  Hon.  Gontlemon  will,  I  am  sure, 
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admit  that  the  Suez  Canal  does  form  a 
very  considerable  and  important  factor 
in  our  relations  with  Egypt.  A  series  of 
letters  were  written  upon  the  purchase 
of  the  Shares  in  the  Canal,  from  which 
I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
make  one  or  two  quotations.  Sir  Samuel 
Bakor  addressed  a  most  important  and 
interesting  letter  to  The  TimeSj  and  in  it, 
referring  to  the  purchase  of  the  Khe- 
dive's Shares,  he  declared — 

**lhat  the  Canal  is  positively  indispensable 
to  our  oommerce,  and  that  we  are  determined 
at  all  hasards  to  keep  that  highway  opened  and 
undisturbed." 

Now,  no  person,  no  matter  in  whatever 
quarter  of  the  House  he  sits,  will  quarrel 
with  that  determination ;  but  I  submit 
that  Her  Majesty's   Government  went 
the  most  roundabout  way  to  conserve 
their  rights  so  far  as  the  Suez  Canal  was 
concerned.     Consequent  upon  our  troops 
and  ironclads  going  to  Egypt,  there  were 
many  complications  in  that  unfortunate 
and  unhappy  country.    One  of  the  lead- 
ing men  in  the  service  of  the  Khedive, 
Arabi  Bey.  revolted  against  the  Khe- 
dive, and  thence  occupied  in  Egypt  a 
position  far  stronger  than  that  occupied 
by  the  Khedive,  because   his  position 
was  one  based  upon  the  affection  of  the 
people.     But  that  did  not  suit  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     France  declined  to 
interfere;   but  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vem- 
ment  stepped  in  and  did  interfere,  in- 
volving this  country  in   the   expendi- 
ture   of    an    amount    of    money    that 
it  is  startling  to  contemplate.     I  have 
looked    up    the    Egyptian    Vote    for 
1885-6,    and   I    find    it    amounted    to 
£2,300,000.    That  for  1886-7  amounts 
to  £2,793,560.     This  is  not  an  expendi- 
ture to  be  regarded  lightly ;  the  Egyptian 
matter,  generally,  is  not  one  to  be  lightly 
discussed.     Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men express  the  hope  that  we  shall  soon 
got  rid  of  this  Egyptian  difficulty.     It 
seems,  Sir,  that  exception  is  taken  to  the 
word  'immediate"  in  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cremer) ;  but  if 
hoa.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  sincere  when 
they  say  it  would  atford  them  the  greatest 
gratification  to  get  rid  of  our  Egyptian 
troubles,  why   should   they  object    to 
this  word  *' immediate?"    There  is  no 
time  like  the  present,  and  I  am  fully 
persuaded  that  the  country  will  sympa- 
thize with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cremer) 
in  the  Amendment  he  has  moved.     I 
submit   to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
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that  it  18  obvious  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   ought,    in    the    interest  of 
good  Government,  and  in  the  interest  of 
the  people    of  Egypt,   to    accept   this 
Amendment.      The    condition    of  the 
people  of  Egypt  has  been  anything  but 
what  it  ought  to  have  been,  but  if  they 
were  left  to  themselves  they  would  be 
able  to  manage  their  own  affairs  in  a 
manner     which    woiild    be    eminently 
satisfactory  to  themselyes.    If  the  Forces 
which  are  now  in  occupation  in  Egypt 
were  brought  back  to  this  country,  I  am 
sure  they  would  be  received  on  their 
arrival  here  with  open  arms.     What  ia 
their   function    in  Egypt?    They   are 
simply  an  Army    of  occupation  in  the 
country  protecting  the  Khedive,  who,  I 
submit,  standing  in  my  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  would,  if  the  Fjiglish 
Army  evacuated   Egypt,   follow  them 
and,  perhaps,  open  a  residence  in  some 
fashionable    centre    of   London.     The 
people  of  Egypt  would  soon  forget  the 
calamities  and  the  sorrows  which  were 
brought  upon  them  by  the  action  of  our 
troops.    I  never  take  up  any  illostnted 
paper  which  contains  pictorial  represen- 
tations of  the  engagements  in  whidi  the 
British  Forces  took  part  in  Egypt  with- 
out experiencing  a  sickening  sensaticML 
When  I  see  the   poor  naked  saragcs 
represented  as  being  driven  under  foot 
by  the  Cavalry  of  Great  Britain ;  whan  I 
see  men  of  dusky  skin  represented  m 
pierced  with  British    bayonets;  I  ask 
myself  why   it  was  these   unfortoaate 
men    were   so  treated,   and    the   only 
reason  I  could  find  was   that  it  was 
simply     because    they    were    dslaiid- 
ing  their   homes.    It   is  not   baeaass 
they   are   of   an   Oriental  race;    it  is 
not  because  their  skins  are  of  a  diffe- 
rent colour  from  ours  that  they  are  not 
our  equals  in  the  sight  of   Almighty 
God.    Their  homes  are  as  sacred 
their  eyes  as  the  palatial  manaioaa 
the   West    End    are   to  their  owiie 
Their  feelings  towards  their  wires  aad 
children  may  be  as  strong*  and,  perhaps* 
stronger  and  more  tender  than  the  ImI* 
ings  of  those  who  live  in  palatial  resi- 
dences in  this  country.     Sir,  it  is  be- 
cause, in  my  opinion,  the  ooeapataom  oC 
Egypt  by  our  troops  is  fraught  vitk 
misonief  and  misery  to  the  peopis  oC 
Egypt,  and  is  attended  with 
expenditure  to  this  country,  from  wl 
the  taxpayers  of  Great  Britain  do 
derive  a  scintilla  of  advantaga,  that  *t 
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affords  me  the  greatest  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Cremer),  in  which  the 
House  is  asked  to  humbly  pray  Her 
Majesty  to  take  immediate  steps  for 
recalling  the  whole  of  her  Forces  from 
Egypt. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whe- 
ther I  should  be  in  Order  in  moving  an 
Amendment  by  way  of  an  Amendment 
to  that  now  before  tilie  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  quite  in  Order 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  Then,  Sir,  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House  be  amended  by  leaving 
out  the  word  **  immediate,"  and  adding 
at  the  end  of  the  Amendment  the  words 
*'  in  the  near  future."  The  last  section 
of  the  Amendment  would  then  read — 
**  humbly  to  pray  Her  Majesty  to  take 
pteps  for  recalling  the  whole  of  her 
Forces  from  Egypt  in  the  near  future." 
I  move  this  alteration  with  the  sanction 
of  the  mover  of  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Cremer),  and  on  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce). 
The  Party  on  this  side  of  the  House  has 
been  largely  responsible  for  the  policy 
which  this  country  has  pursued  towards 
Egypt.  Our  expenses  in  that  country 
Las  led  us  to  wish  that  we  were  freed 
from  the  responsibilites  which  have 
been  incurred  by  this  country;  and  I 
hope  from  the  speeches  which  we  have 
listened  to  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  from  responsible  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  that  this  Amend- 
ment will  be  acceptable  to  the  House  as 
a  whole.  We  wish  to  give  the  world  to 
understand  that  our  desire  is  that  our 
occupation  of  Egypt  shall  be  for  as 
short  a  period  as  possible.  It  has 
been  declared  to-night  that  our  whole 
object  is  to  leave  behind  in  Egypt 
a  Native  Government,  strong  and  in- 
dependent. Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  that  the  best  way  of  ensuring  the 
independence  of  a  Native  Gt>vernment 
in  Egypt  is  for  us  to  withdraw  our 
troops  rapidly,  and  to  take  l9very  day  a 
less  active  part  in  the  government  of 
that  country.  I  am  one  of  a  small  body 
of  Members  of  this  House  who  has  op- 
posed from  the  outset  any  interference 
by    force    in    Egyptian    affairs.       All 


through  I  have  consistently  opposed  the 
advancing  steps  which  have  been  made 
by  the  Government  of  my  own  Party  in 
that  direction.  As  I  understand  it, 
there  is  now  comparatively  little  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  upon  this  subject.  I  ad- 
mit there  is  a  difference  between  going 
into  a  country  and  the  manner  of  leaving 
it;  it  is  one  thing  to  take  a  decisive 
step  at  the  outset  and  refuse  interference, 
but  it  becomes  a  question  of  policy,  to 
some  extent  as  to  how  the  withdrawal  is 
to  take  place.  Already  a  large  propor- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  has  been 
withdrawn  from  Egypt,  and  we  have  an 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  that  it  is  both  practicable  and 
desirable  that  there  should  be  an  early 
reduction  of  the  remnant  of  the  Force 
left  in  that  country.  If  that  be  so  it 
must  clearly  be  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  there 
should  be  an  early  and  an  absolute 
withdrawal  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
with  the  view  of  leaving  the  govern- 
ment of  Egypt  to  the  people  of  that 
country,  and  I  think  we  shall  make 
a  substantial  advance,  if  the  House  is 
able  to  agree  upon  the  Amendment  now 
submitted  to  it.  By  the  adoption  of 
this  Amendment  we  should  not  com- 
promise or  unduly  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Government ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
should,  by  this  unanimous  expression  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  be 
doing,  at  this  critical  moment  in  Europe, 
a  g^eat  service  towards  the  removal  of 
the  feelings  of  irritability  which  prevail 
at  any  rate  in  France,  if  not  elsewhere. 
Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  without  de- 
taining the  House  one  moment  longer, 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  I  have  suggested. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  line  9,  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  immediate." — {Mr. 
Ulingtoorth.) 

Question  put,  *'That  the  word  'im- 
mediate' stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes 247;  Noes 
127 :  Majoriiy  120.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Question  put, 

''  That  the  words  <  and  humbly  to  represent 
to  Her  Majesty  that,  inasmuch  as  the  expenses 
of  the  prolonged  occupation  of  Egypt  by  a 
British  force  have  to  bo  borne  by  the  taxpayers 
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of  the  United  Kingdom,  the  great  majority  of 
whom  have  no  direct  interest  in  the  Govern- 
ment or  affairs  of  Egypt,  and  that  the  retention 
of  our  Troops  in  Egypt  is  a  cause  of  suspicion 
and  irritation  to  Continental  Governments,  and 
calculated  to  weaken  the  influence  of  this 
Country  in  the  Councils  of  Europe,  humbly  to 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  take  immediate  steps  for 
recalling  the  whole  of  Her  Forces  from  Egypt ' 
be  there  inserted."—  [Mr,  Crenier,) 

The  House  divided; — Ayes  97  ;  Noes 
263:  Majority  166.     (Diy.  List  No.  4.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Farnell,) — put,  and  a(^reed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

LAND     LAW     (IRELAND)     ACT    (1881) 
AMENDMENT  (No.  3)  BILL.-[Bill  65.] 

(Mr,  T,  TF.  MmulU  Lord  Ernett  Eamtlton,  Mr» 
Lea,  Mr,  Johniton,  Mr.  Sinclair,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ma.PAENELL(Cork):  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish,  in  refereoco  to  this  Order,  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  persevere 
with  the  measure,  or  whether  he  has 
really  brought  it  forward  for  purposes  of 
liis  own.  The  Bill  has  been  upon  the 
Paper  for  nearly  a  fortnight,  and  we  are 
told  that  it  consists  of  only  one  clause. 
It  eeems  to  me  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  brought  forward  this  matter 
with  a  great  sound  of  trumpets  and 
Bhow  of  energy  had  taken  the  ordinary 
trouble  which  most  Members  take  with 
their  Bills,  he  might  have  been  able  to 
get  such  a  Bill  printed  in  the  time  which 
has  elapsed  since  the  opening  of  Par- 
liament. Such  a  chance  may  not  occur 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  again,  and  I 
think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  ho 
has  not  taken  the  ordinary  business- 
like course  of  seeing  that  his  Bill  was 
printed. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone. 
South)  :  In  answer  to  tho  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down,  I  desire 
to  say  that  the  Bill  was  introduced 
not  a  fortnight  ago,  but  on  this  night 
week.  It  is  my  intention  to  press  it 
forward  wheneyer  I  can  get  an  oppor- 
tunity. It  has  been  sent  to  the  printer, 
and  if  it  had  been  printed  to-night  I 
should  have  asked  the  Houne  and  the 
Government   to  assent  to  tho  Second 


Beading.  The  measure  consists,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  of  a  single 
clause,  giving  every  leaseholder  in  Ire* 
land  the  option  of  applying  to  the  Land 
Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent.  I  will  put  it  down 
for  Tuesday,  and  hope  it  may  be  printed 
and  circulated  on  Monday.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  will  be 
kind  enough  to  exercise  his  inflaenoe  to 
prevent  a  block  being  put  on,  I  most 
unhesitatingly  say  that  I  shall  press  the 
Bill  forward  at  all  hazards  on  Tuesday 
night. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Tueedmf 

next. 

COLONIAL  SEBYIOB  [PENSIOKS]   BILL. 

Resolation  [Feb.  3]  reported;  and  mffre$iU: — 
Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Herbeit 
Maxwell,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  and  Mr.  Jadbon. 

hiMpretented^  and  read  tho  first  time.  [Bill  158.] 

MOTIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSBSSICEITrS    (SC0TLA5D) 

(XO.  2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finlay,  Bill  to  amend  tho 
Law  as  to  Ecclesiastical  Asseesmcnta  in  Soot- 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  iu  by  Mr.  Fialay 
and  Mr.  M* Lagan. 

Bill  pretentedf  and  road  tho  first  time.  [Bill  ISO.] 

FOTNES  HABBOUR   (TRAKSFEB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  transfer  of  Foynee  Harboor,  im 
the  Estuary  of  the  River  Shannon,  to  tbe 
Limerick  Harbour  Commissioners ;  and  lor 
other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  broa^t  in  by  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

BiUpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  I6t.] 

ELECTIONS  (iNTEBYENnON  OF  PEKRS,  ftc) 

Ordered^  That  a  Select  Committee  be  syytwrarf, 
'*  to  consider  the  Sessional  Order  with 
to  the  Intervention  of  Peers  or 
TarliamoDtary  Elections,  and  to  report 
any,  and,  if  so,  what  alterations  are  adrisabis 
therein :  ** 

The  Committee  was  sccordingly  nomiM 
—Mr.  Kaikes,   Mr.   Henut  M.  FowLsm, 
JoH^i  GousT,   Mr.   WHrraaiAi),   Sir 
Paget,  Mr.  Wodbhousb,  Lord  Cxjlcs 
TON,  Mr.  Bradlauou,  and  Mr.  CxAxca: — ^ 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and : 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quonim.-^'tfr* 
Aker$-J)ougla$,) 


House  adjourned  at  a  qoirtsr 
One  o*clook  till  Mopday 
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HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Ifonday,  1th  F0hrmry,  1887. 


MINTJTES.]  — Sblhct  Oommittbb—  OflBoe  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod,  appointed 
and  nominated, 

PrBLic  Bills — Seeond  Beadin^^ltXinaxij  Acts 
Amendment  *  (7) ;  Lunacy  *  (8) ;  Appellate 
Jorisdiction  *  (15). 

Committee — Report — Plaralities  Act  Amend- 
ment •  (14). 

SPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  Her  Majesty 
)iad  (by  Commission)  appointed  the 
Earl  of  Selbome  Speaker  of  the  House 
in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Obanoellor, 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos, 
the  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,  the  Earl 
of  Lathom,  the  Earl  de  Montalt,  and 
the  Yiscount  Oxenbridge ;  the  Lord 
Halsbury,  Speaker  of  the  House  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor;  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos,  the 
Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,  the  Eaurl  of 
liathom,  the  Earl  de  Montalt,  the  Yis- 
count Oxenbridge,  and  the  Earl  of  Sel- 
bome ;  and  the  Lord  Herschell,  Speaker 
of  the  House  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor;  the  Duke  of  Buckingham 
and  Chandos,  the  Earl  of  Cork  and 
Orrery,  the  Earl  of  Lathom,  the  Earl  de 
Montalt,  the  Yiscount  Oxenbridge,  the 
Earl  of  Selbome,  and  the  Lord  Hals- 
bury  :  The  said  Commissions  were  read. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(KO.    7.)      SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading  read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbtjry),  in  rising  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 
had  been  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  a  Eesolution  which  their 
Lordships  had  come  to  on  two  occasions 
for  amending  the  Lunacy  Acts  through- 
out the  country.  The  clauses  in  the 
Bill  were  apart  from  all  controversial 
matter,  with  the  exception  of  one  point, 
which  he  would  mention  thereafter. 
There  had  been  a  general  consent,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  some 
alteration  was  required  in  the  Lunacy 
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Laws ;  and  in  preparing  a  great  part  of 
the  Bill  which  he  had  presented  to  their 
Lordships,  he  had  inherited  the  fruits 
of  the  labours  of  two  noble  and  learned 
Lords — one   his  Predecessor  in  Office 
(Lord  Herschell),  and  the  other  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  whom  he  did  not  see 
present  (Lord  Selborne),  and  he  had 
followed  as  closely  as  he  was  able  in 
the  lines  they  had  laid  down.    Li  one 
particular,  howeyer,  the  controversial 
matter  differed  from  the  Bills  which 
had  preceded  this  one.     The  greater 
part  of  the  Bill  was  entirely  based  on 
matters  beyond  controversy,  and  it  was 
agreed  that  it  was  of  serious  importance 
that  legislation  on  this  subject  should 
not  be  further  delayed.    That  the  mat- 
ter was  an  important  and  urgent  one 
could  be  seen  from  the  fact  that  the 
total  nimiber  of  lunatics  shown  in  the 
last   Eetum  of   the  Lunacy  Commis- 
sioners was  now  80,126,  being  an  in- 
crease of  452  on  the  previous  year; 
making  the  smallest  increase  for  the 
last  27  years  in  proportion  to  the  popu- 
lation. There  were  4,440  licensed  houses, 
and  the  patients  therein  had  increased 
by  8.5  per  thousand,  but  the  admissions 
had  been  lower  than  since  1880.    It  was 
suggested  that  the  small  increase  in  the 
number  of  lunatics  was  due  to  the  re- 
luctance of  medical  men  to  sign  the 
certificates  of  lunacy ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Lunacy  did  not  think  that 
this  had  any  appreciable  effect  on  the 
general  statistics.     For  himself,  he  did 
not  know,  however,  that  the  increase 
was  out  of  proportion  to  the  increase  of 
population.  With  regard  to  the  gradual 
decrease  of  licensed  houses,  he  thought 
it  right  to  adopt  the  views  generally 
entertained  with  respect  to  their  gradual 
decrease,  and  he  hoped  that  subject  of 
controversy  would  cease.    With  regard 
to  the  matter  of  controversy,  the  Com- 
missioners refused  to  accept  the  conclu- 
sions of  their  Lordships^  House,   and 
emphasized   the    view  the    late    Lord 
Shaftesbury  entertained  as  to  the  in- 
troduction of  some  judicial  authority  to 
examine  persons  who  were  to  be  con- 
fined in  a  lunatic  asylum.  That  subject, 
he  believed,  had  passed   beyond  the 
region    of   controversy;    and,    having 
regard  to  the  state  of  public  opinion, 
he  thought  no  alteration  of  the  law 
would  be  satisfactory  that  did  not  make 
further  provision  for  the  liberty  of  the 
subject.     There  had  been  a  very  strong 
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opinion  abroad — whether  exaggerated 
or  not  he  would  not  say — that  it  was 
possible,  without  any  proper  investiga- 
tion at  all,  for  designing  persons  to  take 
away  the  liberty  of  their  fellow-subjects 
by  the  instrumentality  of  the  Lunacy 
Law  as  it  at  present  stood.  It  would, 
therefore,  he  believed,  be  impossible  to 
amend  the  law  adequately  without 
taking  notice  of  and,  at  the  same  time, 
giving  effect  to,  the  state  of  public  feel- 
ing. He  proposed,  therefore,  to  insert 
in  the  Bill  a  provision  for  the  protection 
of  personal  liberty;  and  this  question  of 
importance  was  as  to  what  degree  the 
judicial  interference  should  take  place. 
It  was  a  subject  of  controversy  whether 
the  magistrate  should  be  directed  to  see 
the  alleged  lunatic.  The  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, on  the  other  hand,  disap- 
proved of  any  alteration  in  the  direction 
of  introducing  a  judicial  authority  to 
examine  whether  or  not  a  person  should 
l)e  confined  in  a  lunatic  asylum.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  to  make  it  a  condi- 
tion of  the  power  to  restrain  that  there 
should  be  served  on  the  alleged  lunatic 
a  notice  giving  him  information  that  if 
he  pleased,  and  at  his  option,  he  would 
bo  brought  before  a  magistrate.  If  the 
person  was,  in  truth,  improperly  de- 
tained, he  would  be  intelligent  enough 
to  understand  the  notice  given  him  and 
act  upon  it.  On  the  other  hand,  if  he 
was  a  person  who  ought  to  be  restrained, 
he  probably  would  not  insist  on  the 
production  of  himself  before  a  magis- 
trate. The  BiU,  however,  was  in  their 
Lordships'  hands,  and  the  wish  of  the 
Government  was  that  they  should  be 
assisted  in  making  an  amendment  of 
tlie  law  which  would  have  the  desired 
effect.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said  he  gladly 
supported  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  for,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  worthy  of  passing  such  a  stage.  He 
did  not  propose,  at  this  stage,  to  say 
anything  on  the  only  point  of  contro- 
versy. He  entirely  sympathized  with 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  desire  to 
safeguard  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  so 
far  as  it  could  be  done  with  safety  to  the 
lunatic,  and  with  a  due  rec^ard  to  his  in- 
terests and  the  interests  of  others.    The 

The  Lord  Cha'^cellor 


requirement  of  the  Bill,  that  the  magis- 
trate should  have  an  interview  with  the 
alleged  lunatic,  if  he  desired  it,  however, 
was  not  absolute.  If  it  were,  it  might 
be  regarded  with  some  apprehension. 
But  the  notice  to  be  servea  upon  him, 
that  he  might  have  an  interview  with  a 
magistrate,  might  be  dispensed  with  in 
any  case  where  the  magistrate  satisfied 
himself  that  the  service  of  such  notice 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  lonatio,  or 
dangerous  to  the  public.  For  his  own 
part,  previous  to  committing  himself,  he 
(Lord  Herschell)  would  like  further  to 
consider  the  matter  before  coming  to  an 
absolute  conclusion  upon  it,  and  there 
would  be  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  be- 
fore the  Bill  went  into  Committee. 

The  earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
must  take  that  opportunity  to  express 
the  g^eat  satisfaction  he  felt  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Hals- 
bury)  had,  so  early  in  the  Session, 
brought  forward  that  most  important 
measure.  On  a  former  occasion,  he  had 
himself  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Legis- 
lature might  see  fit  to  vest  all  lunatic 
asylums  in  public  bodies,  and  to  do  away 
with  all  private  asylums ;  and  although 
he  was  aware  of  the  difficulty  of  enact- 
ing such  a  change,  in  consequence  of  the 
large  vested  interests  affected,  still  he 
trusted  that  that  object  might  be  attained 
at  some  not  distant  date.  In  further- 
ance of  that  view  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  an  extract  on  the 
subject  from  a  letter  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  late  Lord  Shaftesbnrr, 
dated  April  16,  1885.  In  it,  the  noUe 
Lord  said  that  he  had  not  changed  by 
one  hair's-breadth  his  opinion  of  the 
danger  which  beset  all  private  asyloms, 
and  of  the  necessity  of  placing  the  whole 
care  of  lunacy  on  a  public  basis ;  bat 
that  that  could  not  be  done  by  pormie- 
sive  legislation,  and  the  enactment  most 
be  compulsory ;  that  when  he  wrote  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  December,  he 
did  not  venture  to  suggest  more  to  beein 
with  than  enabling  provisions  in  the  Bill 
that  he  introduced;  but  that  then  he 
would  go  much  further,  and  make 
counties  and  boroughs  responsiblo  for 
the  initiation  and  the  maintenaztoe  of 
such  institutions,  which  he  was  sore 
would  be  self-supporting ;  and  that  tlw 
terrors  and  suspicions  in  the  mind  of 
the  country  in  regard  to  the  natvre  aad 
tendency  of  private  asylums  oonld  not  b# 
eradicated  or  abated  until  such  a  durage 
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Tra^  oflected.  He  would  only  add  that, 
as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
found  it  possible  or  desirable  to  adopt 
those  views  in  the  present  measure,  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that,  at  any  rate,  he 
would  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
strengthen  the  Bill  so  as  to  prevent 
abuses  arising,  as  there  were  no  less 
than  80,000 lunatics  confined ;  audit  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners,  who  were  only  six  in 
number,  and  had  to  go  in  couples  to 
visit  them,  as  they  should  do,  four  or 
five  times  a  year.  He  considered  that 
it  should  be  compulsory  upon  the  pro- 
prietors of  private  houses  to  transmit 
to  the  Commissioners  a  report  of  his 
condition  on  the  admission  of  every 
lunatic  into  their  houses.  He  further 
thought  two  medical  certificates,  and 
not  one  only,  should  be  necessary  for 
an  Urgency  Order. 

Motion  agreed  io ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Tuesday,  the  l^th 
instant, 

LUNACY  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.    8.)        SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Heading  read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsburt),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it  was 
Aimply  a  Bill  to  codify  the  numerous 
Acts  of  Parliament — somewhere  about  a 
dozen  in  number — dealing  with  the  sub- 

i*ect  of  lunacy ;  and,  in  the  event  of  the 
)ill  which  their  Lordships  had  just  read 
a  second  time  going  to  the  other  House, 
it  might  be  possible  to  refer  both  the 
codification  of  the  existing  law  and  the 
new  Bill  to  a  Committee  together,  so  that 
the  new  Bill  might  be  incorporated  with 
the  other  measure,  and  the  whole  law 
in  regard  to  lunacy  be  reduced  to  one 
titatttte. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2"  accordingly. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)— THE  COVENANTED 
CIVIL  SERVICE-LAND  SPECULA- 
TIONS—CASE OP  MR.  SULLIVAN. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in  asking  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
lodia,  What  steps  have  been  taken  with 


regard  to  Mr.  Sullivan's  infraction  of 
the  regulation  against  land  speculations 
by  members  of  the  covenanted  Civil  Ser- 
vice, now  that  Mr.  Crole's  accusations  of 
Mr.  Sullivan  have  apparently  been  sub- 
stantiated, inasmuch  as  Mr.  Crole  had 
been  replaced  in  the  Service  after  having 
been  suspended  by  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment for  making  them?  said,  that  the 
case  was  one  of  the  Madras  scandals, 
but  not  the  first.     The  first  of  this  nature 
had  been  the  speculations  in  gold  mines 
in  Mysore,  in  which  several  officials  in 
Madras  had  taken  part  in  1 880.    That 
had  given  rise  to  a  Question  in  the 
other  House ;  and  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
had  written,  on  the  28th  of  December, 
1882,  to  the  Governor  of  Madras  (Mr. 
Grant    Duff)   for    explanations.      This 
despatch  and  the  reply  of  the  Madras 
Government,  with  enclosures,  had  been 
laid  before  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Donnell. 
This  Parliamentary  Paper  was,  how- 
ever, incomplete,  since  it  did  not  con- 
tain the  despatch  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  reply  to  that  of  the  Madras 
Government.    A  list  of  lands  held  by 
Civil  officers  of   Madras  contained  the 
name  of  Mr.  H.  E.  Sullivan  as  owner  of 
75  acres  for  building  purposes.    This, 
however,  was  not  the  estate  which  had 
given  rise  to  the  accusations  of    Mr. 
Grole.    Mr.  Sullivan  had  tried  to  pass 
this  other  estate  as  belonging  to  his  son, 
though  he  had  a  mortgage  on  it  to  its 
full  value.     An  attempt  was  made  to 
sell  this  estate,  which  led  to  Mr.  Orole 
being  consulted  by  the  intending  pur- 
chaser, and  to  his  receding  from  his  in- 
tentions,   and    to    Mr.    Orole    making 
charges  against  Mr.  Sullivan  of  infrac- 
tion of  the  regulations  against  land  spec- 
ulations by  civil  or    military  officials, 
supported  by  nine  documents  containing 
affidavits  in  support  of  his  allegations. 
There  was  no  inquiry  into  Mr.  Sullivan's 
conduct ;  but  Mr.  Crole  was  suspended. 
He  then  appealed  to  the  late  Secretary 
of  State,  who  directed  that  he  should  be 
replaced  in  an  office  of  equal  emolu- 
ment, and  also  allowed  the  time  during 
which  he  had  been  suspended  to  count 
for  his  pension.     Mr.  Crole,  however, 
lost  his  salary  during  the  lime  of  his 
suspension,  as  the  post  he  occupied  had 
been  filled  by  another  official ;  and  some 
of  the  Indian  newspapers  stated  that, 
when  roinstated,  he  was  placed  in  a  post 
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inferior  to  that  whio|i  he  had  before  occa- 
pied.  It  woald  appear,  from  this  deci- 
sion of  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  that  Mr.  Sullivan  was  in  fault, 
and  that  Mr.  Orolo  was  justified  in  the 
charges  he  had  made.  It  had  also  been 
stated  that  Mr.  Crole  wrote  an  intem- 
perate letter;  but  it  was  only  natural 
that  he  should  be  betrayed  into  some 
heat  when  he  found  himself  suspended 
by  Mr.  Sullivan,  amongst  other  members 
of  the  Madras  Government.  It  had  not 
yet  transpired  what  notice  the  India 
Office  had  taken  of  Mr.  Sullivan's  con- 
duct in  the  matter ;  and,  as  far  as  the 
public  were  aware,  Mr.  Crole  was  the 
only  sufferer.  As  it  appeared  that  the 
Government  regulations  against  land 
speculations  by  civil  officers  would  not 
be  upheld  as  they  should  be,  he  would 
put  the  Question  which  stood  on  the 
Notice  Paper. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
the  question  whether  Mr.  Sullivan  had 
infringed  the  rules  relating  to  the  hold- 
ing of  land  by  Government  servants — 
and,  if  so,  to  what  extent — was  taken 
into  consideration  last  year  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council.  Before  any 
final  decision  had  been  come  to  on  the 
case,  Mr.  Sullivan  placed  his  seat  in  the 
Council  of  the  Gt)vemor  of  Madras  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
who,  after  a  careful  examination  of  all 
the  circumstances,  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  his  duty  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  that  his  resignation  should 
be  accepted.  Mr.  Sullivan  ceased  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Council  on  the  7th  of 
December  last. 

ARMY-SMALL  ARMS— DEFECTIVE 
SWORD  BAYONETS. 

QUESTION.   OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  ERNE :  I  have  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  Question 
which  appears  on  the  Paper,  with  re- 
ference to  defective  bayonets.  This  is 
not  the  first  time  the  matter  has  received 
public  attention.  Indeed,  I  believe  that 
in  the  battles  of  the  Soudan  more  than 
one  valuable  life  was  sacrificed  by  the 
defective  quality  of  the  bayonets  sup- 
plied to  Her  Majesty's  Land  and  Sea 
Forces ;  and,  since  then,  a  large  number 
of  bayonets  have  been  tested,  and  of 
those  about  one-third  were  found  to  be 
in  a  defective  state.    Tour  Lordships 

Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy 


may  have  seen,  from  the  pnblio  prints, 
that  about  10  days  ago  a  number  of 
bayonets  and  cutlasses  were  served  oat 
on  board  Her  Majesty's  ship  Indui,  at 
Devonport ;  and  every  one  of  those,  with- 
out exception,  on  being  tested,  was  either 
bent  double  or  twisted  round  like  a 
corkscrew.  I  desire,  therefore,  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  If  they  can 
give  any  information  as  to  the  reported 
defects  in  the  sword-bayonets  lately 
supplied  to  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships ; 
whether  any  of  these  bayonets  are  in 
London ;  and  if  so,  if  thoy  can  be  seen 
by  Members  of  this  House ;  also  to  ask, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  can  inform 
the  House  of  the  date  of  their  mannfae- 
ture  and  the  firm  supplying  them ;  and 
also  when,  and  by  whom,  they  were 
passed  into  the  service  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Harris)  :  My 
Lords,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Earl,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  sword-bayonets  in 
question  are  some  which  were  altered 
from  cutlasses  at  the  time  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Martini-Henry  rifle.  They 
were  reduced  in  size  in  order  to  suit  that 
weapon,  and  were  approved  of  by  the 
Director  of  Naval  Oranance  in  1871, 
after  reference  to  the  captain  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Excellent,  then  stationed 
at  Portsmouth.  That  officer  reported 
that  the  new  weapon  was  suitable  for 
the  new  Martini-Henry  rifle,  and  for 
the  then  sword  exercise  was  a  mora 
efficient  weapon  than  the  old  catlaM. 
The  cutlasses  in  question  had  been  many 
years  in  use,  having  been  made  in  1869, 
and  had  passed  muster,  or  had  proved 
satisfactory,  until  the  year  1871.  Tbej 
were  then  withdrawn,  and  altered  to 
suit  the  Martini- Henry  rifle  issued  in 
1874.  They  had  been  in  use  from  1874 
down  to  1886,  and  there  Was  no  oooh 
plaint  made  about  them  which  the 
authorities  could  trace  until  last  year, 
when  the  Training  Squadron  did  com- 

Elain  that  one  or  more  cutlasses  had 
ent.  They  are  beine  gradually  witli- 
drawn,  however,  and  are  being  re- 
tested,  and  put  to  a  severer  test.  Some 
of  the  sword-bayonets  are  at  the  War 
Office  now ;  and  if  the  noble  Earl, 
or  any  other  noble  Lord,  wishes  to  ••• 
them,  I  will  have  them  placed  in  aj 
room  for  their  inspection.  I  must  wmj 
that  they  have  bent  in  a  veiy  re» 
markable  way;  but  their  hmTing  boat 
does   not  prove  that   they    were 
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equal  to  the  test  originally  demanded 
of  them  at  the  time  they  were  issued. 
'The  test  which  was  then  required  of 
them  was  that  they  should  be  bent 
to  the  extent  of  four  inches  over  a 
block ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  they  will 
still  stand  that  test.  The  conjecture  is 
that  they  have  been  put  to  a  severer  test 
than  that ;  and  I  am  informed  that  there 
is  no  steel  which  is  made  which  will 
not  give  way  when  put  to  a  severer  test 
than  that  which  it  was  originally  in- 
tended to  stand.  These  naval  sword- 
bayonets  were  originally  supplied  by 
contract  in  1858,  when  15,000  were 
obtained  from  Charles  BeeveSi  of  Bir- 
mingham ;  some  3,000  since  from  Ohe- 
yasse,  of  Birmingham;  and  900  from 
B.  and  W.  Aston,  of  Birmingham  ;  and 
in  1859,  3,300  were  bought  from  Kirsch- 
baum,  of  Solingen.  On  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Martini-Henry  rifle,  they 
were  altered  at  the  Enfield  Small  Arms 
Factory,  to  meet  the  views  of  the  naval 
authorities ;  all  so  altered  being  tested 
so  as  to  comply  with  the  sealed  pattern. 
The  tests  were  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Small  Arms 
Factory,  who,  in  all  deliveries,  is  respon- 
sible Uiat  the  supply  is  equal  to  the 
specification  and  sample ;  and  they  stood 
the  tests  satisfactorily.  All  cutlasses 
and  cutlass  sword-bayonets  are  in  course 
of  being  re-tested,  and  are  now  being 
subjected  to  a  more  severe  test  than  was 
Gonsidered  necessary  at  the  time  of  the 
approval  of  the  present  pattern  in  1871. 
As  that  pattern  has  been  complained  of, 
it  comes  within  the  subject  of  reference 
now  being  considered  by  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Ordnance  Stores,  and 
the  question  will,  therefore,  be  sub- 
mitted to  them.  These  cutlasses  have 
been  in  use  since  1874 ;  and  when,  in 
March  1884,  General  Graham  was  in- 
structed to  report  as  to  some  complaints 
that  had  at  that  time  appeared  in  the 
public  Press  respecting  defective  cut- 
lasses and  bayonets  which  had  been  in 
use  in  Egypt — he  reported  that  no 
reports  had  been  received  in  reference 
to  cutlasses. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(no.  15.)      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Thb   lord  OHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 


now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  pro- 
visions had  been  introduced  in  the  Act 
of  1876,  apparently  under  the  idea  that 
the  only  persons  who  could  sit  during 
the  Prorogations  were  the  Lords  of  Ap* 
peal  in  Ordinary.  The  consideration 
appeared  to  have  been  overlooked  that 
there  might  be  persons  competent  under 
the  Act  to  sit  and  hear  the  appeals  who 
were  not  within  the  description  of  Lords 
of  App(>al  in  Ordinary.  Indeed,  the 
framer  of  the  Act  had  so  framed  the  pro- 
visions that  they  were  confined  to  the 
Lords  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.  The  re- 
sult of  this  had  been  that  during  the 
recent  Prorogation,  it  became  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  avail  itself  of  the 
services  of  those  noble  and  learned 
Lords  like  Lord  Herschell  and  Lord 
Bramwell,  who,  had  they  taken  the 
Oath  during  the  ordinary  Session,  would 
have  been  able  to  give  their  assistance. 
It  was  desirable,  therefore,  that  the 
power  should  be  extended  to  all  persons 
capable  of  sitting  and  forming  part  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  next  point 
in  the  Bill  had  reference  to  the  provi- 
sion of  the  statute,  that  a  Lord  of  Ap- 
peal in  Ordinary,  by  his  appointment, 
was  entitled  to  rank  during  his  life  as  a 
Baron;  but,  upon  his  ceasing  to  hold 
the  Office,  the  provision  was  made  that 
he  should  no  longer  be  entitled  to  a 
Writ  of  Summons.  No  doubt,  there 
was  great  jealousy  among  their  Lord- 
ships as  to  life  Peerages  at  that 
time;  but  the  recent  resignation  of 
Lord  Blackburn  offered  an  example  in 
point.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
a  Judge  to  whom  he  (Lord  Halsbury) 
thought  it  was  no  exaggeration  to  eay 
that  the  jurisprudence  of  the  country 
was  deeply  indebted  for  his  great  learn- 
ing, his  logic,  and  acuteness.  Although 
a  Lord  of  Appeal  might  not  be  desirous 
of  continuing  to  hold  his  Office,  so  as  to 
be  bound  to  attend  every  day;  yet  it 
was  extremely  inconvenient  that,  on  oc- 
casions on  which  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  quite  willing  to  give  the  ad- 
vantage of  his  great  learning  to  their 
Lordships,  the  language  of  the  statute 
should  prevent  him  from  any  longer 
affording  that  assistance,  notwithstand- 
ing that  he  still  retained  the  rank  and 
title  of  Baron.  The  other  provision  of 
the  Bill  had  reference  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  By  the  Act  constituting  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Oouu- 
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oil,  two  small  sums,  considering  the 
judicial  services  rendered,  were  per- 
mitted to  be  given  to  anyone  Jiolding  a 
high  judicial  office  in  India,  if  he  came 
and  gave  his  assistance  to  the  Judicial 
Committee.  The  sum  appointed  to  each 
person  was  £400  a -year.  He  pro- 
posed, by  a  section  of  the  Bill,  to  give 
power,  where  there  was  only  one  person, 
to  make  the  sum  £800  a-year ;  and  in 
that  way  to  induce  those  with  judicial 
learning  and  experience  gained  in  the 
great  centres  of  administration  in  India 
to  give  the  advantage  of  them  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  did  not  raise  any  sub- 
ject of  controversy,  and  would  now  move 
its  second  reading. 

Moved,  "ThattheBill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  he 
would  like  to  know  whether,  if  he  was 
not  mistaken,  the  Bill  was  not  an 
attempt  to  introduce  a  new  class  of  Life 
Peers  by  a  sort  of  side  issue  ? 

Lord  HALSBUEY  said,  he  had  no 
further  explanation  to  make.  He  was 
not  aware  that  the  Bill  professed,  or  did, 
in  fact,  make  any  alteration  in  the  state 
of  the  law,  or  of  the  Constitution,  with 
a  new  class  of  Barons.  The  Act  of  1876 
left  the  Lord  of  Appeal  on  resignation 
with  the  rank* of  Baron,  without  the 
right  to  vote.  The  present  Bill  did  not 
profess  to  make  any  new  class  of  Life 
Peers ;  but  it  provided  that  on  resigns  a- 
tion  of  the  high  judicial  office,  the  Baron 
BO  created  by  his  appointment  and  main- 
taining that  rank  was  not,  in  future, 
entitled  to  a  Writ,  or  to  vote  in  their 
Lordships'  House.  The  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  meet  that  state  of  things. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  rose, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  criticizing  the 
Bill,  but  rather  of  supplementing  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  had  said  in  refer- 
ence to  Lord  Blackburn — whose  char- 
acter was  increasing  in  public  es- 
timation from  day  to  day  —  as  being 
himself  one  of  the  very  few  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  House  present  who 
remembered  Lord  Blackburn's  first  ap- 
pointment. Lord  Campbell,  who  was 
Lord  Chancellor  in  Lord  Palmerston's 
Second  Administration,  had  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  appointment ;  and  he 
told  us  very  graphically  in  his  Diary, 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


writing  in  1859,  on  what  principle  he 
had  made  his  selection : — 

**  I  have  already  got  into  great  disgrace  by 
disposing  of  my  judicial  patronage  on  the  prin- 
ciple  detur  digniori.  Having  occasion  for  a  new 
Judge  to  succeed  Erie,  made  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Pleas,  I  appointed  Blackburn,  the 
fittest  man  in  Westminster  Hall,  although 
wearing  a  stuff  gown." 

The  appointment  was  not  popnlar,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  the  public  did 
not  know  Blackburn;  audit  was  censored 
also,  on  the  ground  that  Lord  Campbell 
had  deliberately  passed  over  other  and 
more  experienced  men.  The  career  of 
Sir  Colin  Blackburn  as  a  Judge  had, 
however,  amply  justified  the  appoint- 
ment, and  shown  how  well  Lord  Camp- 
bell understood  the  qualities  necessarj 
to  constitute  a  great  Judge.  He  was  a 
great  jurist,  a  strong  and  learned  con- 
stitutional lawyer,  with  a  mind  so 
happily  constituted  that  partiality  waa 
with  him  impossible;  innexible  in  his 
integrity,  inexorable  in  his  pursuit  of 
justice,  he  dealt  out  even-handed  justice 
to  all  suitors  who  came  before  him.  He 
had  throughout  his  long  career  per- 
formed with  great  success  the  duties  of 
his  high  office ;  and  his  name  would  be 
known  to  posterity  as  one  who,  in  his 
own  life  work,  had  well  illustrated  and 
enforced  the  principles  of  our  own  laws 
and  the  foundations  of  our  Constitu- 
tional rights  and  liberties. 

Lord  HEESCHELL  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  everything  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  upon  the  Woolsack 
had  stated  with  regard  to  the  very  great 
services  that  Lord  Blackburn  had  ren- 
dered. He  (Lord  Herschell)  could  him- 
self speak  with  some  knowledge  on  the 
subject ;  for  the  period  of  Lord  Black- 
burn's judicial  career  covered  the  whole 
period  of  his  (Lord  Herschell's)  own 
professional  life ;  and,  having  seen  tiM 
noble  and  learned  Lord  constantly  dis- 
charging his  judicial  functions,  in  fol- 
filment  of  the  duties  of  the  varioiBS 
offices  he  from  time  to  time  filled,  there 
need  be  no  hesitation  in  saying  tlwt 
those  services  were  most  valuable  to  tfa« 
country.  Lord  Blackburn  possessed  vast 
stores  of  knowledge,  singular  capadtj 
for  using  them,  and  a  rare  grasp  of 
legal  principles;  and  all  must  rsgrst 
that  circumstances  had  rendered  It 
necessary  that  he  should  perform  aM> 
longer  those  great  and  important  pibUo 
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services.  He  had  no  intention  to  oppose 
the  Bill  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
which  contained  yarious  provisions,  en- 
tirely independent  of  one  another,  with 
which  he  was  in  entire  sympathy.  He 
thought  it  right,  however,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  one  of  those  provisions,  so  that, 
at  all  events,  it  might  be  perfectly  clear 
what  was  being  done ;  for  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  for  the  first  time,  their 
Lordships  would,  if  they  accepted  it, 
sanction  the  creation  of  Life  Peers,  who, 
without  filling  an  official  position,  might 
sit  in  that  House.  At  the  time  when 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  was  in- 
troducea  in  1876,  it  contained  a  provi- 
sion that  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary 
should  retain  his  seat  in  that  House 
only  so  long  as  he  held  his  office — that, 
in  fact,  he  should  be  an  official  Peer; 
and,  though  his  rank  was  continued 
during  the  term  of  his  natural  life,  he 
was  not  a  Life  Peer.  When  the  Bill 
was  passing  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, a  hon.  and  learned  Member  moved 
to  omit  those  words  which  one  section 
of  the  present  Bill  proposed  to  omit. 
That  Amendment  was  opposed  by  the 
Ck>Temment  of  the  day — that  of  Mr. 
Disraeli — on  the  ground,  among  others, 
that  to  accept  the  Amendment  would  be 
to  trench  on  the  Privileges  of  the  House 
of  Lords ;  for  there  could  be  no  doubt 
the  House  of  Lords  viewed  with  strong 
repugnance  the  creation  of  Life  Peer- 
ages, and  to  compel  that  House  to  accept 
Life  Peers  agamst  its  own  wish  and 
.desire ;  and  the  section  in  question  was 
drawn  for  the  very  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing the  creation  of  Life  Peers,  to  which 
their  Lordships  had  expressed  such 
strong  objections.  On  that  occasion  it 
had  been  objected  that  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  allow  a  Prime  Minister,  imder 
the  guise  of  making  Law  Lords,  and 
inducing  them  to  retire  one  after  the 
other,  to  create  a  number  of  official 
Life  Peers.  For  his  own  part,  he 
confessed  he  had  not  much  appre- 
hension of  such  a  danger,  since  a 
Prime  Minister  could  accomplish  such 
an  object  in  a  much  more  direct  manner. 
Undoubtedly,  however,  a  change  was 
now  being  made,  in  that,  for  the  first 
time,  their  Lordships  were  sanctioniDg 
the  creation  of  Life  Peers — that  was  to 
say,  Peers  of  Parliament,  occupying 
seats  in  that  House,  and  fulfilling  all 
the  functions  of  Peers,  without  filling 
any  office  while  they  were  exercising 


those  functions.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  share  in  the  apprehension  which 
had  been  expressed  with  regard  to  such 
a  course ;  but  was  glad  to  see  that  that 
which  was  looked  upon  with  so  much 
hostility  in  1876  could  now  be  introduced 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  with  every  prospect  of 
success.  When  objection  was  Xelken.  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  the  creation 
of  these  Peers,  he  distinctly  remembered 
that  the  position  of  the  Law  Lords  was 
somewhat  ridiculed,  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  Peers  having  seats  in  the 
House,  and  then,  on  retirement,  were 
still  Peers,  but  ceased  to  have  seats  in 
that  House.  He  well  remembered  the 
reply  given  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  when  asked 
what  would  be  the  position  of  these 
Lords  on  retirement?  **I  suppose," 
was  his  reply,  "they  will  relapse  into 
the  position  of  Lish  Peers."  For  his 
part,  he  hoped  that  they  would  no 
longer  relapse  into  that  position.  He 
did  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  out  he  thought  it  right  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  a 
mere  formal  change,  but  a  distinct  re- 
versal of  what  had  been  hitherto  laid 
down. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said, 
he  most  decidedly  held  that  the  Act 
which  they  were  now  called  upon  to 
amend  had  not  created  Life  Peerages. 
It  had  already  been  decided  that  the 
Crown  had  not  had,  and  did  not  then 
possess,  any  power  to  create  Life  Peers. 
The  words  of  the  Act  under  considera- 
tion were  to  the  effect  that  the  Law 
Lord  should  ''rank  as  a  Baron,"  not 
'*  be  "  a  Baron.  This  was  not  a  distinc- 
tion without  a  difference.  Sir  James 
Parke's  creation  ^us  a  Life  Peer  was  im- 
peached by  Lord  Lyndhurst,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Crown  could  make  no 
such  creation.  A  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges held  that  Lord  Lyndhurst  was 
right;  and,  in  order  to  g^t  out  of  the 
difficulty,  the  Minister  of  the  day  created 
Sir  James  Parke  an  hereditary  Peer, 
under  the  title  of  Baron  Wensleydale. 
The  difficulty  arose  from  the  confusion 
of  the  name  ''Peer"  with  the  name 
"  Lord  of  Parliament."  The  two  posi- 
tions were  totally  different.  A  man 
might  be  a  Peer,  and  yet  not  a  Lord  of 
Parliament,  as  was  the  case  with  certain 
Peers  of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  who  had 
at  present  no  seats  in  that  House,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Bishops,  who 
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had  teats  and  were  Lords  of  Parliament, 
were  not  Peers. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  should  not 
have  troubled  their  Lordships   if   his 
Father,  in  1821,  had  not  stated  that  he 
would  Tote  tor  no  payment  to  an  ignoble 
assistant  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.    This 
was  not  used  in  an  offensive  sense ;  but 
to  show  that  all  Peers,  except  Spiritual 
Peers,  should  be  on  the  same  footing. 
Lord  Eldon,  whose  retiring  pension  was 
to  be  only  £4,000  a-year,  said  that  no 
retired  Ohancellor  should   receive    his 
pension  unless  he  sat  on  appeals  in  the 
House  of  Lords ;   and  had  rormerly,  in 
1856,  divided  the  House  against  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides— 4  against  44  on 
the  Life  Peerage  Bill,  three  of  the  four 
being  Lrish  Peers.    The  House  of  Com- 
mons had  rejected  the  Bill,  and  two  here- 
ditary Peers  were  created,  according  to  his 
father's  (Lord  Denman's)  advice,  who, 
for  20  vears,  did  all  the  business  in  an 
admirable  manner,  as  a  respected  Mem- 
ber of  their  Lordships'  House,  had  at 
one  time  wished  for  Life  Peers,  as  he 
then  thought  the  agricultural  interest 
too  strong.    He  (Lord  Denman)  said 
he  was  on  dangerous  ground,  as  the 
House    of   Commons'  majority  wished 
to  extend  the  principle  of  Life  Peer- 
ages much  furdier;  but  by  their  vote 
they  saved  the  coimtry  at  least  £  1 80,000. 
They  had  now  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
two  retired  Lord  Chancellors  sitting  in 
that  House,  and  he  thought  there  was 
already  ample  provision  for  discharging 
the  judicial  Business  of  the  House,  since 
those  three  Peers  formed  a  quorum  of 
themselves;    and,    beyond  them,    any 
Member  who  chose  had  the  rig^t  to  sit, 
both  in  Session  and  in  Becess,  as  a  Lord 
of  Appeal.    In  his  opinion,  the  Bill  was 
unnecessary.      Why   not    make    Lord 
Blackburn  an  hereoitary  Peer  as  Lord 
Wensleydale — whom    Lord  Lyndhurst 
and  Lord  Denman  wished  to  see  made 
a   Peer    when    he     was     Sir     James 
Parke  —  had   been  made  ?    His    ser- 
vicee  certainly  entitled  Lord  Blackburn 
to  that  honour.    Having  been  present 
on  the  first  day  of  the  Appeal,  '*  Brad- 
laugh  r.  Clark,''  he  sat  tiU  the  end,  and 
voted  with  Lord  Blackburn.  No  one  could 
say  that  the  Act  of  1801,  imposing  a 
penalty  on  ministers  of  the  Churches  of 
Scotland  and  of  England,  was  not  now 
in  force ;  and  yet  a  &)otch  Member  who 
had  preached  in  the  Established  Church 
had  so  voted  several  times;  but  proof 
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of  his  preaching  would  subject  him  to 
the  fines.  But  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad* 
laugh  it  would  be  far  better  to  make 
him  ineligible  from  havin^^  lectured 
against  religion  than  to  let  him  pay 
penalty  or  costs,  because  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  Qeneral  had  told  him  that 
he  might  lawfully  affirm,  whereas  every 
case  from  1849 — when  his  noble  Father 
was  opposed  by  Lord  Brougham  on  re- 
ligious grounds — scruples  founded  on 
religion  were  the  only  ones  which  gave 
the  privilege  of  affirmation  instead  of 
an  oath,  and  it  was  merely  because  Sir 
George  Ghrey  had  drawn  the  Act  and 
not  Sir  Boundell  Palmer  that  the  diffi- 
culty occurred.  He  (Lord  Denman)  con- 
sidered the  Act  wholly  unnecessary,  and 
if  he  had  any  weight  in  the  Houae  he 
would  at  once,  without  previous  Notice, 
move  its  rejection,  as  was  done  by  the 
Earl  of  Wicklow,  supported  by  Lord 
Brougham,  in  1849,  and  as  was  done 
the  other  night  on  the  Woman's  Suf- 
frage BOl. 

Lord  HALSBUBY,  in  replv,  said,  it 
was  not  the  object  of  the  BiU^  nor  the 
effect  of  its  provisions,  to  create  any  one 
a  Peer.  All  it  did  was  to  leave  a  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  exactly  the  same  pontton 
after  his  resignation  that  he  was  in 
before  it  with  regard  to  the  Peerage. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  3*  ac- 
cordingly, and  eommtiUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  on  Tknnd^y  next. 

OmOB   OF    THS    CLEEK    OF    THB    FJLRUA- 

MBNTS   AND   OFFICE  OF  THB  Q^STTLEMSS 

TT8HES  OF  THB  BLACK  BOD. 

Select  Committee  appointed  :  The  Lords  lot* 
lowinff,  with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord 
Prerident,  the  Lord  Priry  Seal,  and  the  duur- 
man  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the  Ooen 
mittee: 


D.  Richmond. 

D.  Saint  Alhans. 

D.  Bedford. 

M.  SalisboTT. 

M.Bath. 

£.  Mount  Edgenmbe. 

(Ld.  Steward.) 
S.  Lathom. 

(Ld.  Chamberlain.) 
£.  Devon. 
£.  Camarron. 
£.  BelmOTe. 
£.  Harrowby. 
£.  Bradford. 


£.  BeaoohaBp 
£.  Camperdo 
£.  GranTille. 
£.  Kimberiey. 
£.  Sydner. 
fi.  de  Mootali. 
V.  Hardinge. 
V.£TefBle^. 
y.  Oxenbndga. 
L.  Oolohestar. 
L.Ker. 
L.  Kintora. 
L-Areland. 
L.ColTilleo£ 


House  adjoomed  at  a  qoartar  be£ac« 

Six  o*dock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Tea  tTi 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  7th  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committeb  —  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  op- 
pointcd  and  nominated;  Town  Holdings, 
nominated;  Perpetual  Pensions,  nominated. 

Public  Bill  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Cottogers*  (Allotments)*  [161]. 

QUESTIONS. 


ARMY  (ORDNANCE. DEPARTMENT)— 
DEFECTIVE  MILITARY  WEAPONS. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  from 
Devonport,  that  the  sword-bayonets  sup- 
plied to  a  newly  commissioned  ship  are 
utterly  unfit  for  use,  as  when  placed 
across  the  knee  they  are  easily  bent  in 
two  or  three  places ;  whether,  besides, 
the  Indui,  the  Mariner,  Racer,  and  Icarus 
have  been  supplied  with  weapons  of  the 
same  description;  whether  the  Mariner 
is  now  actually  employed  in  Burmah, 
and  the  Bacer  and  Icarus  on  the  West 
Ooast  of  Africa ;  if  he  would  state  who 
supplied  these  bayonets ;  whose  duty  was 
it  to  test  these  bayonets ;  what,  if  any, 
system  is  adopted  for  the  inspection  of 
swords  and  other  articles,  and  a  compari- 
son of  the  deliveries  with  the  original 
specifications  and  samples  upon  which 
the  contracts  are  based;  and,  whether 
in  such  cases  any  penalty  in  addition  to 
dismissal  can  be  imposed  under  existing 
regulations  upon  careless  or  incompetent 
officials? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
N'obthoote)  (Exeter):  The  cutlasses  and 
cutlass  sword-bayonets  supplied  to  Her 
Majesty's  ships  are  in  accordance  with 
the  seided  pattern  approved  by  the 
Director  of  Naval  Ordnance  in  1871, 
after  reference  to  the  captain  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Excellent  at  Portsmouth. 
The  latter  officer  reported  that  the  new 
weapon  was  suitable  for  the  Martini- 
Henri  rifle,  for  the  then  sword  exercises, 
and  that  it  was  a  more  efficient  weapon 
than  the  old  cutlass.  The  weapons 
lately  complained  of  have  been  rendered 
unfit  for  use  by  subjection  to  a  treatment 
they  never  could  have  undergone  in 
actual  warfare.  The  present  naval  sword- 
bayonets  were  originally  supplied   by 


contract ;  and,  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle,  were  altered  at  the 
Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Naval  Authorities — all  so 
altered  being  tested  so  as  to  comply  with 
the  sealed  pattern.  The  tests  were  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Small  Arms  Factory,  who  in  all 
deliveries  is  responsible  that  the  supply 
is  equal  to  the  specification  and  sample. 
All  cutlasses  and  cutlass  sword-bayonets 
are  in  course  of  being  re- tested,  and  are 
now  being  subjected  to  a  more  severe 
test  than  was  considered  necessary  at  the 
time  of  the  approval  of  the  present  pat* 
tern  in  1871.  As  the  pattern  has  been 
complained  of,  the  subject  comes  within 
the  reference  of  the  Koyal  Commission 
now  sitting  on  the  Patterns  of  Ordnance 
Stores,  and  the  complaint  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  them.  The  cutlasses  have  been 
in  use  since  1874  ;  and  when  in  March, 
1884,  Sir  Gerald  Graham  was  instructed 
to  report  on  the  complaints  that  had  been 
pubhshed  in  the  public  Press  of  defective 
cutlasses  and  bayonets  in  use  in  Egypt ; 
he  replied  that  no  reports  had  been  re- 
ceived relative  to  cutlasses.  . 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Who  is  the  person 
actually  responsible  for  the  supply  of 
these  bayonets  to  these  vessels  ? 

Mr.  NORTHOOTE:  The  responsi- 
bility, I  presume,  would  be  that  of  the 
head  of  the  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory 
at  Enfield ;  but  he  would  be  supplying 
bayonets  which  had  been  proved  to  be  in 
accordance  with  the  sealed  pattern ;  and 
I  do  not  see  that  the  present  Superin- 
tendent could  be  held  responsible,  ne  not 
having  been  in  that  position  in  1871. 

Mr.  HANBURY  gave  notice  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance,  he  would 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  calling  at- 
tention to  the  deiective  system  of  admi- 
nistration in  the  Ordnance  Department, 
under  which  it  was  a  common  occurrence 
for  bad  and  inefficient  weapons  to  be 
issued  to  Her  Majesty's  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Forces. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)— ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS  AND 
UNIVERSITY  TEACmNG. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Report  of  Mr.  Ogilvie,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspector  of  Schools  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  Scotland,  for  1885 ; 
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and  to  his  statement  therein  (Eeport  of 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 
Scotland,  1885-6,  page  287),  that— 

'*  The  link  between  the  Elementary  School 
and  the  UniTersity  is  year  by  year  getting 
weaker,  because  the  stiffer  subjects  are  less 
remuneratiye  to  the  school  exchequer ;  '* 

and  to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Andrew, 
also  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Schools  (page  238  of  same  Eeport), 
that — 

"  Knowing  as  I  do  what  the  general  charac- 
ter of  the  Aberdeenshire  Schoohwas  some  16 
years  ago,  and  quite  as  conscious  as  anyone  can 
oe  of  how  much  teaching  in  them  has,  in  many 
respects,  benefited  by  the  influence  of  the  Code, 
nothing  has  struck  me  more,  in  renewing  my 
acquaintance  with  them  during  the  past  year, 
than  the  all  but  complete  extinction  of  the  Uni- 
versity subjects ; " 

and,  whether  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment have  taken  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  steps  for  maintaining,  in  that 
Division  of  Scotland,  the  standard  of 
education  in  terms  of  '<  The  Education 
(Scotland)  Act,  1872?" 

The  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoxtb)  (Manchester,  'E,):  I  have 
considered  the  passage  in  the  reports  of 
Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr.  Andrew  referred 
to,  in  connection  with  other  evidence 
bearlDg  on  this  point.  Their  Lordships 
have  endeavoured,  by  certain  provisions 
which  have  been,  from  time  to  time, 
introduced  into  the  Scotch  Code,  to  en- 
courage the  higher  subjects;  but  the 
terms  of  the  Code  must  necessarily 
apply,  not  to  one  division,  but,  except  in 
certain  points  relating  to  specified  High- 
land counties,  to  the  three  divisions 
alike. 

ABMY— OFFICERS'  QUARTERS  —  SALE 
OF  PREMISES,  PORTSMOUTH.  OC- 
CUPIED BY  THE  COMMANDING 
OFFICER  OF  ROYAL  ENGINEERS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  has  been  decided  to 
dispose  of  the  premises  at  Portsmouth 
now  occupied  by  the  Commanding  Royal 
Engineers  of  the  Southern  District;  if 
so,  whether  the  Corporation  of  Ports- 
mouth will  be  allowed  to  purchase  the 
property  at  a  valuation ;  and,  if  not  re- 
quired by  the  Corporation,  how  the 
property  will  be  disposed  of,  whether  bj 
public  auction  or  otherwise  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastie) : 
The  prop^ty  in  question  wUl  be  sold  by 
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public  tender;  and  the  Corporation  of 
Portsmouth  will  have  the  same  oppor- 
tunity of  tendering  as  will  be  affonied 
to  private  individuals. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE— COAIJNO 
STATION  AT  CASTRIES  (WEST  IK- 
DIES). 

Sib  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  it  is  intended  to  make 
the  harbour  of  Castries,  in  St.  Lucia, 
one  of  the  coaling  stations  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Fleet;  how  much  has  been  voted 
by  the  Legielature  of  the  Island  for  the 
improvement  of  the  harbour;  and,  if 
Castries  is  made  a  coaling  station, 
whether  the  place  will  be  put  in  a 
proper  state  of  defence,  and  toe  head- 
quarters of  the  troops  stationed  in  the 
Windward  and  Leeward  Islands  moved 
from  Barbadoes  to  St.  Lucia  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  poe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  (who  replied)  said:  Yea, 
Sir,  the  harbour  of  Castries,  in  St 
Lucia,  is  to  be  a  naval  coaling  station ; 
£70,000  has  been  voted  by  the  LegialA- 
ture  of  the  Island  for  the  improvement 
of  the  harbour,  and  the  place  will  be 
fortified  as  soon  as  ParHament  votes  the 
necessary  funds.  The  troops  will  be 
moved  from  Barbadoes  to  St.  Lucia. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  - 

ULSTER  WINTER  ASSIZES— OOKYIC- 

TION  OF  M'GRATH. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  aaked 
Mr.  Attorney  OenrnJ  for  Ireland,  Wh»> 
ther,  in  a  case  heard  at  the  last  Uklv 
Winter  Assizes,  at  Armagh,  aniBfll 
two  men,  named  Hillman  and  M'Gnitih« 
charged  with  having  been  ooneamed  m 
the  affray  at  the  tramway  stables  dana^ 
the  recent  Belfast  riots,  the  jury 
quitted  Hillman,  and  at  first 
as  to  M'Grath,  but,  having  le-exmounad 
two  witnesses,  named  Ladky  and  Wkm- 
Ian  (the  former  of  whom  was  faiaMH 
charged  with  murder),  who  swot*  Aat 
they  had  pointed  out  M'Qrath  ia  tte 
stable  yard  at  the  time  of  the  aftay  t» 
a  sergeant  of  the  Oonstabalary ,  the  jwtf 
then  convicted  M'G^rath,  and  he  wwm 
sentenced  to  18  months'  imprnoaiiM«l; 
whether  the  sergeant  in  qoastioo,  Jo^ 
Murphy,  can  testify  that  neither  of  tW 
witnesses  pointed  out  MK}rath  to 
and  that  M^Chuth  was  not  in  Um 
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yard  at  the  time  of  the  afiray;  and, 
whether  the  case  will  ba  made  the  sub- 
ject of  inquiry  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  TJni- 
▼ersity),  in  reply,  said,  the  witnesses 
Lacky  and  Whelan  had  been  examined 
and  cross-examined  in  the  usual  way, 
and  a  verdict  was  found  by  the  jury. 
Sergeant  Murphy  states  that  M'Qrath 
was  not  pointed  out  to  him.  On  the 
occasion  of  the  afiPray  he  did  not  know 
M'Ghrath's  appearance,  and  could  not 
say  whether  he  was  there  or  not.  The 
Grown  Solicitor  had  not  reported  on 
other  points  in  the  Question,  and  he 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Lreland)  had 
ordered  him  to  do  so,  and  was  making 
further  inquiries  in  the  matter. 
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ISLANDS  OF  THE  SOUTH  PACIFIC- 
ISLAND  OF  MALAYTA— H.M.S.  "  OPAL." 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to  giye 
any  information  regarding  the  state- 
ment as  to  the  bombardment  of  villages 
in  the  Islands  of  Malayta  and  Lentara 
by  H.M.S.  Opal,  concerning  which  a 
Question  was  asked  on  the  6th  of  Sep- 
tember last ;  and,  whether,  in  the  course 
of  her  investigations  of  the  outrages  to 
which  he  referred,  in  his  answer  to 
that  Question,  the  Opal  engaged  in  any 
belligerent  reprisals  upon  Natives ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  "will  lay  Papers  con- 
cerning them  before  Parliament  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamiltok)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Re- 
ports have  been  received  from  the 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  Australian 
Station  detailing  certain  outrages  by 
tlie  Natives  of  one  of  the  Islands  of  the 
Solomon  Group;  and  also  giving  the 
conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  Officers 
who  were  directed  to  investigate  these 
oecurrences.  These  outrages  resulted  in 
tlie  murder  of  several  white  men.  The 
Chief  of  the  tribe  who  were  guilty  of 
those  acts  having  declined  to  give  either 
explanations  or  make  reparation,  the 
Opal  punished  the  village  of  the  tribe 
bj  firmg  upon  it.  There  will  be  no  ob- 
j  action  to  the  production  of  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  matter. 

NORTH   BORNEO  —  ATTACK    ON 

NATIVES— H.M.8.  "  ZEPHYll.'» 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 


Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  that  H.M.  Gunboat  Zephyr 
had,  in  the  course  of  a  cruise  under- 
taken for  the  purpose  of  ''  settling  some 
trouble  with  Natives  "  in  North  Borneo, 
shelled  villages  and  landed  a  boat's 
crew  which  destroyed  two  villages  and 
some  canoes;  and,  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  Report  on  the  subject,  and 
if  he  will  lay  Papers  concerning  it  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  A  gun- 
boat was  sent  to  punish  a  piratical  tribe 
who  had  been  guilty  of  some  rather 
serious  acts  of  kidnapping  in  Darvel  Bay 
— a  place  of  bad  repute  for  piracy.  Some 
of  their  boats  and  huts  were  burnt ;  but, 
as  far  as  we  know,  there  were  no  casual- 
ties. The  hon.  Gentleman  can  have 
the  officer's  Report  if  he  moves  for  it. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  SUBMARINE  TELE- 
GRAPH COMPANY. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  How  long  the  monopoly  of  the 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company  will 
continue;  and,  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered how  far  it  is  desirable  that  tele- 
graph messages  between  England  and 
France  should  be  conveyed  through  the 
medium  of  a  private  Company  ? 

Thb  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  ;Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  concessions  held  by  the  Submarine 
Telegraph  Company  from  the  French 
and  Belgian  Governments  cease  in  Jan- 
uary, 1889.  The  subject  referred  to  in 
the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  is  engaging  my  serious  con- 
sideration. 

CANADA  AND  THE   UNITED  STATES— 
THE  FISHERY  DISPUTE. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  regarding  the  measures 
proposed  to  be  adopted  by  the  United 
States  Government  arising  out  of  the 
seizure  of  American  fishing  vessels  in 
Canadian  Waters ;  whether  it  is  correct 
that  the  United  States  Legislatures 
have  empowered  the  President  to  re- 
fuse, by  proclamation,  the  entrance  into 
United  States  Waters  of  Canadian  ships 
from  British  North  American  ports,  and 
also  of  fresh  or  salt  fish,  or  any  other 
product    and,  whether  he  can,  without 
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incoDvenience  to  the  Public  Service,  at 
ODce  place  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
all  Correspondence  upon  the  question  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Correspondence  on  the 
subject  of  the  North  American  Fisheries 
will  shortly  be  presented  to  Parliament. 
This  will  afiford  all  necessary  informa- 
tion on  the  question  up  to  a  recent  date, 
and  will  include  the  text  of  an  Act 
passed  in  June  last,  to  enable  the  Pre- 
sident, under  certain  circumstances,  to 
refuse  commercial  facilities  to  foreign 
vessels  in  United  States  ports.  A  Bill  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
United  States  Legislature  to  empower 
the  President  to  restrict  still  further 
commercial  intercourse  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States ;  but  the  Bill  has 
not  yet  become  law.  A  despatch  from 
the  Government  of  Canada  is  on  its  way, 
containing  suggestions  for  a  modu9  vivendi 
between  me  two  countries  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  is  not  possible  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  to  make  any  pro- 
Sosals  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
tates  until  they  have  received  and  con- 
aidered  that  despatch. 
In  answer  to  a  further  Question  by 

Mr.  GOURLEY, 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  replied 
that  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  fully  set  forth  in  the 
Correspondence,  which  would  be  pub- 
lished shortly. 

ADMIRALTY.— ADMINISTRATION  OF 
THE  DOCKYARDS. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  whether  the  arrange- 
ments for  improving  the  administration 
of  the  Dockyards,  and  reducing  the  ex- 
penditure and  time  occupied  in  building 
and  repairing  ships,  arrangements  which 
wore  commenced  last  year  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Director  of  Dockyards, 
and  Civil  Assistants  to  the  Naval  Super- 
intendents, have  yet  been  completed; 
if  not,  to  what  extent  have  offices  yet  to 
be  filled  in  the  Department  of  Director 
of  Dockyards,  and  what  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
arrangements  are  completed;  but  the 
composition  of  the  staff  of  the  Director 
of  Dockyards  has  not  yet  been  finally  de- 
cided upon  by  the  Admiralty.     The 
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arrangements  will  probably  be  completed 
shortly. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT).- 
THE  ROYAL  GUN  FACTORY,  WOOL- 
WICa— DEDUCTIONS  FROM  PAY. 

Mr.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Surreyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance, Whether  a  large  number  of 
workmen  employed  in  the  Field  (hnt 
Section  of  the  Royal  Gun  Factory, 
Woolwich,  in  July  last,  complained, 
through  the  prescribed  chsinnels,  against 
a  deduction  (equivalent  to  three  and  a- 
half  hours)  alleged  by  them  to  hare 
been  improperly  made  from  their  pay 
on  the  observance  of  the  anniversary 
of  Her  Majesty's  birthday  ;  and,  whe- 
ther such  complaint  has  yet  been  con- 
sidered ?       

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Ifc. 
Northgote)  (Exeter) :  The  men  in 
question  did  make  a  representation  to 
the  manager  of  the  Factory  as  to  a  de- 
duction from  their  wages  ;  and  the 
manager,  through  an  error  of  judgment, 
for  which  ho  has  been  admonished, 
omitted  to  bring  the  representation  to 
the  notice  of  the  Superintendent.  It  is 
stated  that  the  course  pursued  was  in 
accordance  with  recognized  rules ;  but 
the  men's  representation  will  now  receiv* 
all  consideration,  and,  if  a  hardship  is 
found  to  have  been  inflicted,  steps  will 
be  taken  to  have  it  removed. 

POST  OFFICE  —  LETTER  CARRIEBS' 
GOOD  CONDUCT  BADGES. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  Wbflthor 
the  issue  of  good  oondnet  badges  te 
letter  carriers  had  been  suspended ;  sad, 
if  so,  for  what  reason  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  I& 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  issue  of  good* 
stripes  to  letter  carriers  has  not 
suspended.  There  appears  to  be 
ffeneral  impression  that  these  good- 
duct  stripes  are  unlimited — that  a 
conducted  letter  carrier  has  only  to 
five,  10,  or  15  years,  and  to  sosceed  te 
one,  two,  or  three  stripes  as  a  matter  of 
course.  But  such  is  not  the  case.  Tbey 
are,  on  the  oontraiy,  strictly  limited; 
and  a  letter  carrier,  although  ia  poia* 
both  of  conduct  and  service  qualified  to 
receive  them,  most  await  a  vacancy* 
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INDIA— INCOME  TAX  ON  TRAVELLING 
ALLOWANCES. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  officials  in  India  pay  Income 
Tax  on  the  travelling  and  contract 
allowances  drawn  by  them,  or  merely  on 
the  amounts  received  as  salaries  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
According  to  law  in  India,  Income  Tax 
is  payable  on  salaries  only,  and  not  on 
travelling  or  other  allowanoes  granted  to 
meet  specific  expenditure. 

POST     OFFICE— CONVEYANCE     OP 
AMERICAN    MAILS. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  has 
entered  into  a  new  arrangement  for  the 
conveyance  of  the  American  mails  with 
British  shipowners  only ;  granting  them 
an  annual  subsidy  (in  addition  to  the 
payment  for  the  mails),  and  in  return 
for  which  the  owners  are  to  place  their 
vessels  under  the  absolute  command  of 
the  Government  in  the  event  of  war ;  if 
80.  whether  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  of  the  nature  of  the 
new  arrangement  ? 

ThbPOSTMASTER  general  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  have  concluded  arrangements  with 
two  British  Companies,  the  Cunard  and 
Oceanic,  for  the  conveyance  of  mails  from 
Queenstown  to  New  York  by  their  best 
ships  throughout  the  year,  in  winter  as 
weU  as  in  summer.  The  price  to  be  paid 
for  letters  is  d«.  per  lb.,  as  compared 
with  4«.  paid  under  the  old  contract,  and 
3«.  6i/.,  the  lowest  sum  for  which  the 
Cunard  and  Oceanic  Companies  tendered 
on  the  last  occasion.  The  despatch  of 
the  mails  for  conveyance  by  the  contract 
packets  will  take  place  every  Wednesday 
and  Saturday  night ;  and,  in  addition  to 
these  two  regular  despatches,  the  Post 
Office  will  send  mails  by  other  fast 
steamers  either  from  Queenstown  or 
from  Southampton.  As  the  names  of 
the  ships  sailing  are  not  commonly 
known  to  the  public,  letters  can  be 
marked  "  by  Inman  Line  '*  or  **  by 
German  Line  "  when  intended  for  those 
steamers.  This  plan  will  practically  give 
four  mails  a  week  from  uiis  country  to 
America— namely,  every  Tuesday,  Wed- 
nesday, Thursday,  and  Saturday,  besides 


the  occasional-chance  of  sending  by  such 
fast  steamers  as  the  Alaska,  the  Arizona, 
and  the  City  of  Rome  ;  and  I  think  this 
will  satisfy  all  reasonable  requirements. 
AlS  regards  the  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  can  only  say  that  the  negotiations 
are  not  yet  suf&oiently  advanced  to 
enable  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  who  has  the  matter  in 
hand,  to  describe  the  arrangements. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Goubley, 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  Geobqb  Hamiltok)  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  said :  I  cannot  give  any 
sufficient  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
question  within  the  limits  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary answer.  The  contracts  entered 
into  with  these  Companies,  however, 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  the 
House  will  then  be  able  to  judge  of 
their  merits 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Ever- 
ton)  asked  how  long  these  contracts 
would  last  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  :  The  new  contracts  have  been 
concluded  for  13  months  from  March  1 
next,  so  as  to  make  them  coincide  with 
the  duration  of  the  financial  year. 
After  the  expiration  of  that  period  they, 
will  be  terminable  by  a  year's  notice 
upon  either  side. 

ARMY— MILITARY  BALLOONING. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT  (Ro- 
Chester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
leading  Continental  Powershave  adopted 
balloons  as  a  regular  part  of  their  mili- 
tary organization,  and  on  a  considerable 
scale,  it  is  proposed  to  adopt  a  similar 
system  in  our  own  Army,  ana  to  continue 
experiments  in  military  ballooning;  pnd^ 
whether  any  and  what  funds  have  been 
included  for  this  purpose  in  this  year's 
Estimates. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Balloons  have  been  used  in  war 
by  several  foreign  nations,  and  by  our- 
selves in  the  Soudan*  and  in  South 
Africa.  The  War  Office  is  making  ex- 
periments in  military  ballooning,  and 
has  recently  constructed  balloons  which 
it  believes  to  be  superior  for  military 
purposes  to  those  of  any  other  nation. 
We  propose  to  include  the  sum  of 
£2,000  in  next  year's  Estimates  for  this 
Service, 
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ibis  Question — No.  21 — conlalns,  I  thiok, 
an  insinuation  and  imputation  of  a  verj 
grave  character  indeed ;  not  only  against 
the  Government,  but  against  the  witnesses 
who  gave  their  evidence  before  Lord 
Cowper's  CommiBsion.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  Question  ought  to  be  made  the 
vehicle  for  insinuation  or  imputation  of 
this  very  ^ave  character.  Of  course,  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  nature  of 
the  charg^e  made  by  the  hon.  G^tle- 
man;  but  that  charge,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  to  be  made  when  there  is  an 
opportunity  of  replying  to  it  in  debate  or 
by  a  definite  Motion  before  the  House. 
It  is  not,  I  think,  right  or  fair  that 
charges  of  this  kind  should  be  made  in 
a  Question,  since,  under  the  limits  im- 
posed by  Parliamentary  Frooedore  in 
answer  to  Questions,  no  adequate  op- 
portunity can  be  afforded  to  tne 
parties  implicated  to  answer  them  in  the 
House. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  submit  to  yonr 
ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reference  to  Ike 
Question ;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall 
make  it  a  subject  of  debate. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY 
TAXING  MASTER'S  OFFICE. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  there  are  bills  of  costs  still 
untaxed  in  the  Chancery  Taxing  Mas- 
ter's OfEco,  which  have  been  lodged  for 
taxation  for  more  than  a  year;  and, 
whether  he  will  order  a  Betum  to  be 
made,  showing  the  date  when  each  bill 
of  costs  now  in  the  Chancery  Taxing 
MaRter's  Office  was  lodged  there  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
consequence  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  I  have  made  in- 
quiries into  the  matter,  and  I  have  ob- 
tained Reports  from  the  Taxing  Mas- 
ters which  enable  me  to  say  that  no  bills 
requiriug  taxation  have  been  lodged  for 
more  than  a  year.  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  appointments  for  the 
taxation  for  any  bill  within  a  month  of 
the  application.  Cases  in  which  bills 
have  remained  untaxed  for  periods  ex- 
ceeding a  year,  are  those  in  which  the 
parties  do  not  desire  the  taxation  to  be 
proceeded  with.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  desires,  I  will  ascertain  whether 
the  Return  in  question  can  be  prepared. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ORDER  —  DISALLOW- 
ANCE OF  QUESTION  AS  TO  LORD 
COWPER'S    COMMISSION    ON    IRISH 

.    LAND. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  had  the 
following  Notice  of  Question  upon  the 
Paper: — **To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther Sir  Redvers  Buller  and  other  wit- 
nesses examined  before  Lord  Cowper's 
Commission  have  been  invited  or  per- 
initted  to  cancel,  or  materially  after, 
certain  portions  of  their  evidence ;  and, 
whether  the  original  evidence,  as  well 
as  the  substituted  version,  will  be  pub- 
lished with  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion ?  "  Before  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
ceeded to  ask  the  Question — 

Mr.  speaker  rose  and  said :  It  is 
my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  Question  No.  21,  to  which  my 
attention  was  only  directed  this  morn- 
ing, and  which  I  had  not  seen  on  the 
Paper  previously.  There  have  been 
several  instances  this  Session  of  Ques- 
tions having  been  presented  to  me  which 
contained  imputations  and  reflections 
upon  persons  outside  this  House;  and 

3fr*  E.  Stanhope 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  — JURORS  IN 
CRIMINAL  TRIALS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY(Cork)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  the  practice  oa 
criminal  trials  in  England,  either  gme 
rally  or  in  cases  of  a  political  natoie, 
for  the  Public  Prosecutor  or  his  repte- 
sentative  to  order  jurors  to  stand  07; 
and,  if  so,  in  what  cases  and  what  «k- 
tent? 

The  secretary  of  STATB  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Ifcktke 
constant  practice  on  criminal  tmb  im 
England  in  all  oases,  whether  political 
or  not,  to  do  what  is  praotioallj  eqidva* 
lent  to  ordering  jurors  to  stand  bj — 
namely,  to  suggest  to  the  officer  of  ih» 
Court  the  names  of  those  jurors  wl 
the  prosecution  or  the  defence 
to  have  called ;  in  order  that  the 
should  be  gone  through  and 
before  those  jurors  are  called  and 
challenged  or  ordered  to  stand  by. 
right  of  the  prosecution  publidy  to 
jurors  to  stand  by  is  ondoabted ;  ** 
sell  t;.  The  Queen  "  (8,  <«  K  and  B."*  M) 
and  such  caaee  not  unfrequeatly 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
asked  where  the  law  was  laid  dowm 
prosecutors   had  a  right  to 
jurors? 
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Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  was  a 
question  of  law,  which  it  would  be  wise, 
he  thought,  if  he  declined  to  answer.  It 
had  better  be  put  to  some  person  learned 
in  the  law,  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General.  The  law 
on  the  subject  was  laid  down  in  a  case 
in  8.  "  Ellis  and  Blackburn." 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  answered  his  Question  as  to 
what  extent  the  practice  of  ordering 
jurors  to  stand  aside  was  exercised  in 
England  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the  prac- 
tice of  suggesting  to  the  officer  of  the 
Oourt  the  names  of  jurors  who  were  not 
to  b^  called  was  a  general  one,  and  the 
riflrht  was  constantly  exercised. 

^Mb.  HENET  H.  FO WLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked,  Whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant  to 
suggest  that  the  practice  he  had  described 
ever  publicly  took  place  in  an  English 
Court? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  had 
already  referred  to  the  leading  case  in 
which  it  did  take  place.  The  case 
occurred  at  the  Old  Bailey,  in  which  the 
right  of  the  Crown  to  order  jurors  to 
stand  aside  was  challenged  and  decided 
to  exist.  

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
evaded  the  question  as  to  the  frequency 
of  the  practice.  He  was  asking  whether, 
in  reference  to  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated  was  a 
constant  practice,  it  ever  publicly  took 
place  in  English  trials. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  it  was 
done  by  communication  between  the 
counsel  on  either  side  and  the  officer  of 
the  Court,  and  so  far  was  in  a  sense  a 
public  proceeding. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  wished  to  know  the  date  of 
the  case  to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  referred. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  give  its  date  at  that 
moment ;  but  he  assumed,  from  the  fact 
that  it  had  been  reported  in  8,  ''  Ellis 
and  Blackburn,"  that  it  had  occurred 
somewhere  in  the  ''  fifties." 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Is  it  the 
practice  that  each  prisoner  has  an 
equal  right  with  the  Crown  to  chal- 
lenge jurors  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-RE- 
CORD  OF  JURORS  ORDERED  BY  THE 
CROWN  TO  STAND  BY  IN  CRIMI- 
NAL TRIALS. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther a  record  is  kept  by  the  Crown  Solici-^ 
tor  or  otherwise  oi  the  names  or  of  the 
aggregate  number  of  jurors  ordered  by 
the  Crown  to  stand  by  on  criminal  triaLs 
in  Ireland ;  whether,  if  so,  the  Goyem- 
ment  will  be  willing  to  grant  a  Return 
showiDg  the  number  of  jurors  ordered 
to  stand  by  by  the  Crown  in  criminal 
cases  of  an  agprarian  or  political  charac- 
ter for  the  past  six  years  in  Ireland; 
and,  whether,  if  not,  he  will  direct  such 
a  Return  to  be  kept  henceforward  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  No  such  record  is  kept  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  and  I  do  not  see  what  adyan« 
tage  would  be  deriyed  from  such  a  re- 
cord, as  any  Return  based  on  it  would 
almost  necessarily  be  misleading. 

BURIAL  ACT,  1880— CONSECRATION  OB* 
CEMETERIES  —  THE  REFUSAL  OF 
BISHOPS. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  in- 
stitute legal  proceedings  against  those 
Bishops  who,  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Burial  Act  of  1880,  have 
refused,  or  may  refuse,  to  consecrate 
cemeteries  in  their  dioceses? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  No,  Sir. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  authority 
or  jurisdiction  oyer  Bishops,  and  no 
legal  proceedings  can  he  instituted 
against  Bishops  who  refuse  to  conse- 
crate cemeteries.  Tho  Archhishop  of  the 
Province  has  power  to  decide  any  dispute 
that  may  arise  in  consequence  of  such 
refusal. 

BURIAL    GROUNDS  BILL— CONSECRA- 
TION  OF   CEMETERIES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
Tiew  of  the  fact  that  the  Burial  Grounds 
Bill  now  before  Parliament,  which  is 
similar  to  the  Bill  read  a  second  time 
May  1886,  will,  if  passed,  remoTO  the 
objections  now  taken  to  the  consecration 
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of  oemeteries,  be  will  suspend  legal  pro- 
ceedings against  Burial  Boards  in  regard 
to  consecration  until  Parliament  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
on  the  question  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Me. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
lion.  Member  asks  me  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  the  existing  law  until  the 
House  has  bad  an  opportunity  of  expres- 
sing its  opinion  on  a  Bill  proposing  to 
alter  the  law.  I  am  not  clothed  with 
any  such  dispensing  power,  and  must 
therefore  decline  to  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  bon.  Member. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— 
AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNTS. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  there  exists  at  present  any 
system  of  public  audit  in  reference  to 
the  accounts  of  the  official  assignees  of 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland; 
and,  whether,  if  not,  tbe  GoTomment 
propose,  in  view  of  the  recent  disclo- 
sures in  the  case  of  Mr.  Lucius  H. 
James,  to  amend  the  law  on  the  subject  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  HoLBiEs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  There  is  no  general  audit  by 
a  public  officer  of  those  accounts ;  but 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1866  there 
is  a  provision  for  an  audit  by  the  Court 
in  each  individual  case;  and  I  think 
this  audit,  if  carried  out,  would  be 
probably  the  most  satisfactory. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
state  why  it  is  not  carried  out  ? 

Me.  holmes  :  No,  Sir ;  I  really  do 
not  know. 

CONFERENCE    OF   COLONIAL   REPRE- 

SENTATIVES    —    STATE .  DIRECTED 

COLONIZATION. 

Me.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helen's) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  use  their  influence  to 
bring  the  subject  of  State  -  directed 
Colonization  before  the  approaching 
Conference  of  Colonial  Representatives 
for  discussion  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
He5ey  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
special  Questions  that  are  proposed  for 
discussion  at  the  Conference  have  been 
stated  in  my  Predecessor's  Circular 
Despatch  of  November  25  last;  and, 

i/r.  J.  K  Elli9 


unless  this  subject  is  one  whioliy  to  use 
the  words  of  the  Circular, 

''In  the  general  opinion  of  the  Colonial 
QoTemments  might  be  properly  and  naefnlly 
brought  under  consideration/' 

Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not 
think  it  desirable  to  depart  from  the 
conditions  laid  down  in  that  Despatch. 
The  views  of  Her  Majesty's  OoTora- 
ment  upon  this  important  subject  were 
fully  stated  by  the  Marouess  of  Salis- 
bury, on  Friday  last,  to  tne  Depotatioii 
of  the  State-directed  Colonization  Asso* 
ciation. 

VENEZUELA  —  SEIZURE  OF  THB 
"HENRIETTA"  AND  "JOSEPHINB'' 
—CLAIMS  OF  BRITISH  SUBJEGTSw 

Me.  KIMBEE  (Wandswortb)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs,  Whether  the  outrages  eom- 
mitted  by  the  Venezuelan  Authoritiee 
on  the  crews  and  passengers  of  the 
British  merchant  vessels  H§nrietU  and 
Josephine  J  illegally  seized  in  May,  1883, 
have  yet  been  redressed ;  whether  any, 
and  what,  reply  has  been  received  to  the 
further  communications  from  the  British 
Foreign  Office,  which  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  in  August  last,  was 
about  to  be  sent  to  the  Yenezaehui 
Government ;  and  whether  dae  dili- 
gence, and  sufficient  attention  and 
solicitude,  has  been  given  by  the  British 
Officials  in  Trinidad  to  the  claims  of  the 
British  subjects  in  question  ? 

The  under  SECRETARTofSTAIE 
(Sir  James  Fbeousson)  (Mandiestar, 
N.E.) :  I  regret  to  say  that  no 
has  yet  been  obtained  in  the 
ferred  to.  No  reply  has  been  reoeiTed 
to  the  demands  which  Her  MMestj*s 
Government  have  felt  compelled  to 
address  to  the  Venezuelan  OovenunMit 
in  October  last;  notwithstanding  tha 
repeated  representations  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Caracas.  There  is 
great  reason  to  apprehend  that  aU 
chances  of  obtaining  redress  by  diplo- 
matic means  are  exhausted.  Erety 
attention  has  been  paid  by  the  GoTScmor 
of  Trinidad  to  the  claims  of  the  Britisfc 
subjects  concerned. 

GOLD   AND   SILVER    PLATB-THK 
REVENUE   ACT,    1887. 

Me.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
with  reference  to  Clause  4  of  ** 
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Bevenae  Act,  1884/'  chap.  62,  in  which 
it  is  provided  that — 

'*  Article!  of  foreign  plato  which  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissionera  of  Customs  may 
be  properly  described  as  hand-chased,  inlaid, 
broneea  or  filigree  work  of  oriental  pattern, 
shall,  subject  to  the  payment  of  the  proper 
Duties  of  Customs,  be  exempted  from  assay  in 
the  United  Kingdom ; " 

What  instructions  have  been  issued  to 
officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Oastoms  for 
the  purpose  of  deciding  what  is  or  what 
is  not  an  *'  oriental  pattern,"  and  how 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs  them- 
selves decide  as  to  what  is  ''  oriental " 
and  what  *' occidental "  or  otherwise; 
and,  seeing  that  a  short  clause  in  ''  The 
Bevenue  Act,  1884,"  e£fected  the  ex- 
emption of  certain  foreign  plate  from 
the  ancient  law  of  oompulsorj  hall- 
marking, Her  Majesty's  Government 
will,  in  "The Revenue  Act,  1887,"  pro- 
vide for  similar  facilities  for  trade  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  gold  and  silver 
plate  by  abolishing  the  principle  of 
compulsory  hall-marking,  and  by  making 
bidl-marking  of  gold  and  silver  plate  a 
voluntary  institution  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Baron  Henby 
De  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
I  understand  that  the  instructions  issued 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  are 
that  every  article  of  foreign  plate  which 
is  claimed  to  be  of  oriental  pattern,  and 
therefore  exempt  from  assay,  should  be 
submitted  to  them  for  their  personal  in- 
spection. After  considering  the  claim, 
and  any  Reports  which  may  be  called 
for  from  their  experts  in  any  doubtful 
case,  the  Commissioners  themselves  de- 
cide whether,  in  their  opinion,  the  claim 
is  a  proper  one,  and  issue  directions 
accordingly.  The  question  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  compulsory  hall-marking  is  too 
important  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  man- 
ner suggested  by  the  hon.  Member; 
and  I  can  only  say  that  the  subject 
eheH  receive  consideration  when  a  fitting 
opportunity  occurs. 

PBISON  SITES-HOUSING  OP  THE 
WORKING  GLASSES. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  prompt  action 
to  secure  the  carrying  out  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  the  Woridng  Classes, 
that  the  prison  sites  mentioned  in  their 
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Report  be  utilized  for  the  erection  of 
artizans'  dwellings  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  K):  I  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member,  in  reply  to  a 
somewhat  similar  Question  which  he 
addressed  to  me  last  Session,  that, 
having  in  view  the  recommendation  he 
refers  to,  I  had  o£Pered  these  sites  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  who, 
however,  did  not  then  see  their  way  to 
purchasing  them  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  artizans'  dwellings.  It  conse- 
quently became  my  duty  to  try  and  dis- 
pose of  the  sites,  having  two  ends  in 
view — namely,  that  the  sites  should  he- 
sold  for  a  fair  price  approved  of  by  the 
Treasury,  and  that  they  should  be 
utilized  for  the  benefit  of  the  neighbour- 
hood and  of  the  industrial  classes.  I 
have  within  the  last  few  days  received 
offers  for  the  purchase  of  the  larger 
site — Coldbath  Fields — which  are  now 
under  consideration,  and  which  I  hope 
may  result  in  the  accomplishment  of 
these  two  ends. 

PEISON  SITES— OLBRKENWELL 
PRISONS. 

Captain  PENTON  (Finsbury,  Cen- 
tral) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  WhoUier  he 
has  considered  the  question  of  the  ad- 
visability of  commencing  the  demolition 
of  the  disused  Clerkenwell  Prisons,  with 
a  view  to  giving  work  to  the  unemployed 
of  the  district  f 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  In  reply 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  the  question 
of  the  demolition  of  the  buildings  is 
closely  connected  with  the  question  of 
sale.  The  offers  I  have  received  have 
been  for  the  site  with  the  buildings 
upon  it.  Until  these  offers  have  bBen 
disposed  of  I  cannot  issue  any  directions 
on  the  subject. 

RAILWAyS   (IRELAND)— THE   DUBLIN 
♦*  LOOP  LINE  "  SCHEME. 

Mb.  EWART  (Belfast,  N.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether,  in  May 
1884,  representations  were  made  to  the 
Postmaster  General  by  the  four  great 
Railway  Companies  in  Ireland  and  the 
City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company, 
who  were  supporting  a  Bill  then  be* 
fore  Parliament  cdled  the  ''  Loop 
"  Schemoi  for  connecting  the  several 
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Bailways  in  Dablin,  to  the  effect  that 
they  had  agreed  upon  that  echeme  as  a 
practical  mode  of  carrying  out  what 
they  had  long  in  their  minds ;  that  it 
has  always  been  a  desideratum  to  get 
direct  Bailway  communication  between 
the  different  systems  of  Eailways  in  Dub- 
lin, and  that  the  only  connection  that  is 
believed  to  be  wanted  now  is  one  between 
the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail- 
way and  the  other  Bailways;  that  the 
Directors  have  agreed  to  recommend  it  to 
the  shareholders,  and  the  Directors  have 
agreed  to  this  Bill ;  and  that  that  may 
be  taken  as  an  indication  of  the  cordiality 
whidi  exists  among  the  four  Oompanies, 
and  as  a  guarantee  that  if  this  scheme  is 
sanctioned  it  will  be  worked  thoroughly 
well  in  the  public  good ;  whether,  at 
the  request  of  the  said  Company,  who 
attended  as  a  deputation  on  the  Post- 
master General  to  secure  his  support  to 
the  Bill,  Mr.  Fawcett  directed  Mr.  Allen, 
Inspector  of  Mails  in  Ireland,  to  give 
evioence  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  to 
state  his,  Mr.  Fawcett's,  opinion  to  the 
Committee  of  the  House'of  Commons, 
that  the  Line,  if  authorized  by  Parlia- 
ment, would  give  very  important  facili- 
ties ;  whether  Mr.  Allen  gave  evidence 
that  the  saving  of  time  would  be  very 
considerable,  from  an  hour  and  a-half 
to  an  hour  and  40  minutes*  and  that 
the  saving  of  expense  to  the  Govern- 
ment woiud  be  great  if  the  Loop  line 
were  made  ;  whether  any  intimation  has 
been  received  from  the  Companies ;  and, 
if  any,  whether  before  or  after  the 
execution  of  the  existing  contracts  with 
the  Company,  that  they  had 'declined 
to  carry  out  the  line ;  and,  whether 
any  steps;  |have  been  taken  by  the 
parties  towards  making  the  Line ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Government  will 
urge  the  parties  to  carry  out  their 
engagements,  and  will  include  the  said 
engagement  in  the  contract  now  pend- 
ing for  the  carriage  of  the  American 
MaUs? 

The  POSTMASTEB  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baiess)  (Cambridge  University) :  A 
deputation  from  the  Companies  in  ques- 
tion had  an  interview  with  the  I^ost- 
master  (General,  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett, 
on  the  date  mentioned ;  but  there  is 
no  record  kept  at  the  Post  Office  of 
any  statements  made  at  the  time  by 
the  deputation.  Ai  stated  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Postmaster  General  deputed 
Mr.  AUen  to  attencl  bdbre  the  Com- 1 
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mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
a  report  of  his  evidence  may  be  found 
in  the  shorthand  writer's  notes.  No 
intimation  from  the  Companies  in  re- 
spect to  the  execution  of  the  loop*line 
was  received  before  the  mail  contracts 
of  recent  date  were  concluded.  I  under- 
stand that  no  steps  have  yet  been  taken 
towards  making  the  line.  The  Goveni- 
ment  are  not  at  this  moment  in  a  posi- 
tion to  ^ve  any  such  pledge  as  that 
implied  in  the  concluding  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question ;  but  I 
may  say  that  the  non-performance  of 
their  undertaking  by  the  Companies  has 
operated  very  strongly  to  counterbalanoe 
the  advantages  of  the  Queenstown  mail 
line,  and  if  this  loop  is  not  oonstracted 
without  delay  must  tend  to  prejudice 
that  line,  whenever  future  oontracts  are 
under  consideration. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT— 
KRUPP  GUNS. 

CoLONBL  HXJGHES-HALLETT  (Bo- 
Chester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of 
the  Ordnance,  Whether,  in  the  year 
1862  or  thereabouts,  three  rifled  steel 
guns— namely,  a  20-pounder,  a  40- 
pounder,  and  a  lOO-ponnder  respectively, 
were  sent  over  to  this  Country  by  Herr 
Krupp,  of  Germany,  to  be  tested  to  ex- 
treme limits;  wheuer  they  were  aiib- 
jected  to  the  severest  strains  and  teats  to 
which  it  is  possible  to  subject  guns; 
and,  whether  any  report  of  these  trials 
was  ever  drawn  up  and  published ;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  will  lay  it  upon  the  TaUe  of 
the  House  ? 

Thb  surveyor  general  (Mr. 
Northootb)  (Exeter):  About  the  year 
1862  Mr.  Krupp  sent  over  three  blocks 
of  steel  for  conversion  into  guns.  They 
were  submitted  to  the  endurance  tests 
usual  at  that  time,  and  the  smallest  gnn 
of  the  three  withstood  a  severer  triaL 
The  Report  of  the  Ordnance  Select  Com* 
mittee  on  these  experiments  was  pab* 
lished  to  Artillery  officers  and  others  ia 
the  first  volume  of  the  extracts  from,  the 
Reports  and  Proceedings  of  the  Ord« 
nance  Select  Committee.  As  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  at  tiie  time  aa 
officer  in  the  Royal  Artillety  he  probably 
had  the  Report.  As  regards  preasat 
publication,  1  fail  to  see  the  advaata^ 
of  publishing  Reports  on  experiw—ta 
maae  24  years  ago  with  patterns  of  go* 
which  are  now  pasmng  out  of  the  o«r» 
vice.    If,  however,  it  be  desired,  I  ahall 
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be  happy  to  place  the  volume  in  the 
Library  of  the  House. 

AEMY— ROYAL    HORSE    ARTILLERY— 
THE  "  MAIWAND  "  BATTERY. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT  (Eo- 
chester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  Batteries  of  the  Boyal  Horse 
ArtiUery  ordered  to  be  reduced — namely, 
"E"  Battery,  **B"  Brigade,  is  the 
Battery  that  has  earned  nistorio  re- 
putation as  the ''Maiwand"  Battery, 
firom  the  services  it  performed  in 
that  memorable  action,  when  it  lost 
heavily  in  officers,  men,  and  horses,  and 
yet  escaped  capture,  he  will  take  into 
consideration  the  possibility  of  retaining 
this  Battery  on  the  establishment  of  the 
Boyal  Horse  Artillery,  or,  if  necessary, 
reducing  another  Battery  in  its  place  ? 

The  SeOEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
A  Battery  of  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery 
having  to  be  reduced,  the  Bules  of  the 
Service  prescribed  the  E  Battery  as  the 
one  for  reduction,  and  though  it  has  a 
very  distinguished  record  of  service,  it 
has  no  monopoly  in  that  respect  among 
Horse  Artillery  Batteries.  1  may  add 
that  hcmours  won  by  indindual  Batteries 
accrue  to  the  Boyal  Begiment  of  Artil- 
lery as  a  whole ;  and  I  am  sure,  there- 
ibre,  that  the  services  of  the  E  Battery 
YUQ  no  risk  of  being  forgotten. 

FISHERY     DEPARTMENT     (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)-BEAM  TRAWLING. 

Me.  BOWNTBEE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  confer 
upon  the  Fishery  Department  for  Eng- 
land powers  to  regulate  or  suspend  beam 
trawling  within  territorial  waters  where 
it  is  desirable  so  to  do,  as  recommended 
by  the  Parliamentary  Commission  of 
1878,  and  by  the  Boyal  Oommission  of 
1885,  and  as  conferred  already  upon  the 
Fishery  Boards  of  Ireland  and  of  Scot- 
land? 

Thb  SECBETABT  (Baron  Heitet 
Dk  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Boyal  Commission  on  Trawling,  in 
their  Beport  of  1885,  stated  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  making  such  a 
sweeping  recommendation  as  the  gene- 
ral prohibition  of  trawling  within  ter- 
ritorial waters ;  but  intimated  that,  in 
connection  with  ezpmments  for  testing 


the  effect  of  trawling,  power  must  be 
given  to  the  authorities  superintending 
them  to  prohibit  trawling  or  any  form 
of  fishing  in  certain  places  for  such  time 
as  may  be  necessary.  The  question  of 
conferring  upon  the  Fisheries  Depart- 
ment for  England  the  powers  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  is  one  which 
will  receive  attention  when  legislation 
in  connection  with  the  fisheries  is  under 
consideration. 

Mb.  MABJOBIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  case 
that  the  Scottish  Fishery  Board  had  ab- 
solute power  to  prohibit  trawling  within 
the  three-mile  limit  ? 

Babon  HENBY  DE  wobms  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  Scottish  Fishery 
Board  had  absolute  power.  They  had 
powers  greater  than  the  English  Fishery 
Board ;  but  at  present  it  was  not  con- 
templated to  extend  those  powers. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  BAT. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [EIGHTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  tor  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.*] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

AGRARIAN  AFFAIRS  (IRELAND). 

Mn.  PAENELL  rOork)  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  :— 

''But  humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that  the  relations  between  the  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been  seriously 
disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners  who 
have  granted  to  their  tenants  such  abatements 
of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of  prices 
of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and  that 
the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  IxvitL 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  \}ii!^  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure 
tiie  confidence  of  the  Irish  people," 

said:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Amendment 
which  I  propose  to  move  to  the  Address 
deals  with  four  points.  It  states  that 
disturbance  between  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  which  is 
complained  of  in  the  Address,  has  not 
taken  place  where  suitable  concessions 
have  been  giren  to  their  tenants  by 

2  0  2  \EigUh  Night.'] 


775 


Address  in 


{OOMUONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


776 


owners,  and  in  this  connection  it  will  be 
my  duty  undoubtedly  to  attach  serious 
blame  to  the  Government  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  of  last 
Session,  which  would  have  effectually 
prevented  or  have  very  much  limited 
the  disturbances  which  have  taken  place. 
Then,  Sir,  secondly,  I  point  out  that  co- 
ercion will,  fail,  as  it  always  has  failed, 
sooner  or  later,  in  bringing  about  a 
better  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  whether 
between  the  owners  and  occupiers,  or  in 
that  larger  field  which  I  may  call  the 
international  relations  between  the  two 
countries.  If  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  to  undertake  coercion,  as  is 
foreshadowed  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne— a  coercion  which  is  called  by 
the  euphonious  name  of  an  alteration  or 
reform  in  criminal  procedure — the  result 
will  be  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant will  find  himself  at  the  top  of  a 
very  unpleasant  inclined  plane,  and  that 
he  will  speedily,  like  Oliver  Twist,  be 
found  in  this  House  asking  for  more. 
Coercion  such  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman evidently  contemplates  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  is  coercion  against  his 
political  opponents  in  Ireland.  He  does 
not  claim — ^in  fact,  he  expressly  denies, 
and  rather  plumes  himself  on  the  fact — 
that  there  has  been  an  increase  of  crime 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  few  months. 
He  claims,  on  the  contrary,  a  large 
diminution  of  agrarian  outrages.  What 
he  wants  is  to  tackle  his  political  oppo- 
nents in  the  country — the  authors  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  the  speakers  of 
open  and  advised  speeches.  Some  of 
them  are  Members  of  this  House,  and 
they  appear  to  have  entered  into  a  com- 
petition with  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  Ireland  as  to  who  should  produce  the 
best  plan  for  taking  a  short  cut  to  the 
better  government  of  that  coimtry. 
Well,  Sir,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gets  into  this  slippery  path  he  will  find 
himself  unable  to  stop.  It  will  only  be 
the  beginning  of  his  coercion.  All  ex- 
perience in  Ireland  has  shown  that  when 
you  muzzle  your  political  opponents, 
and  put  them  in  gaol,  your  work  is  only 
beginning ;  and  that  open  agitation  and 
advised  speaking  having  been  stopped, 
having  been  thrust  under  the  surface, 
the  Government  is  immediately  face  to 
face  with  the  dreadful  existence  of  secret 
societies  and  with  the  revival  of  agrarian 
and  political  crime  in  its  worst  forms ; 
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and  the  Chief  Secretary  will  find  him- 
self obliged  to  come  to  Parliament,  like 
the  late  Mr.  Forster,  and  require  this 
House  to  provide  him  with  newer  and 
stronger  weapons  to  deal  with  a  state  of 
affairs  which  his  own  action  has  brought 
about.  There  is  yet  time;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  even  now  be  dis- 
suaded from  entering  upon  this  course 
of  action,  and  may  be  induced  to  rely 
rather  upon  the  removal  of  grievances, 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
people,  and  the  alteration  of  the  system 
of  government  in  Ireland,  than  upon 
those  antiquated  methods  of  prooedore 
— ^this  yoke  of  coercion,  which  alwajs 
has  created  and  always  will  create  fresh 
obstacles  and  difficulties.  My  Amend- 
ment, Sir,  also  complains  that  the 
Government  have  been  guilty  of  un- 
usual, doubtful,  and  unconstitutional 
courses  in  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
months.  At  first  sight,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  I  was  referring  to  the 
exercise  of  the  dispensing  power,  or  the 
pressure  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  boasted  at 
Bristol  that  he  had  brought  to  bear 
against  Irish  landlords.  This  is  not 
the  case,  although  I  shall  have  to  deal 
with  that  phase  of  the  events  of  last 
winter  later  on.  Although  I  shall  have 
to  point  out  that  the  Govemmentt  by  the 
adoption  of  their  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
of  this  dispensing  power,  have  not 
cleared  themselves  from  the  blame 
which  attaches  to  them  for  their  rejec- 
tion of  the  Tenants'  Belief  BiU,  yet  I 
do  not  propose  to  criticize  the  Ghovem- 
ment  for  tliat  part  of  their  coarse  in 
Ireland.  It  was  the  best  thing,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  the  Government 
to  do.  Sir,  it  was  a  very  poor  attempt 
at  government ;  but,  although  it  was  a 
poor  attempt,  although  the  authors  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  no  difBculty 
whatever  in  outsnining  them  and  in  con- 
cocting a  better  plan  of  action,  and  one 
with  far  greater  and  more  suoessetul 
results  than  that  of  the  Government  of 
the  Queen,  yet  it  was  the  only  thing 
that  was  left  for  the  imfortunate  Chief 
Secretary  to  do,  and  he  did  it  with  the 
best  materials  at  his  command.  Cer- 
tainly, he  was  ablv  assisted  by  ike 
gentlemen  he  pressed  into  his  eerviee 
Sir  Bedvers  BuUer,  County  Court  Jodgo 
Curran,  Captain  Plunkett^  and  the  other 
officials  who  helped  him  in  this  dis- 
pensing power.    But  the  blame  is  aoa  im 
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that  direction;  it  is  rather  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  actions,  illegal,  unusual,  and 
outside  the  law,  which  they  committed 
in  their  attempts  in  the  other  direction — 
in  the  direction  of  upholding  what  they 
called  the  law  in  Ireland.  I  will  refer 
to  a  few  only  of  their  mistakes.  I  cannot 
go  oyer  the  whole  of  their  misdeeds  within 
the  last  few  months ;  I  should  weary  and 
detain  the  House  too  much  hy  the  recital. 
I  shall  only  refer  to  some  of  the  more 
leading  mistakes  as  fair  examples  of  the 
rest.  To  begin  with,  let  me  mention 
their  invocation  of  the  inherent  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
Ireland  against  an  alleged  political 
offender,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  They  wanted 
to  take  a  short  cut  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  and 
in  attempting  to  do  so  they  did  what  is 
without  precedent  even  in  the  govern- 
ment  of  that  country.  It  is  the  first  time 
that  what  is  called  the  inherent  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench  has 
been  invoked  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
a  rule  of  bail  against  the  offender.  The 
Gh>v6mment  were  guilty  of  a  mean,  un- 
precedented, and  unconstitutional  action 
in  attempting  to  deprive  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Mayo  of  his 
liberty.  There  can  be  no  doubt  they 
thought  he  would  not  be  able  to  get  bail, 
and  that  they  would  thus  be  able  to  shut 
him  up  in  prison  Instead  of  bringing  him 
before  ^e  ordinarily  constituted  Courts 
of  Law  and  trying  him  before  a  Judge 
and  jury.  WeU,  Sir,  let  me  refer  also  to 
the  proclamation  of  the  Sligo  meeting. 
That  meeting  was  called  in  a  legal  and 
oonstitutionai  manner,  and  for  a  perfectly 
legal  and  constitutional  purpose.  It  was 
caUed  for  two  purposes :  the  first  was  to 
discuss  the  land  question  and  the  altera- 
tion in  the  law  necessary  to  settle  that 
question;  the  second  purpose  was  to  pro- 
test against  the  illegal  conduct  of  the 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Sligo  in  wilfully 
breaking  the  law — Lord  O'Hagan's  Jury 
Act — ^in  no  fewer  than  three  particulars 
in  the  formation  of  the  jury  panel  for  the 
Ck>unty  of  Sligo.  These  were  both  per- 
fectly legitimate  objects.  It  was  quite 
right  for  the  people  to  discuss  those 
questions  and  the  alterations  in  the  law 
that  Parliament  ought  to  make;  and  it 
was  quite  right,  while  there  was  yet  time, 
that  they  should  call  attention  to  that 
illegal  action  and  protest  against  it  before 
the  liberties  of  innocent  persons  had  been 


sacrificed.  I  may  mention  as  a  proof  of 
the  legality  of  the  complaint  that  when 
the  Assizes  commenced  the  question  was 
brought  before  the  Judge  by  counsel  for 
the  prisoners.  The  composition  of  the 
jury  panel  was  defended,  and  Chief 
Baron  Palles,  one  of  the  highest  legal 
authorities  in  Ireland,  stated  that  in  three 
separate  particulars  Lord  O'Hagan's  Jury 
Act  had  been  deliberately  broken,  and 
that  probably  there  was  not  a  single  maiji 
on  the  jury  panel  who  would  have  been 
on  it  if  the  panel  had  been  legally 
struck;  and  either  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  Chief  Baron  Palles  did  what 
was  equivalent  to  quashing  the  panel, 
and  the  Assize  was  postponed.  The  Go- 
vernment did  not  want  this  matter  dis- 
cussed; up  to  the  last  the  counsel  for 
the  Crown  supported  the  Sheriff  in  his 
illegal  action,  and  the  Qovemment  had 
also  supported  him  previously  by  pro- 
claiming the  Sligo  meeting,  which  was 
called  for  the  purposes  I  have  mentioned. 
On  the  legal  question  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Irish  Law  0£Bjcers  under  what  statute 
or  authority  it  is  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
claims  to  have  power  to  proclaimmeetings 
called  for  such  purposes  ?  In  Ireland  we 
have  had  examples  of  the  proclamation  of 
meetings  by  magistrates,  when  meetings 
have  been  prevented  by  armed  forces ; 
but  in  a  recent  decision  of  the  superior 
Courts  of  this  country,  it  has  been  held 
that  magistrates  have  not  the  right  to  stop 
a  public  meeting.  Inyour  English  history 
a  right  of  public  meeting  was  asserted 
by  the  sacrifice  of  lives  and  the  spilling 
of  much  blood  at  Peterloo.  In  Ireland 
we  have  always  on  such  occasions  over- 
whelming forces  of  military  and  police 
to  contend  with.  We  have  never  been 
able  to  assert  our  right  of  public  meet- 
ing in  the  same  fashion.  But,  I  wish  to 
ask,  on  what  authority,  by  what  law  and 
stakite,  and,  if  by  Common  Law,  under 
what  judicial  decisions  did  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  proclaim  this  Sligo 
meeting  ?  They  not  only  proclaimed  the 
meeting — which,  after  the  Proclamation* 
no  attempt  was  made  to  hold — ^but  the 
day  before  that  on  which  the  meeting 
was  to  have  been  held,  when  the  High 
Sheriff  of  Dublin,  who  is  one  of  the 
magistrates  for  the  division  of  the* 
County  in  which  the  town  of  Sligo  is 
situate,  had  gone  down  to  the  town  of 
Sligo,  and  was  proceeding  to  the  Town 
Hall,  in  company  of  the  Mayor  of  Sligo, 
who  was  also  a  county  magistrate,  for 
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the  purpoBe  of  consulting  together  with 
their  friends  as  to  the  action  that  ought 
to  be  taken  in  view  of  the  Gbyemment 
proclamation,  these  gentlemen,  and  the 
persons  who  accompanied  them,  were 
violently  attacked  by  the  x>olice,  under 
the  shadow  of  the  Town  Hall,  while  they 
were  waiting  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  key  of  that  building,  and  a  large 
number  of  persons  were  seriously  in- 
jured, one  of  them,  Mr.  John  or 
Nicholas  Devine,  haying  had  his  skull 
fractured,  and  being  s$ll  in  a  very 
precarious  and  dangerous  condition, 
owing  to  the  assault.  For  this  there 
has  been  no  redress,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  there  will  be  any.  I  should  like 
also  to  ask  the  Goyemment  why  Mr. 
Deyine's  skull  was  fractured.  Now, 
Sir,  I  also  complain  of  the  jury  panel  in 
Sligo,  which  1  condemn  as  one  way 
about  as  good  as  could  be  chosen  to  in- 
duce the  Irish  people  to  despise  and 
dislike  the  administration  of  the  law. 
What  are  the  facts  of  this  jury  panel  at 
the  Connaught  Winter  Assizes  ?  On  a 
jury  panel  where  more  than  one-half  of 
the  jurors — the  persons  summoned  as 
jurors — were  Eoman  Catholics,  and  in  a 

{)royince  where  nine-tenths  of  the  popn- 
ation  are  Catholics,  three  juries  were 
struck  for  the  trial  of  agrarian  cases,  on 
which  not  a  single  Boman  Catholic  was 
allowed  to  be  put.  A  fourth  jury  was 
struck  on  which  there  was  only  one 
Boman  Catholic,  who  was  a  bailiff,  and 
under  the  influence  of  the  landlords, 
and  yet,  Sir,  the  Gbyemment  expect  the 
Irish  people  to  belieye  in  the  justness  of 
the  admmistration  of  the  law,  where 
three-fourths  of  the  population  of  the 
whole  country  and  nine-tenths  of  the 
population  of  the  county  are  only  al- 
lowed one  single  representatiye  on  juries 
to  try  political  and  agrarian  cases.  No 
wonder  that  when  by  some  chance  a 
Catholic  or  two  manage  to  get  upon  a 
jury  they  should  disagree  with  the  Pro- 
testant jurors.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other example  of  the  meanness— beoauee 
I  cannot  inyent  a  less  hard  and 
harsh  term  for  their  conduct  in  Ire- 
land— there  is  another  example  of  the 
meanness  of  the  Gbyemment  administra- 
tion. When,  after  an  interval  of  two 
months,  they  had  failed  to  put  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  into  gaol  by  the 
short  cut  of  inyoking  the  inherent  juris- 
diction of  the  Queen's  Bench,  and  when 
they  had  at  length  taken  proceedings  to 
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bring  him  to  trial  before  a  Judge  and  a 
jury,  they  initiated  these  proceedings  in 
the  City  of  Dublin ;  but  ad»r  the  magis- 
trate had  returned  the  cases  for  trial  the 
Crown  came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
would  get  a  better  and  more  subsenrient 
jury  in  the  County  of  Dublin,  the  juiy 
panel  in  that  County  being  very  laig^ 
composed  of  half-pay  English  oflS^rs, 
and  other  retired  Goyemment  officials, 
who  might  be  depended  upon  to  exhibit 
the  least  possible  amount  of  prejudice 
against  a  man  of  the  political  prodiyities 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo.    Consequently  they  had  recourse 
to  an  obsolete  statute,  which  never,  I 
believe,  had  in  modem  times  been  used 
for  the  purpose,  and  removed  the  ease 
by  change  of  venue  from  the  (Sty  of 
Dublin  to  the  County.    All  I  can  say  is 
that  if  the  Crown  succeed  in  convicting 
my  hon.  Friend  by  the  adoption  of  such 
a  mean  trick  as  that,  neither  the  justioe 
of  the  verdict  nor  the  validity  of  the  pro- 
ceedings will  be  recognised  oy  an  Iiuk" 
man  worthy  of  the  name.    It  ia  one  of 
the  shabbiest  and  most  miserable  ex- 
hibitions of  trickery  and  doddery  whidi 
had  ever  disgraced  the  carrying  out  of 
British  misrule  in  Ireland.  I  sympathin 
deeply  with  a  Government  which  finds 
itself  reduced  to  such  deplorable  straits 
as  to  be  obliged  to  hit  its  political  oppo- 
nents below  the  belt    I  have  said  thai 
I  do  not  intend  to  condemn  the  Govern- 
ment for  their  dispensing  action  in  Ire- 
land. But  I  have  also  said  that  this  dis- 
pensing action  cannot  be  held  to 
them  from  the  consequence  of  their 
jection  of  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  of 
last  Session — a  rejection  whioh  is  the 
source  and  origin  of  all  their  troubles. 
Was  there  a  necessity  for  the  rednetion 
of  rents  claimed  by  the    Belief   Bill? 
The  Government  said  that  there  was 
not;   and  they  invited  their  follow««» 
with  a  light  heart,  to  throw  the  Bill  out 
They  did  throw  it  out.    But  will  thej 
say  so  now  ?    Will  anybody  oontend  in 
the  face  of  the  Governmental  action  laal 
winter,  so  far  as  we  have  been  able  to 
disclose  it  as  yet ;  but  we  have  bj  no 
means  got  to  the  bottom  of  it — ^will  mbj* 
body  contend  that  there  was  not  a  neeee 
sity  for  large  and  ffeneral  rednolien  of 
rent.?  I  do  not  thiu  that  anybody  wiH» 
because  things  have  been  going  frem 
bad  to  worse.    The  fall  of  prices  haa 
continued,  and  shown  no  sign  yet  ol 
stopping.    We  are  £mo  to  Dmo  iriA  m 
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Pront  Bench  which  has  no  plan*of  re- 
form for  Ireland,  no  plan  of  ameliora- 
tion for  the  tenants,  no  plan  for  easing 
the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  except  their  own  stumbling, 
shifting,  and  broken -kneed  processes 
carried  out  through  the  instrumentality 
of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer,  Judge  Ourran,  and 
others,  who  so  distinguished  themselves 
last  winter  in  competition  with  my  hon. 
Eriend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo.  I 
proposed  in  the  Belief  Bill  that  this  law- 
and-order  Gtoyemment  should  proceed 
legaUy  and  constitutionally;  that  it 
should  first  amend  the  law,  where  it  was 
shown  to  require  amendment — and  they 
admitted  by  their  action  afterwards  in 
Ireland  that  it  did  require  amendment — 
that,  the  law  having  been  amended,  they 
should  have  gone  to  work  deliberately, 
before  judid^  officials  appointed  for 
the  purpose,  and  with  great  experience 
in  dealing  with  these  cases,  to  decide, 
after  the  tenant  had  paid  one-half  of  his 
rent  and  arrears,  whether  there  was 
really  a  need  for  a  reduction  or  a  remis- 
sion as  regards  the  remainder.  In  that 
way  you  would  have  done  something  to 
train  the  Irish  people  in  that  respect  for 
law  and  order  which  Her  Mitjesty's 
Qoyemment  profess  to  be  so  desirous  to 
Bee  instilled  in  their  minds ;  but  the  Go- 
Temment  tried  a  short  cut  again,  and 
sent  Judge  Ourran  and  Sir  Eedvers  Bul- 
ler  to  the  County  of  Kerry.  Why  were 
these  distinguished  people,  above  all 
others,  sent  to  the  County  of  Kerry  ?  I 
suppose  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  still 
furaier  persuading  the  people  of  the 
Tirtue  of  the  observance  of  law  and 
order.  The  County  of  Kerry  happened 
to  be  not  the  most  rack-rented  County  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  the  County  in  which 
there  had  been  the  greatest  disturbance, 
and  the  greatest  number  of  agrarian 
3ntrages,  and  in  which  moonlighting 
had  been  rifest  and  most  rampant. 
This  was  the  County  which  the  Qovem- 
nent  chose  for  their  operations.  I  sup- 
pose they  did  so  for  the  purpose  of 
teaching  the  lesson  to  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land tiiat,  where  the  tenants  had  made 
things  absolutely  unbearable,  as  they 
had  done  in  Kerry,  where  life  and 
^roper^  were  unsafe,  and  where  moon- 
tigsters  were  ransaclang  all  parts  of  the 
County — ^this  was  the  place  chosen  by 
Her  Majesty's  law-ana-order  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  exceptionally 
favooring   the  tenants   and  bringing 


about  reductions  in  their  rents — ^whole- 
sale and  sweeping  reductions,  as  I  shall 
show  by-and-by — which,  by  the  rejection 
of  the  Belief  Bill,  they  had  refused  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland  because  it  was  quiet; 
because  there  were  no  outrages,  and 
which  they  provided  special  machinery 
for  in  the  case  of  Kerry,  but  had  pro- 
vided no  machinenrfor  in  the  case  of 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  The  Government 
have  alleged,  as  an  excuse  for  their  con- 
duct in  the  rejection  of  the  Belief  Bill^ 
that  it  was  only  applicable  to  judicial 
tenancies  and  leaseholds,  and  would  not 
have  reached  the  smaller  tenants,  such 
as  those  at  Glenbeigh.  Well,  Sir,  I 
should  have  been  only  too  glad  to  have 
extended  the  Bill  in  Committee  to  the 
rest  of  the  tenantry.  I  undoubtedly  did 
err  on  the  side  of  modesty,  and  I  am 
sorry  for  it.  I  erred  on  the  side  of 
modesty  and  moderation  in  making  my 
Bill  too  small ;  but  that  is  not  an  argu- 
ment which  the  Government  is  entiUed 
to  use.  It  was  an  argument  which  any- 
body was  entitled  to  use  against  them 
on  the  Motion  for  a  Second  Beading^ 
because  the  Bill  might  have  been 
amended  in  Committee.  I  should  have 
been  only  too  glad  to  remedy  this  or  any 
other  blot.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
condition  of  the  smaller  tenantry,  of 
which  Glenbeigh  affords  an  example, 
was  so  desperate,  that  they  owed  so 
many  years  arrears,  that  they  would 
have  been  unable  to  comply  with  the 
condition  of  the  Bill — namely,  the  pay- 
ment of  half  the  rent  and  arrears. 
Now,  this  is  not  so.  The  Bill 
would  amply  have  met  the  smaller 
class  of  tenants.  The  Glenbeigh  estate, 
although  typical  in  most  respects  of  the 
condition  of  the  congested  or  smaller 
tenanted  estates  of  the  coimtry,  is  not 
typical  of  it  in  respect  of  the  number  of 
years'  arrears  wmch  were  due.  The 
number  of  years'  arrears  on  the  Glen- 
beigh estate  was  owing  to  exceptional 
circumstances  which  do  not  exist  on  the 
great  majority  of  Irish  estates.  It  was 
owin^to  the  fact  that  the  original  owner 
and  me  mortgagees  had  been  in  conten- 
tion, and  had  served  notices  on  each 
other,  and  had  served  notices  on  the 
tenants  not  to  pay  any  rent.  Both 
claimants  to  this  estate  had  adopted  a 
sort  of  ''  No  rent "  manifesto,  and  the 
tenants  in  this  case  had  obeyed,  and  did 
not  pay  any  rent  for  a  number  of  years. 
But,  as-  regards  the  greater  number  of 
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estates  in  a  similar  position,  the  rents 
are  paid  up  every  year,  so  far  as  the 
tenants  are  able  to  pay,  and  no  great 
number  of  years  of  arrears  exist.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  great  majority  of  the 
tenants,  by  borrowing  and  scraping 
money  together,  would  have  been  able 
to  deposit  the  50  per  cent  rent  and 
arrears.  Therefore,  the  example  of  the 
Glenboigh  estate  is  not  at  all  applicable. 
It  ip  said  that  the  landlords  had  made  a 
generous  offer  on  the  Glenbeigh  estate. 
The  generous  offer  made  originally  was 
that  they  should  pay  the  whole  five 
years'  arrears  with  costs.  In  August, 
immediately  after  the  present  landlord 
had  established  his  claim  to  the  estate, 
he  issued  notices  that  he  had  established 
it.  In  September  he  took  ejectment 
proceedings  against  the  tenants  in  the 
County  Court  of  Kerry,  and  in  October 
these  proceedings  came  on  for  trial, 
thus  only  giving  the  tenants  one  month 
to  find  five  years'  arrears  before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  pile  up  costs,  in  most  cases 
amounting  to  two  or  two  and  a-half 
years'  rent  in  addition.  It  was  this 
harsh  conduct  on  the  part  of  ih»  land- 
lord which  ultimately  prevented  a  settle- 
ment being  arrived  at.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  tenants  would  have 
accepted  the  final  offer  of  payment  of 
half  a  year's  rent  if  it  had  been  free 
from  the  condition  of  paying  costs, 
which  amounted  to  two  or  two  and 
a-half  years'  rent ;  and  the  infliction  of 
these  costs  rendered  it  quite  impossible 
to  accept  the  apparently  generous  offer 
which  was  made.  Hence  the  evictions 
and  house-burnings,  and  the  other  fea- 
tures of  the  case.  In  this  case  the 
Belief  Bill  would  have  stepped  in ;  but 
not  even  Judge  Curran,  with  all  the 
wide  dispensing  powers  which  he  as- 
sumed, could  prevent  the  tenants  from 
being  mulcted  in  these  costs,  the  decree 
having  carried  with  it  the  infliction  of 
costs  which  they  had  no  power  to  pay. 
If  my  Bill  had  been  accepted,  proceed- 
ings would  have  been  stopped  before 
the  case  came  into  Court  oy  the  pay- 
ment of  50  per  cent  of  rent  and  arrears, 
and  thus  an  insurmountable  barrier  of 
costs,  as  in  the  case  of  Glenbeigh,  would 
never  have  been  created.  It  is  also 
alleged,  in  defence  of  the  conduct  of  the 
lancDord  of  the  Glenbeigh  estate,  that 
it  was  the  action  of  the  National  League 
which  prevented  a  settlement.  Now, 
Sir,  the  National  League  never  inter- 

J/r.  ParneU 


fered  with  the  Glenbeigh  case  at  all 
untU  the  evictions  were  in  full  swing. 
It  was  not  until  five  houses  had  been 
burnt  that  the  hon.  Member  for  one  of 
the  divisions  of  Kerry  appeared  on  the 
scene  for  the  first  time.  War  had  been 
commenced  by  the  landlord  and  trustees 
at  that  time,  and  the  atrocities  which 
have  fixed  public  attention  in  this 
country  had  been  committed.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  not  been  adopted  o& 
the  Glenbeigh  estate  to  this  very  day. 
But  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
if  it  had  been  adopted  in  time  there 
would  have  been  no  nouse  burning  and 
no  evictions.  The  essence  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign — and  it  has  been  very 
much  criticized — is  that  all  the  tenants 
should  stand  together,  and  those  who 
can  pay  should  refuse  to  pay  until  those 
who  cannot  pay  should  get  a  fair  settle- 
ment. That  IS  its  most  important  feature, 
and  without  it  the  tenants  who  cannot 
pay  would  be  evicted,  and  their  houses 
would  be  burned  and  levelled.  At  Glen* 
beigh  25  solvent  tenants  on  the  estate 
have  paid,  nine  of  them  being  members 
of  the  Local  Committee  of  the  National 
League.  Where,  then,  is  the  evidence 
that  the  National  League  has  interfered, 
or  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
adopted?  I  am  not  dealing  with  the 
rectitude  of  the  Plan  of  Ca^KMUgn ;  I 
am  simply  showing  that  if  it  mid  been 
adopted  these  houses  at  Glenbeigh  would 
never  have  been  burnt,  the  homesteads 
would  never  have  been  levelled,  and  the 
civilized  world  would  not  have  been 
shocked  at  this  fresh  example  of  the 
Government  of  law  and  order  m  gaining 
the  affections  of  the  Irish  p^plo.  Now, 
Sir,  what  does  General  BuUer  say  of 
the  poverty  of  these  people  in  his  letter 
to  Messrs.  Darley  and  Boe  on  No- 
vember 29?  Why,  that  most  of  the 
tenants  are  "nearer  famine  than  the 
payment  of  rent"  I  will  now  return  to 
the  Gt>vernment's  proceedinffs  during 
the  winter.  They  refused  Uie  Beliel 
Bill,  and,  having  done  so,  the  Chief  8e« 
cretary  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  hurried  over  post-haste 
to  Ireland  to  put  into  operation  their 
respective  Plans  of  Campaign.  The  ex- 
perience of  history  has  too  often  shown 
that  in  Ireland  nothing  is  to  be  gained 
by  respect  for  law  and  order,  by  relia&oe 
upon  Constitutional  methods,  and  bjr 
looking  to  Parliament  for  the  redress  of 
grievances.    But  I  confers   I  was  in 


J 


7^  MajentyU  Moftt  {Sssrvkry  7,  1887}  Gracious  Speech. 


786 


hopes,  at  the  end  of  last  Session,  that  a 
Oovernment  which  had  been  returned 
for  the  express  purpose  of  showing  that 
Ireland  could  be  justly   governed    at 
Westminster  would  properiy  attend  to 
her  wants.    But,  instead  of  that,  we 
have  the  old  lesson  that  we  must  not 
look  to  this  House  for  justice.    But  the 
majority  of  this  House — those  who  call 
themselres  Liberal  Unionists  and  Con- 
servative Unionists — showed  their  de- 
termination to  accept  nothing  which  I 
brought  forward,  not  because  it  was  bad 
in  itself,  but  .because  I  had  brought  it 
forward.    The  mere  fact  of  the  author- 
ship of  that  Bill  plainly  indicated  to 
their  minds  that  it  must  be  a  dishonest 
Bill  concealing  some    deeply-laid  plot 
against  the   integrity   of   the  Union. 
Therefore,  they  rejected  the  Bill.    The 
Oovernment  had  then  no  alternative  but 
the  adoption  of  the  course  which  they 
followed.    They  sent  Judge  Ourran  to 
Kerry.    Judge  Curran  is  a  gentleman 
against  whom  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing ;  and  if  I  do  say  anything  which 
may  appear  to  be  hostile  to  him,  my 
excuse  must  be  that  I  do  not  intend  to 
be  hostile  to  him.    Judge  Curran  was  a 
Judge  who  was  bound  by  the  exigencies 
of  the  office  which  he  held  to  avoid  all 
communication  with  either  of  the  parties 
to  a  suit  which  might  come  before  him. 
He  was  bound  to  have   no    previous 
knowledge  of  the  particulars  of  the  cases 
brought  before  him.    But  he  put  aside 
such  antiquated  notions  and  went  to  the 
parties  to  suits.    He  saw  the  landlords, 
and  tried  to  dissuade  them  from  suing 
their  tenants ;  and,  being  in  some  cases 
sucoessful,  he  came  on  the  Bench  and 
announced,  when  the  suits  came  on  for 
hearing,  that  he  had  the  power  to  make 
reductions  to  the  tenants;  in  fact,  ex- 
hibited himself  as  the  general  saviour 
of  the  County  of  Kerry,  and  invited  all 
di^utanta  to  come  to  him.      Like  the 
man  who  beats  the  drum   outside  an 
itinerant  circus,  he  called  out,  ''Walk 
up,  walk  up,  gentlemen,  and  see  what 
splendid  reductions  I  will  give  you!'' 
and  the  tenants  flocked  to  his  Court, 
hoping  to  get  these  reductions.     In  a 
letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Kerry,  Judge 
Curran  said — 

**  I  went  to  Kerry  with  an  honest  and  deter- 
mined deeire  to  do  justice,  and,  if  possible,  to 
restore  the  district  to  its  normal  state  of  peace. 
I  was  determined  that  juries  should  convict  in 
cases  in  which  guilt  was  brought  home  to  the 
parties." 


But  a  Judge  cannot  give  effect  to  any 
such  determination.  A  Judge  has  no 
power  to  make  a  jury  convict  if  the  jury 
does  not  choose  to  convict.  Judge  Cur- 
ran also  said  that  he  was  determined 
to  remove  the  cause  of  crime  by  pre- 
venting: the  oppression  of  tenants  who 
were  willing,  but  unable,  to  meet  the 
landlords'  demands.  But  Judge  Curran 
had  no  power  to  do  this.  Parliament 
might  have  done  it,  but  ho  could  not 
He  said  that  he  was  powerless,  except 
in  cases  in  which  tenants  came  before 
him  and  explained  the  position.  He 
was,  however,  powerless  in  all  cases 
except  by  the  consent  of  the  landlords. 
Without  their  consent  he  had  no  power 
to  reduce  the  rent,  or  to  strike  off  a 
penny  of  the  costs.  He  had  no  real 
power  to  do  anything,  except  postpone 
the  execution  of  decrees  for  a  very  short 
period.  But  he  assumed  greater  powers. 
In  his  letter  he  intimated  that  he  should 
not  stoop  to  deny  that  he  was  not  acting 
in  league  with  the  landlords,  or  by  the 
direction  of  the  Oovernment ;  but  as  he 
admits  in  a  subsequent  part  of  his  letter 
that  he  has  had  interviews  with  Sir 
Bedvers  BuUer,  on  the  subject  of  the 
remission  of  rents,  I  may  leave  the 
House  to  judge  of  the  worth  of  this 
denial.  As  this  letter  shows  throughout 
the  belief  of  Judge  Curran  that  a  laree 
reduction  of  rents  in  Kerry  was  urgenuy 
needed,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Oovernment 
whether  they  still  think  that  they  did 
right  in  rejecting  the  Tenants'  Belief 
Bill,  and  whether  they  still  hold  that 
they  were  right,  when  that  measure  was 
before  the  House,  in  suggesting  that  no 
reduction  of  rents  was  needed  ?  Judge 
Curran  actually  attempted  to  do  things 
which  he  had  no  legal  power  to  do.  I 
do  not  blame  him,  because  the  emergency 
was  great.  Parliament  had  just  made 
a  great  mistake,  and  the  Oovernment  a 
terrible  blunder,  and  it  was  his  duty,  as 
their  loyal  officer,  to  do  what  he  could 
to  cover  these  errors.  With  regard  to 
the  proceedings  and  sayings  of  Oeneral 
Buller,  the  greatest  secrecy  has  been 
maintained,  and  whenever  any  awkward 
fact  came  out,  it  was  stoutly  denied  till 
the  proof  became  so  positive  that  the 
denial  could  be  no  longer  maintained.. 
Some  light,  however,  has  been  thrown 
upon  his  action.  There  was  first  the 
publication  of  a  telegram  from  the  Sub- 
Sheriff  of  Cork  to  County  Inspector 
Moriarty,  who  was  with  Sir  Severs 
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BuUer  in  County  Kerry,  asking  for  extra 
police  protection.     The  reply  of  Mr. 
Moriarty  to  this  request  was  known; 
he  refused  to  send  tne  constables,  say- 
iog  that  1 0  days'  notice  must  be  given 
before  such  a  demand  could  be  enter- 
tained, and  that  information  must  be 
sent  as  to  the  nature  of  the  proceedings, 
the  names  of  the  parties  concerned  being 
given.  By  this  it  is  plain  that  before  police 
protection  would  be  granted,  General 
BuUer  required  to  know  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings were  for  the  eviction  of  tenants 
on  account  of  arrears  of  rent,  or  for  the 
recovery  of  ordinary  debts;   also    the 
names  of  the  parties  to  be  evicted,  so 
that  he  might  ascertain  whether  there 
existed  any  circumstances  of  hardship 
justifying  the  exercise  of  a  dispensing 
power.    We  have  next  a   portion    of 
General  Buller's  evidence  before  Lord 
Cowper's  Oommission,  and  this  is  very 
remarkable  as  showing  the  need  for  the 
Belief  Bill  and  the  lunacy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  rejecting  it.    The  account  of  the 
witness's  evidence  was  published  in  the 
newspapers,    and    purported    to    have 
appeared  in  a  letter  written  by  one  of 
the  Commissioners  to  a  friend  in  London. 
It  represented  General  Buller  as  saying 
that  the  tenants  were  over-rented,  that 
they  could  not  pay  the  rents,  that  the 
law  was  all  on  the  side  of  the  landlords, 
that  he  had  been  obliged  to  intervene  to 
save  tenants  from  hardship,  that  the 
National  League  was  the  saviour  of  the 
people,   that   oefore  its    existence  the 
tenants  had  no  friends,  and  that  a  stop 
should  be  put  to  unjust  evictions.   From 
the  day  of  the  publication  of  this  account 
to  the  present  nobody,  so  far  as  I  know, 
has  denied  that  it  is  correct.     When 
examined  in  the  recent  proceedings  be- 
fore the  police   magistrate  in   Dublin 
(General  iBuUer  excused   himself  from 
replying  to  questions  upon  this  subject 
by  saying  that  he  had  not  yet  received  a 
copy  of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of 
his  evidence.    I  am  afraid  that  since  his 
connection  with  Dublin  Castle,  General 
Buller  has  learnt  not  to  be  quite  candid. 
Association  with  the  Lrish  officials  has 
apparently  done  him  no  good.  We  have 
latelv  received  trustworthy  information, 
of  which  we  challenge  the  contradiction, 
that  General  Buller  is  now  being  asked 
by  the  Commission  to  amend  his  evidence, 
and  that  tiiis  portion    of   his   original 
evidence  will  not  appear  in  the  official 
Beport.    The  next  thing  we  know  about 
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General  Buller  is  disclosed  in  the  oonre* 
spondence  with  Captain  Plunkett  with 
reference  to  a  tenant  in  Limerick,  who 
was  president  of  the  local  branch  of  the 
National  League,  and  who,  when  about 
to  be  evicted,  appealed  to  General  BuUer 
for  protection.  General  Buller  recom* 
mended  him  to  Captain  Plunketf  s  care, 
and  shortly  afterwards  a  letter  appeared 
in  The  Times  signed  '<Erigena.^'  The 
agent  of  the  estate  complained  that 
Captain  Plunkett  had  call^  upon  them 
to  urge  them  to  give  the  tenants  a 
receipt  for  the  three  and  a-half  years' 
rent  due,  and  to  forgive  the  costs  inoorred 
on  payment  of  one  year's  rent.  And 
they  said  they  were  ffiven  to  understand 
that  should  they  refuse  to  ^;rant  these 
terms  they  woi:dd  not  be  given  police 

{)rotection  at  the  evictions.  In  another 
etter  he  urged  the  landlord  to  accept 
the  rent  offered,  said  that  the  majority 
of  the  tenants  were  nearer  famine  tiian 
the  payment  of  rent,  and  that  tinlees  the 
landowner  agreed  to  a  settlement,  he 
could  not  support  evictions.  There  eea 
be  no  doubt  that  General  Buller  and 
other  officers  and  Government  efficialB 
had  repeatedly  led  landlords  in  IreUnd 
to  believe  that  protection  woold  not  be 
given  in  cases  wnere  unjnstevietions  wete 
made.  It  was  nnquestionablj  the 
opinion  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  firom  tke 
speech  which  he  recently  made  at 
Bristol,  that  strong  pressure  was  neeee- 
sary  to  induce  many  landlords  te 
do  what  was  right,  and  he  spcAe 
of  the  pressure  he  was  exercising. 
I  think  the  phrase  about  the  exercise  el 
pressure  was  an  unfortunate  one  to 
because  if  it  is  legitimate  for  a 
who  has  deliberately  rejected  an 
tion  of  the  law  on  the  ground  tiiai  ■• 
pressure  is  necessary,  that  the  laadhnA 
will  do  of  their  own  accord  what  ehovli 
be  done,  to  go  over  to  Ireland  to  exer- 
cise pressure  on  the  landlords,  mad  te 
prevent  them  doing  what  is  bt 
strict  legal  right  to  do,  then  I  say 
may  be  other  men  more  interestea 
welfare  of  the  Irish  people  thm  tW 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  men  who  ace 
more  disinterested,  because  tlK^  hsee 
not  to  prop  up  the  misraaUe  atteoiBtetfl 
ffovemment  which  have  been  maae  w 
Ireland;  there  may  be  Lriahmec  wlie 
may  be  pardoned  for  thinking  Aat  tbsy 
too  are  justified  in  exeroiBing  pres 
on  the  landlords  to  do  what  is  right 
just.    It  has  been  alleged  or 
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in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  that  the  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant  have 
been  distnrbed  by  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
Now,  as  one  who  is  in  no  sense  respon- 
sible for  the  bringing  forward  of  this 
Plan  of  Oampaign,  I  am  inclined  to  speak 
freely   and   fairly  with   regard  to  the 
matter,  and  I  deny,    in   the  strongest 
terms,  that  there  is  any  foundation  what« 
eyer  for  that  statement.    I  belieye,  on 
the  contrary,  that  had  it  not  been  for 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  many  poor  ten- 
ants who  have  now  roofs  over  their  heads 
would  have  been  cast  out  on  the  bare 
hillside  as  the  Glenbeigh  tenants  were. 
I  believe  that  the  redaction  in  the  num- 
ber of  evictions  from  1,100  to  666  in  the 
last  quarter  has  been  mainly  due  to  the 
action  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.    No 
doubt,  in  a  secondary  sense,  it  has  also 
been  due  to  the  exercise  of  a  dispensing 
power  on  the  part  of  the  GK>yemment. 
These  e£Fbrts  on  the  part  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment,  and  on  the  part  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Ma^o  (Mr.  Dillon), 
have  induced  many  unjust   and    haid 
landlords    to    make   concessions    who 
would  not  otherwise  have  done  so,  and 
therefore,  Sir,  so  far  from  the  Plan  of 
Oampaign  having  disturbed  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  the  fact 
that  up  to  a  very  recent  time  there  had 
not  been  a  single  eviction  on  any  estate 
where  the  Plan  had  been  adopted  by  all 
the  tenantry,  is  very  good  testimony  to 
the  droumstance  that  instead  of  leading 
to  outrages  it  has  pacified  the  country. 
It  is  eviaent,  indeed,  that  the  Qovem- 
mant  and  the  authors  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  are  aiming,  and  have  been 
ttuning,  at  precisely  the  same  thing,  only 
the  Government  have  not  been  quite  so 
saooessful  as  their  rivals.     It  is  a  re- 
znarkaUe  fact  that  for  nearly  two  months 
after  the  Plan  of  Oampaign  had  been 
published  the    GK>vemment    retrained 
from  taking  any   action  against  it  or 
expreesing   any   opinion   that   it  was 
illegaL    The  Plan  was  published  on  the 
23ra  of  October,  and  it  was  not  xmtil 
the  week  before  Ohristmas — ^two  months 
later — that  the  Government  moved  in 
the  matter.    That  was  the  first  intima- 
tion which  was  given  to  the  Irish  people 
that  the  Plan  of  Oampaign  was  iUe^. 
Did  the  Government  know  before  this 
that  it  was  illegal?    Had  their    Law 
Officers   inform^    them    before    this 
that  it  was  illegal?    If  not,  why  did 
they  not  do  so ;  and  if  they  did,  why  did 


not  the  Government  communicate  their 
information  to  the  public  ?  If  the  Go- 
vernment believed  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  illegal,  knowing  that 
the  general  opinion  in  Ireland  was  that 
the  movement  was  perfectly  legal,  and 
that  it  was  held  that  that  opinion  had 
been  confirmed  by  their  own  Attorney 
General,  I  say  it  was  their  duty  to  speak 
out  at  once  and  to  warn  the  tenants. 
Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wait 
for  two  months  Defore  he  issued  his  pro- 
clamation ?  It  is  useless  to  point  to  the 
proceedings  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo,  because  these  were  not 
proceedings  aeainet  the  Plan  of  Cam- 

Eaign,  but  agamst  certain  speeches  made 
y  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  believe 
that  to  this  day  no  proceedings  have 
been  taken  against  any  tenant  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  But  why  this  de- 
lay? Is  it  that  the  Government  felt 
that  they  could  not  fully  rely  on  their 
own  pressure  on  the  landlords,  and 
wanted  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo ;  and  that  the  exer* 
tions  of  Judge  Uurran  and  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  in  the  exercise  of  their  dispensing 

Eower  to  reduce  rents — which,  oy-Uie- 
ye,  they  had  no  right  to  reduce — ^were 
insufficient  ?  Was  it  that  the  righ  hon. 
Gentleman  felt  that  without  the  aid  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  his  pressure  on 
the  landlords  would  not  nave  been 
strong  enough,  that  evictions  would  have 
increased,  and  that  he  would  not  have 
been  able  to  come  back  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  say  that  his  policy  had 
been  successful  ?  Are  those  tne  reasons 
why  he  winked  at  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ?  If  not,  what  are  the  reasons  ? 
If  they  had  determined  to  intervene  with 
the  strong  arm  of  what  is  called  the  law 
in  Irelana,  they  should  not  have  let  the 
Irish  people  commit  themselves  to  all 
the  consequences  of  the  Plan.  Sir, 
as  far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  authors  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  are  aiming  at  one  and  the 
same  thing ;  and  I  can  assign  no  other 
reason  for  the  late  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  in  this  matter,  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  than  that  they  got  jealous 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and 
Mr.  William  O'Brien  because  they  were 
more  successful  in  their  efforts  than  they 
were  themselves.  And,  Sir,  there  is  evi- 
dence to  show  that  the  Plan  of  Campai^ 
was  worked  with  more  moderation  by  its 
authors  than  the  course  adopted  by  the 
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Government  in  imitation  of  it;  and  those 
who  worked  that  Flan  took  up  no  oase 
in  which  there  was  not  a  clear  necessity 
for  redaction  in  rent.  Moreover,  they 
tried  to  bring  about  a  settlement  in 
every  case  in  which  there  was  a  fair 
offer  of  reduction.  There  wasno imitation 
of  the  helter*9kelter,  harum-scarum,  slap- 
dash proceedings  of  Judge  Ourran  and 
General  Buller  on  the  part  of  the  authors 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  all  cases 
were  carefully  investigated  before  action 
was  taken.  Let  me  direct  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  estates  of  Lord 
Dillon  and  Lord  Dunsandle.  The  Dillon 
estate  is  about  the  best  instance  of  a 
congested  estate  on  a  large  scale.  It  is 
tenanted  by  a  great  number  of  small 
tenants  who  used  to  come  to  England 
every  year  for  the  purpose  of  earning  a 
few  pounds  to  meet  their  annual  rents. 
At  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Arrears 
Act  the  estate  was  in  a  condition  of 
frightful  confusion,  with  several  years 
of  rent  owing.  Fortunately,  the  Arrears 
Act  was  passed,  and  that  afforded  the 
poor  tenants  some  means  of  escape  from 
the  predicament  in  which  they  were.  If 
this  estate  had  not  been  taken  in  hand 
by  the  authors  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
and  a  settlement  forced  on  the  landlord, 
the  horrors  of  Glenbeigh  would  have 
been  repeated  on  them  a  thousandfold. 
The  class  of  tenants  is  almost  the  same 
as  at  Glenbeigh,  but  fortunately  we 
have  been  spared  that.  The  same  thing 
may  be  said  of  Lord  Dunsandle's  estate, 
which  is  also  inhabited  by  very  impo- 
verished tenants,  although  their  condi- 
tion is  not  quite  so  desperate.  These, 
and  some  20  other  casesin  which  a  settle- 
ment has  not  been  arrived  at,  are  fair 
examples  of  the  necessity  which  existed 
for  pressure  of  some  kind  or  other  on 
the  landlord ;  and  they  are  also  examples 
of  the  moderation  with  which  settlements 
were  effected  as  soon  as  landlords  showed 
any  disposition  to  come  to  a  settlement. 
As  regards  the  legality  or  illegality  of 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  I  have  said  that 
the  Irish  public  are  entitled  to  know, 
without  loss  of  time,  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  the  plan  is 
legal  or  not.  I  can  attach  no  weight 
whatever  to  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  or  the  Gt>vemment 
Proclamation,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  oase.  The  Government  action 
has  been  so  clouded  by  dodgery  and  by 
subterfuge  that  I  reserve  to  myself  the 
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right  to  wait  until  I  see  what  the  deci- 
sion as  to  the  legality  of  this  Plan  is 
in  the  trial  which  is  about  to  take  plaoe. 
The  legality  of  the   Plan  is  a  matter 
on  which,  if  I  had  been  in  a  position  to 
concern  myself  about  it,  I  should  have 
desired  to  be  satisfied  first  of  alL      I 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  take 
the  opinion  of  counsel  myself;  and  I 
am  informed  that  counsel  has  given  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  legality  and 
Constitutional  principle  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.    But,  however  that  may  be, 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  stand* 
condemned,  first  of  all  for  waiting  two 
months  before  expressing  an  opinion; 
and,  secondly,  by  removing  the  oase  ont 
of  the  Court  in  which  it  was  originated 
to  one  in  County  Dublin,  where  thej  ex* 
pected  to  get  a  subservient  jury ;  and, 
thirdly,  by  attempting  to  take  piooaed- 
ings  by  a  short  cut  l^ore  the  Qoeen'a 
Bench,  thus  enabling  that  Court  to  ex- 
press an   opinion  on  certain  speeAea, 
and  upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  which 
was  not  before  the  Court  at  all,  and  with 
regard  to  which  there  was  no  erideoee 
whatever.    Now,  some  hard  words  hare 
been  used  towards  the  (Gentlemen  whoare 
concerned  in  this  rival  attempt  to  bring- 
pressure  to  bear  upon  the  Irish  land- 
lords. Lord  Salisbury,  and  Conservative 
and  Liberal  Unionist   speakers^  have 
likened  them  to  robbers  and  embendere. 
They  do  not  do  well  or  wisely  who  talk 
of  robbery  or  embezzlement  in  oonae^ 
tionwiththelrish  Land  Question.  Thoee 
Gentlemen  who  talk  so  glibly  forget  that 
almost  every  title  to  Irish  land  is  founded 
on  wholesale  robberyand  embesileineaL 
They  forget  that  a  great  portion  of  tke 
land  of  Ireland  has  been  confiscated  ao 
fewer  than  three  several  times  over* 
They  forget  that  all  improvemeota  xa 
the  land,  with  very  few  exoeptioos,  have 
been  made  by  the  tenants,  and  tiuit  te 
far  as  the  land  has  derived  vahie 
such  improvements,  that  value 
by  law  be  the  property  of  the 
They  forget  thiU  for  centoriee  the 
lords  have  been  oooUy  robbi 
eating,   and  embessling  the 
value  of  the  land.  It  is  not  wdl  or 
therefore,  that  the  supportete  of  the  Inih 
landlords,   whether  in  or  oot  of   As 
House,   should  talk  abont  lobbvy  er 
embezzlement.  These  unwise  wetdsm^ 
give  rise  to  unpleasant  recolleBrtoaa    My 
next  proposition  invQlves  a 
tion  of  coercion  as  a  remedy 
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troubles  of  Ireland.  I  have  said  that 
resort  to  coercion  is  announced  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  the  direction  of  in- 
creased stringency  in  criminal  procedure. 
We  are  informed  that  the  proposed 
coercion  will  give  power  to  stipendiary 
mag^trates  to  couTict  for  intimidation, 
and  that  it  will  give  power  to  empanel 
spedal  juries,  and  to  change  venues.  It 
is  admitted  that  the  coercion  is  to  be 
need  against  open  agitation,  and  public 
speaking  and  writing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  like  all  other  Chief  Secre- 
taries before  him,  has  thought  that  once 
he  gets  his  political  enemies  into  gaol, 
and  keeps  them  there,  he  will  be  quite 
happy.  I  wonder  that  he  has  not  been 
warned  by  the  case  of  his  Predecessor. 
The  late  Mr.  Forster  commenced  by  only 
wanting  an  Act — ^it  was  rather  the  con- 
verse of  the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  the  two  situations  became 
similar  in  the  end — for  dealing  with 
village  tyrants  and  dissolute  ruffians, 
whom,  he  said,  the  police  knew  all  about, 
and  could  lay  their  hands  upon  at  a 
moment's  notice.  He  wanted  to  put 
these  men  into  prison,  and  keep  them 
tfiere  as  long  as  he  wished.  He  got  the 
Act,  but  he  failed  to  find  the  tyrants  and 
ruffians — at  least,  he  failed  to  put  them 
into  prison ;  but  instead  of  that  he  put 
into  prison  1,000  of  the  popular  leaders 
of  Ireland,  including  two  clergymen, 
seven  Members  of  Parliament,  several 
town  councillors,  many  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians, and  a  large  number  of  substan- 
tial merchants  and  traders,  shopkeepers, 
and  farmers.  And,  when  he  had  done 
all  this,  he  found  that  he  wanted  more 
power,  for  the  exasperations,  fed  and 
nurtured  by  those  high-handed  proceed- 
ings, produced  their  inevitable  result. 
A  secret  conspiracy  had  grown  up  under 
the  very  nose  of  the  Ohief  Secretary 
armed  with  all  those  great  powers  of 
flfummary  arrest  and  imprisonment — a 
oonspiraoy  directed  against  his  own 
life,  which  he  knew  nothing  about, 
and  which  he  was  unable  to  cope 
with,  and  similar  conspiracies  ex- 
isted throughout  Ireland  against  the 
lives  of  landlords  and  Government 
officials.  Those  conspiracies  did  not 
oome  into  existence  until  Mr.  Forster 
had  oonunenced  his  career  of  coercion 
to  stamp  out  Constitutional  agitation. 
But  the  inevitable  result  of  driving  dis- 
oontont  under  the  surface,  whether  in 
Ireland   or   elsewhere,  followed.    Mr. 


Forster  appealed  to  his  Cabinet  for  in- 
creased powers.  They  refused.  Then 
came  the  terrible  tragedy  in  thePhcanix 
Park,  and  it  was  followed  by  the  passing 
of  the  Crimes  Act,  the  most  stringent 
coercive  enactment,  both  against  poli- 
tical agitation  and  crime,  ever  passed 
against  Ireland  by  England.  This  Act 
was  administered  under  the  most  favour- 
able circumstances  of  a  partial  revival 
of  agricultural  prospects  by  Lord  Spencer 
with  great  determination,  but  with  very 
particd  success,  and  its  administration 
was  answered  from  America  by  dyna- 
mite and  other  attempts  at  assassination 
and  conspiracy.  Dynamite  was  re- 
peatedly exploded  in  the  crowded 
streets  of  your  City,  your  public  build- 
ings were  also  threatened,  and  attempts 
were  made  to  destroy  them.  Even  in 
this  House  the  Ministers  of  the  di^y 
were  not  safe  from  violent  attack  and 
attempts  to  assassinate  by  the  discharge 
of  explosive  bombs  from  the  Strangers' 
Gallery,  and  exasperation  and  inter- 
national animosity  reached  a  most 
deplorable  height,  of  which  I  think 
you  would  have  to  go  back  to  1798  to 
find  any  example.  And,  after  all  these 
terrible  events,  after  all  this  loss  of  life, 
some  upon  the  scaffold,  many  more  the 
victims  of  the  wild  justice  of  revenge, 
after  all  this  peril  to  your  citizens  pur- 
suing their  lawful  occupations  in  the 
streets,  after  all  this  danger  to  your 
most  distinguished  Ministers,  what  was 
the  result  ?  A  Tory  Government  came 
into  Office,  and  abandoned  coercion. 
There  can  be  no  "betwixt  and  be- 
tween "  in  this  matter,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  depend  upon  it 
that,  although  he  may  get  his  Coercion 
Act  to  strike  down  his  chief  political 
opponents,  he  will  not  be  able  to  stop 
murder.  You  will  be  hurried  on  from 
one  step  to  another.  Your  first  coercion 
will  necessitate  more  coercion,  and  you 
will  have  to  make  your  choice  between 
such  measures  of  repression  as  the  Czar 
of  Buseia  employs,  or  you  will  never 
be  able  to  administer  it  so  long  as  you 
keep  the  Irish  Members  here.  I  trust 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
are  at  present  free  agents  as  to  their 
future  conduct,  will,  before  they  em- 
bark on  this  course,  ponder  these 
facts.  I  have  not  sought  to  make  any 
appeals  to  their  fears.  If  I  have  re- 
ferred to  ancient  history,  it  has  been  to 
point  a  moral  as  to  the  uselessness  of 
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the  oouno  on  which  they  appear  re- 
•olved  to  embark.  I  belioTe  that  if 
they  will  refrain  from  a  policy  of  exas- 
peration even  now  at  the  eleventh  hoar, 
and  atop  the  infliction  of  injuBtioe  in 
Ireland,  but  stop  it  by  legislative  mea- 
sures, and  not  by  the  exercise  of  a  dis- 
Sensing  power,  which  I  believe  to  have 
emoralixed  the  Irish  people,  and  espe- 
cially the  Irish  tenants  daring  the  last 
winter,  more  than  all  the  exertions  of 
the  Fenian  agitators  from  New  York  to 
Ban  Francisoo;  if  the  Government  are 
warned  in  time,  and  do  what  is  jost  and 
right  in  a  just  and  rig^t  way,  they  may 
devise  some  scheme  for  the  self-govern- 
ment of  Ireland — ^whioh,  from  the  decla- 
rations they  have  made,  they  evidently 
have  not  either  the  time  or  Uie  inclina- 
tion or  the  ability  to  do — which  will 
meet  all  the  legitimate  wants  and 
wishes  of  the  Insh  people.  A  self- 
governed  Ireland,  when  she  makes  her 
own  laws,  will  show  by  her  tranquil 
and  peaceful  character  how  unfsirly  she 
has  been  treated,  and  how  libellous  are 
the  assertions  that  the  Irish  are  not  a 
law-abiding  people.  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
move  the  Amenoment  that  stands  in 
my  name. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  (SUgo,  N.),  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  said,  that  he 
desired  to  call  attention  to  the  violent  and 
unconstitutional  action  of  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive and  police  in  forcibly  suppressing 
a  legal  meeting  at  Sligo,  wluch  was  called 
for  two  legitimate  objects,  and  the  pro- 
clamation of  which  by  the  Government 
had  aroused  a  feeling  of  indignation,  not 
only  in  the  County  of  Sligo,  but  through- 
out Ireland  generally.  It  was  pro- 
claimed at  a  time  when  the  state  of  the 
country  was  peaceful  in  the  extreme; 
when  there  was  scarcely  any  crime  out- 
side a  few  agrarian  crimes — if  they  could 
be  called  such — in  County  Ghdway.  On 
hearing  of  the  proclamation  of  that 
meeting,  he  (Mr.  McDonald)  and  two 
OoUeagues  in  this  House  went  to  the 
town  in  order  to  advise  the  people  as  to 
the  conduct  they  should  pursue.  They 
arrived  the  evening  before  the  meeting, 
and,  on  approaching  their  hotel,  found 
a  cordon  of  police  at  each  end  of 
the  street,  by  means  of  which  the 
whole  street  was  kept  clear,  so  that  any 
idea  of  addressing  people  from  the  win- 
dows of  the  hotel  was  frustrated.  Under 
these  ctieumstanceshe  took  cooaael  with 
flie  Mayor,  who  very  properly  affaced 
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them  the  use  of  the  Town  Hall  for 
purpose  of  consulting  with  thdr  frieads. 
They  went  thither,  and  while  waitiog 
the  steps  for  the  key  to  be  fetdied, 
poMis  of  police  fell  upon  them,  and 
their  batons  upon  everybody  witkim 
reach.  A  blow  was  aimed  at  hnn  whielft, 
if  it  had  reached  his  head,  would  hav« 
led,  he  frmcied,  to  a  vacancy  in  the  re- 
presentation of  North  Sligo,  and  hav« 
necessitated  a  new  deetioii  ior  ^km 
High  Shrievalty  of  DuUin.  The  hkrw 
fell,  however,  i^n  the  head  of  an  old 
friend  of  his,  the  Chairman  ni  the  TWb- 
b^curry  Board  of  Guatdiaas,  idio 
(Mr.  McDonald)  was  sure,  whea 
Town  Hall  was  opened,  had  su£faed 
much  from  the  brutality  of  the  polieaL 
Such  a  scene  would  have  beso 
sible  in  England,  where,  indeed,  no 
system  as  was  adopted  by  the  Irish 
^Uibulary  would  be  tcderated  lor  a 
ment  Brutal  tiiough  the  onslaagkk 
he  believed  it  would  advanoe  the 
they  had  at  heart  in  showing  to 
worid  how  Lrdand  was  govened. 
was  not,  however,  the  only  outrage  tkat 
the  Qovemment  had  committed.  At  tka 
trials  which  took  plaoe  before  Jed^s 
Palles  several  jurors  weie  told  to  ataad 
aside,  solely  on  the  gvomsd  that  they 
were  Boman  Catholics,  and  sgsiee> 
bishops  and  priests,  lepiosinntaiife 
and  even  Protestants,  had 
Strong  as  was  the  protest  ci  €timrhBmm 
religionists,  that  of  the  Protcstanle  ef 
SHgo  was,  if  posriUe,  stnmger.  l^mj 
said  tiiat  "they  wished  to 
dissatisfaction  witii  the 
elusion  pf  Catholics  from 
the  Grown  was  anxious  to  obCam 
victions.  They  were  the  neighbowe  eC 
those  Catholic  jurors;  they  Hved  in 
peace  and  harmony  with  them,  they  ked 
business  relations  with  them,  sosd  idwecya 
found  them  conscientious  and  able 
They  accordingly  united  with 
their  r^^diation  of  the  indinitj 
upon  them  by  the  CrowB,  wUek 
considered  could  (mly  give  rise  to 
and  oontempt"  Whh  regard  to 
Plan  of  Campaign,  he  (Mr.  VfDoaeM 
endorsed  every  word  that  had 
from  his  Leader  the  hoB.  Mmabm 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  reteeace  to 
good  work  tiliat  had  been 
by  it  But  for  that  Pfam  the 
would  probaUy  not  have  been 
to  Woodford  and  (Usnbeich,  bet 
have  been  general  thwiMghmi  the  W^ 
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and  South  of  Ireland.    He  knew  eveiy 
mile  of  Lord  Dillon's  estate ;   be  knew 
the  cireumstances  of  the  people  upon  it ; 
he  had  witnessed  their  poveity,  and  was 
aware  of  their  inability  not  merely  to 
pay  a  fair  rent,  but  almost  to  pay  any 
rent  at  all.     The  rent  that  had  been 
raised  by  them  was  not  got  out  of  the 
soil  but  from  the  men  and  boys  who 
went  across  to  England  during  harvest 
time,  and  who  brought  back  English 
money  to  pay  off  the  liabilities  of  their 
Irish  belongs.    Their  labour  in  Eng- 
land last  autumn  was  not  profitable,  and 
consequently  they  went  back  with  almo^ 
empty  pockets.  The  people  were  willing 
to  pay  what   they  could,    and  would 
cheerfully  have  done  so,  but  when  the 
Plan    of    Campaign    was    introduced 
reason  prevailed  with  the  agents,  with 
the  result  that  they  accepted  the  reduc- 
tion proposed,  and  that  80  per  cent  of 
the  rents  was    collected   by    his    hon. 
Friends    who  were    engaged   in   that 
benevolent  occupation.     Those  Gentle- 
men had  proved  themselves  to  be  the 
best  rent  collectors  that  had  ever  taken 
charge  of  Lord  Dillon's  estate.    He  tho- 
roughly and  entirely  accepted  and  en- 
dorsed the  principles  of  the   Flan   of 
Campaign,  and  had  on  every  platform, 
on   every  public  occasion  where  duty 
called  upon  him  to  speak,  so  expressed 
himself.    As  four  of  his  Colleagues  and 
one  ex-Colleague  were  now  being  ar- 
raigned in  the  Superior  Courts  of  Dub- 
lin, he  could  only  say  that  if  they  were 
guilty  so  was  he.    It  was  not,  however, 
by  prosecutions  such  as  those,  not  by 
gagging  Coercion  Acts,  not  by  police 
batons,  not  by  the  crowbar  or  the  petro- 
leum can  that  Ireland  could  be  pacified. 
She  could  only  be  brought  into  har- 
mony with  England  by  giving  her  the 
right  to  govern  herself,  to  make   her 
own  laws  on  her  own  land,  and  thus  se- 
cure   not  an  enforced  union,   but  the 
union  of  the  hearts  of  the  people,  now 
severed  by  unjust  laws,  and  bring  the 
two  countries  into  lasting  harmony  and 
peace. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  8th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words,  "  But  humbly  to  represent  to  Her 
Haiesty  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners 
who  have  granted  to  their  tenants  suoh  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  j^afftoral  jgrodace,  and 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  oruos  in  Irish 


agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringenoy  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  i)ur- 
suit  of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  tho  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  tho  Irish  people."— (ifr. 
FarmU). 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserte!!." 

Mr.  BAGQALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton)  said,  the  Amendment  to  the  Address 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Famell)  had  just  Moved 
was  very  widespread  in  its  wording,  but 
it  might  practically  be  reduced  to  three 
heads.      The  first  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Baggallay)  did  not  intend  to  deal  was  the 
vote  of  censure  upon  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  implied  by  the  early  words  of 
the  Amendment.    With  regard  to  that, 
the  GK>vemment  might  really  admit  the 
truth  of  the  statements  contained  in  it, 
and  upon  it  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  said  but  little.    The  most  important 
part    of   his  Amendment  undoubtedly 
was  the  charge  which  he  made  against, 
and  which  was,  in  fact,  a  Yote  of  Cen- 
sure   upon,  the  Government  for  their 
recent  conduct    of   affairs  in  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  that  charge,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  given  instances 
in  which  he  said  the  Government  had 
behaved  in  a  novel,  a  doubtful,  and  an 
unconstitutional   manner,  and  he  had 
called  attention  most  particularly  to  the 
proceedings   taken    against    the    hon. 
Afember  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
and  to  the  action  of  the  Government  at 
Sligo.    As  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  there  was  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  he  was  the  great 
promoter  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
that  he  and  two  or  three  other  hon. 
Members  were,  if  not  the  originators, 
the  publishers  of  the  Plan.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  said  that  he  was 
not  responsible  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ;  but  certainly  from  his  speech 
that  evening,  it  was  apparent  that  he 
had    entirely    endorsed  the  procedure 
under  that  conspiracy.    He  had  gone 
further  and  had  said  that  speeches  made 
by  hon.  Members  of  that  House  in  Ire- 
land had    been    advisedly  made.    He 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House   to  what  those   speeches  were. 
The   hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  said 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  legal, 
that  it  was  moderate,  tnat  it  had  been 
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successful  in  its  objects,  and  that  those 
objects  were  the  same  as  Her  M^'esty's 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  attain 
by  other  means,  but  with  less  successful 
results.  He  thought  that  by  a  few 
references  to  the  speeches  of  ho  a.  Mem- 
bers in  Ireland  he  should  show  that  their 
conduct  was  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  described  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  be — ^perhaps  novel,  certainly 
doubtful,  and  far  more  than  unconstitu- 
tional, for  it  had  been  criminal  and  im- 
moral. The  author  of  the  Plan  of  0am- 
paign — the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
— speaking  in  that  House  in  the  debate 
on  the  Belief  Bill,  had  said  they  could 
trust  to  nothing  but  the  same  means 
to  which  they  resorted  in  1880.  As 
far  as  he  remembered,  the  means  re- 
sorted to  after  1880  were  dynamite  and 
outrage.  [Criei  of  **  No,  no !  *'  j  Per- 
haps hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way would  say  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  did  refer.  He  had  said, 
further,  that  as  long  as  life  and  liberty 
were  left  to  him  he  would  tell  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  continue  in  their 
course  of  persistent  and  determined  re- 
sistance. The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T. 
Harrington)  who,  he  believed,  was  the 
Secretary  of  the  National  League,  had 
sent  out  a  circular  stating  that  the 
organizing  committee  of  the  League 
haa  made  arrangements  under  which 
they  intended  to  devote  the  subscrip- 
tions exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  evicted 
tenants  in  those  localities  where  the 
tenants  made  the  best  fight,  and  where, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  committee,  the 
tenants  were  most  deserving  of  support. 
Thus,  even  before  the  Plan  of  0am- 
paign  was  promulgated,  a  project  was 
put  forward  under  which  those  who 
obeyed  the  behests  of  the  National 
League  were  to  receive  payment — ^in 
other  words  bribery — ^for  doing  so. 
That  statement  did  not  stand  aJone. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  P. 
McDonald),  who  had  just  sat  down, 
speaking  on  the  23rd  of  November,  said 
that  he  was  authorized  by  the  National 
League  committee  to  state  that  the 
tenants  who  followed  the  Plan  of  0am- 
paign  would  be  paid  far  more  than  they 
could  earn  by  the  profit  of  their  labour 
on  their  farms  and  lands.  Did  hon. 
Members  mean  to  deny  that  that  was  a 
distinct  promise  that  the  tenants  should 
benefit  in  their  own  pockets  by  following 
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the  Plan  of  Oampaign  ?  Now,  the  hon. 
Memberf or  EastMayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  whose 
proceedings  were  so  legal,  who  had  been 
so  moderate  and  so  Oonstitutional  in  the 
course  that  he  had  taken,  had  found  it 
necessary  to  put  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
into  action,  because  it  was  seen  that  the 
prophecies  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
during  the  debate  on  the  Belief  Bill 
were  in  danger  of  being  falsified.  He 
had  prophesied  that  the  rejection  of  that 
Bill  would  bring  about  a  state  of  revo- 
lution in  Ireland.  But  instead  of  that 
it  appeared  that  crime  and  outrage  were 
decreasing,  and  that,  with  winter  ap- 
proaching, the  country  was,  owing  to 
the  successful  action  of  the  Govemment, 
quieter,  and  the  tenants  were  paying 
their  rents.  So  in  the  month  of  October 
the  Plan  of  Oampaign  was  published  in 
United  Ireland,  and  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  in  all  parts  of  the  country. 
He  desired  to  refer  to  some  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman's  speeches  in  support  of  the 
Plan  of  Oampaign.  He  had  said  that 
the  National  League  intended  to  lay 
down  a  rule  that  no  estate  shoold  be 
bought  on  which  any  tenant  had  been 
evicted  since  1879  unless  snch  toimnt 
were  restored  to  his  holding.  Were 
hon.  Members  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way prepared  to  support  the  law  as  it 
existed  in  Ireland  or  were  they  not?  If 
they  were  anxious  to  support  the  law 
how  could  they  support  the  dedsration 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo?  If,  however,  as  he  believed, 
they  were  not  prepared  to  support  the 
law  or  the  Oourts  in  Ireland,  one  ooold 
easily  understand  the  proceedinn  wbieh 
they  took  and  ^e  speeches  whidi  ther 
made.  The  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mezn- 
ber  for  East  Mayo  showed  that  in  kk 
view  the  object  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  to  defeat  the  law  of  the  country. 
The  proceedings  to  which  the  PameUite 
faction  had  been  a  party  had  been  going 
on  for  some  years.  Those  proceedings 
formed  part  of  one  conspiracy  founded 
10  years  ago  and  first  brought  promi- 
nently before  us  six  years  ago.  Tbey 
were  part  of  a  conspiracy  oanied  on  at 
one  time  with  outrage  and  dynamite. 
and  at  another  with  imat  hon.  Members 
opposite  pretended  was  a  legal  and  a 
proper  combination  for  the  pnrpoee  ef 
defeating  the  landlords.  But  wnalevcr 
means  the  PameUite  faction  might  vie 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  their  objeet» 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  tiuii  olgeet 
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was  to  separate  entirely  the  country  of 
Ireland  from  Great  Britain.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  in  his  Amendment 
BUf^gested  that  there  should  be  such  a 
reform  of  the  law  and  of  the  system  of 
government  in  Ireland  as  would  satisfy 
the  needs  and  secure  the  confidence  of 
the  people.  There  was,  however,  no  ex- 
planation of  what  reform  was  required. 
What  did  the  needs  of  the  Irish  people 
really  demand  ?  A  wide  field  would  be 
open  if  they  were  to  inquire  into  that 
question ;  but  he  hoped  that  this  Parlia- 
ment might  yet  be  ahle  to  pass  such  a 
reform  of  the  law,  and,  if  necessary, 
such  alterations  in  the  system  of  govern- 
ment as  would  satisfy  the  needs  and 
secure  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people. 
Still,  there  was  no  doubt  what  the  feel- 
ing of  Great  Britain  was  upon  this  sub- 
ject. The  decision  of  England  and  of  a 
great  part  of  Scotland  was  diametrically 
opposed  to  the  decision  given  by  the  con- 
stituencies of  Ireland.  After  the  decisive 
verdict  of  the  country  with  regard  to  the 
main  question,  he,  as  an  independent 
supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
hoped  and  expected  they  would  bo 
equally  decisive  as  to  the  course  they 
would  take  with  reference  to  this  im- 
portant question.  He  (Mr.  Baggallay) 
did  not  expect,  however,  that  this  ques- 
tion could  be  settled  and  happily  termi- 
nated in  a  short  space  of  time.  The 
Government  would,  however,  have  the 
support  of  the  country  as  long  as  they 
endeavoured  to  frame  a  good  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  for  Ireland  and  a  measure 
to  amend  the  law  so  that  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  might  be 
ameliorated.  In  time  he  hoped  such  an 
amelioration  would  take  place  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland  that  they  might 
once  again  speak  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland — 
united  not  only  in  name,  but  in  heart 
and  soul. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  said,  he 
thought  that  until  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site regarded  the  Irish  Party  as  being 
something  more  than  a  faction,  they 
would  do  little  to  settle  the  questions  in 
dispute  between  the  two  countries.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Oolonel  Saunderson)  had  de- 
scribed the  Irish  crisis  of  1879^and  1880 
as  a  manufactured  crisis ;  but  it  would 
be  remembered  that  at  that  time  Com- 
mittees, composed  of  Protestants,  Pres- 
byterians,  and    Catholics    alike,    used 
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their  utmost  exertions  to  relieve  the 
hundreds  and  sometimes  the  thousands 
of  cases  of  destitution  which  arose.  Mis- 
representations like  that  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  used 
to  go  down  with  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  English  people,  but  he  was  glad  to 
know  that  the  English  people  were  now 
better  informed  on  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land. The  prosecutions,  or  rather, 
persecutions,  which  had  recently  been 
instituted  in  Ireland  would  certainly 
never  gain  the  good  will  of  that  country 
for  Great  Britain ;  and  as  certainly 
they  would  not  terrorize  or  intimidate 
them.  But  conciliation  had  a  wonderful 
effect  upon  the  Irish  people,  and  the 
effort  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  had  done  more  to  bring  the 
people  to  the  side  of  law  and  order 
than  all  the  Coercion  Acts  which  had 
ever  been  passed.  As  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  there  might  be  doubts  of 
its  legality ;  but  no  one  who  knew  the 
circumstances  of  the  Irish  tenants  could 
have  the  smallest  doubt  of  its  absolute 
necessity.  To  those  who  doubted  the 
honesty  of  the  tenants,  it  was  a  sufficient 
answer  to  point  to  the  Seeds  Act  and 
the  loans  made  under  it,  95  per  cent  of 
which  had  been  repaid;  although  in 
many  cases  the  poor  people  were 
charged  more  than  double  the  value  of 
the  seed  which  had  been  distributed  to 
them.  The  promoters  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  more  successful  in 
their  application  of  pressure  to  the  land- 
lords than  the  Government  had,  for  it 
was  a  noteworthy  fact  that  not  a  single 
eviction  had  taken  place  upon  any 
estate  upon  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  been  adopted.  One  of  the 
petty  meannesses  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  descended  in  Ireland  was  the 
prosecution  of  a  newspaper,  the  Jlos- 
common  Eerald,  iov  pu!blishing  reports 
of  meetings  which  had  appeared  in  a 
number  of  other  papers,  and  these  re- 
ports had  appeared  six  months  previous 
to  the  institution  of  the  prosecution. 
Not  satisfied  with  instituting  the  prose- 
cution, the  Government  so  framed  the 
jury  panel  as  to  provide  a  jury  of  12 
Protestants  to  try  the  nase.  Notwith- 
standing the  employment  of  these 
means,  the  jury  disagreed,  and  it  was 
an  open  secret  that  10  were  for  acquittal 
and  two  only  for  upholding  the  Govern- 
ment.   In  nka'jiy  cases  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
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paign  was  resolved  upon  by  the  tenants 
themselves,  without  the  intervention  of 
any  of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh.  S.) :  I  have 
been  thrust  from  the  jury  box  in  my  own 
country  as  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
the  Crown ;  but  I  have  the  confidence  of 
the  people  in  Ireland.  There  are  many 
rumours  of  war  abroad,  and,  in  the  event 
of  war,  owing  to  the  small  proportion  of 
land  under  cultivation,  the  food  supply 
will  be  insufficient.  The  United  King- 
doms are  not  independent  of  other 
nations  in  the  matter  of  food  supply. 
Indeed,  I  was  much  struck  the  other 
evening  with  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  th,e  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  that  we  import 
three-fourths  of  our  bread-stufifs  from 
abroad.  That  shows  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  providing  for  the  protection  of 
our  carrying  ships  by  a  strong  Navy. 
That  was  proved  by  the  case  of  the 
Alabama^  in  which  great  damage  had  been 
done  to  American  trade  by  one  vessel. 

Me.  SPEiVKEE:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  making  use  of  an 
argument  which  is  not,  in  any  sense, 
relevant  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
House. 

Me.  BLANE :  Then,  Sir,  I  will  ad- 
dress myself  to  the  Amendment.  I  sub- 
mit that  if  the  Government  allowed  the 
land  of  Ireland  to  be  brought  more 
largely  under  cultivation,  it  would  help 
the  country  in  the  case  of  war,  by  giving 
an  increased  food  supply,  and  rendering 
it  unnecessary  to  depend  on  other  coun- 
tries. In  old  times  the  duty  of  providing 
this  defence  was  imposed  on  the  land- 
owners, who  had  transferred  the  burden 
to  the  occupiers.  But  in  these  days  of 
falling  prices  even  the  English  occupier 
is  going  to  the  wall.  If  that  is  the  case 
in  England,  how  much  worse  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  unfortunate  Irish  farmer.  In 
Ireland,  the  rights  of  property  have  been 
allowed  to  swamp  the  natural  rights  of 
man,  and  the  landlords  have  been  harsh 
and  merciless  taskmasters.  To  such  a 
pass  have  matters  come  now,  that  the 
English  administrators  of  the  law  have 
actually  been  compelled  to  violate  the 
law  so  as  to  prevent  widespread  desola- 
tion. I  advocate  Government  expendi- 
ture upon  the  cultivation  of  lands  which 
the  owners  allow  to  remain  uncultivated, 
for  money  so  spent  will  be  more  pro- 
fitably expended  than  in  any  increase  of 
our  naval  armaments.   The  Government 
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propose  to  amend  criminal  law  procedure 
in  Jreland.  I  will  ^x^q  an  instance  from 
'^j  own  county,  the  County  of  Armagh, 
of  how  the  criminal  law  is  administered 
in  Ireland.  A  man  was  charged  with 
?^.ring  at  a  policeman,  and,  having  been 
convicted,  got  seven  years'  penal  servi- 
tude. That  man  was  one  whose  political 
opinions  differed  from  those  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  Benches.  In 
the  very  same  district  another  man  was 
convicted  for  having  fired  at  a  district 
Inspector  and  a  party  of  police,  and  he 
got  only  eight  weeks.  That  man  enjoyed 
the  confidence  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  the  other 
did  not.  I  suppose  the  intended  amend- 
ment of  the  criminal  law  procedure  will 
be  that  one  man  will  get  seven  years  and 
the  other  man  will  get  two  months.  I 
brought  the  cases  under  the  notice  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  I  was  told  there 
was  a  dissimilarity  between  them.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  mention  where  the  dissimilarity  lay, 
but  I  know  that  it  consisted  in  this — that 
one  man  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh,  and  the  other 
was  ready  to  vote  for  his  National  op- 
ponent. From  this  it  appears  that  there 
is  good  reason  to  fear  that  represaiTe 
measures  will  not  be  administered  im- 
partially, that  opponents  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  treated  with  great  severity, 
and  their  supporters  with  unmerited 
leniency. 

Me.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.): 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Armagh 
(Mr.  Blane),  who  has  just  spoken  in  this 
debate,  has,  in  common  with  other  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  side  below  the 
Gangway,  impugned  the  action  of  the 
Courts  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  and  has 
cast  reflections  on  Protestant  Jurors 
which  are  quite  undeserved.  If  I  may 
be  pardoned  for  referring  to  a  persoiud 
matter,  I  can  bear  my  testimony  to  their 
perfect  impartiality,  from  the  fact  that  I 
was  once  arraigned  before  a  jury,  on 
which  there  were  several  Orangemen, 
and  found  guilty.  I  am  satisfied  tliat 
Protestant  jurors  in  Sligo,  and  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  will  be  mindful  of  th** 
solemn  obligation  which  attaches  to 
them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  I, 
for  one,  believe  that  hon.  Members*  if 
they  desire  to  cultivate  good  relmsioas 
with  the  Protectants  of  Ireland,  wiU  do 
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well  not  to  impugn  the  motives  wHicli 
actuate  them  when  they  act  as  jurymen, 
but  will  give  them  credit  for  having  due 
regard  to  the  solemn  responsibility  of 
finding  a  verdict  according  to  the  evi- 
dence. I  rejoice  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  back  in  his 
place  in  this  House.  He  has  often  been 
referred  to  in  the  course  of  recent  pro- 
ceedings, and  no  doubt  we  shall  soon 
Iiave  from  him  an  attempt  to  justify  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  of  which,  if  he  was 
not  the  originator,  he  has  been  the  most 
eloquent  exponent.  With  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  itself  I  do  not  propose  to  deal. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes),  who  will  probably  speak  this 
evening,  will  deal  fully  with  the  legal 
aspects  of  the  question.  Nor  have  I  any 
particular  desire,  in  addressing  the 
House,  to  deal  generally  with  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  and  the  Amendment  he  has  intro- 
duced to  the  House;  but  I  desire  to 
protest  most  emphatically  against  the 
threats  which  have  been  used  if  justice 
is  attempted  to  be  done,  and  if  the  law, 
not  being  found  sufficiently  strong;  is 
attempted  to  be  amended  in  order  to 
protect  the  lives  and  liberties  of  those 
who  are  threatened  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Armagh  (Mr.  Blane), 
whoso  integrity  of  purpose,  and  whose 
entire  honesty,  no  one  can  doubt,  told  us 
what  he  believes  to  be  the  weakness  of 
the  position  of  the  law ;  but  I  believe  he 
will  find  that  the  Protestants  of  Armagh 
would  do  perfect  justice  to  him  if  ever 
he  had  the  misfortune  to  be  returned  to 
trial  for  any  breach  of  the  law.  While 
I  do  not  wish  to  follow  hon.  Members 
by  impugning  the  impartiality  of  Boman 
Catholic  jurymen,  I  am  sure  that  they 
are  not  rightly  advised  when  they  ima- 
gine that  every  Protestant  juryman  vio- 
lates his  oath  when  he  returns  verdicts 
of  •*  Guilty  '*  which  meet  with  the  dis- 
approbation of  hon.  Members  who  sit 
below  the  Gangway.  A  juryman  has  to 
discharge  his  duty,  and  find  a  verdict 
according  to  the  law  as  it  stands,  and 
not  to  find  verdicts  that  may  suit  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  the  other  day, 
rightly  imagined  that  we  are  all  greatly 
interested  in  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  Ireland  ;  and,  thinking  that 
I  Tras  about  to  follow  hiin  in  the  course 


of  that  evening's  discussion,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  appealed  to  me  to 
say  whether  I  did  not  sympathize  with 
him.  Sir,  the  industrious  and  loyal 
Protestants  of  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
a  portion  of  the  Metropolis  of  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent,  would 
cordially  co-operate  with  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land in  developing  the  industrial  re- 
sources of  the  country;  and  if  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
will  set  themselves  to  do  that,  and  will 
give  up  the  phantasmal  follies  to  which 
they  seem  to  be  devoting  themselves, 
and  will  endeavour  to  join  with  us  in 
fully  developing  the  resources  of  the 
country,  they  would  obtain  the  benedic- 
tion of  their  fellow-countrymen,  and  the 
hearty  assistance  of  those  who  entirely 
disagree  with  them  in  their  political 
views.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Galway  told  us,  in  the  course 
of  his  able  speech,  that  while  he  was 
anxious  to  see  the  farmers  of  Ireland 
their  own  landlords,  and  to  see  the  dual 
ownership  of  land  abandoned  and  ter- 
minated, as  if  that  result  were  brought 
about,  so  far  from  being  looked  upon  an 
a  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  it 
would  not  put  an  end  to  the  demand  for 
Home  Kule.  I  could  not  help  thinking 
that  that  was  a  complete  refutation 
of  the  sanguine  hopes  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  represents 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson), 
expressed  in  the  speech  which  he  de- 
livered a  few  nights  ago.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  said — 

<'  He  had  always  held  that  the  final  solution 
of  this  Irish  Question  could  only  come  from  the 
Irish  people.  No  one  could  hold  that  opinion 
more  strongly  than  he,  and  he  had  always  inti- 
mated that  the  way  was  to  give  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  a  stake  in  the  country.*' 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Galway  has  disposed  of  the  happy  delu- 
sion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh.  I  have  always  be- 
lieved that  to  root  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
in  the  soil,  and  to  take  away  from  the 
landlords,  who  are  for  the  most  part 
Protestants,  and  attached  to  England, 
the  possessions  they  now  enjoy,  and  to 
hand  over  those  possessions  to  the  ma- 
jority of  Boman  Catholics,  would  not 
be  the  best  way  to  establish  in  that 
country  peace  and  order,  but  that  it 
\vouid  give  an  impetus  and  an  increased 
Btimnlus  to  the  demand  for  national  in- 
dependence and  tho   establishment  of 
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Home  Bule.  [**  Hear,  hear !  *']  I  am 
glad  that  those  sentiments  are  cheered 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
I  always  thought  that  they  were  honest 
enough  to  avow  their  opinions ;  and 
those  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  thought  that  by  making  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  the  proprietors  of  the 
soil,  and  rooting  them  permanently  upon 
the  land,  by  giving  them  the  possessions 
which  now  belong  to  the  landlords,  they 
would,  by  that  means,  make  them  loyal 
to  England,  are  altogether  living  under  a 
delusion,  and  may  some  day  find  them- 
selved  bitterly  deceived.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Waterford  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Power)  made  use  of  words  which  may 
form  a  commentary  on  the  desires  of 
those  who  look  to  the  establishment  of 
local  self-government  in  Ireland  in  an 
extended  form  as  a  cure  for  existing 
evils.    The  hon.  Member  said — 

**  Tho  establishment  of  a  mere  Vestry  Board 
'would  never  meet  the  national  demand.  They 
would  never  accept  it  as  a  final  settlement. 
They  could  only  accept  it  as  a  platform  from 
which  to  demand  a  greater  measure." 

I  am  aware  that  some  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  entertain  the  be- 
lief that  if  such  a  measure  of  local  self- 
government  is  granted  to  Ireland  as  is 
granted  to  England  and  Scotland,  the 
Irish  people  would  bo  satisfied.  I  am 
glad  to  find  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Waterford  has  disposed  of  that  view  of 
the  question,  and  has  courageously  told 
the  House  that  it  would  only  be  used 
as  a  lever  to  overthrow  the  English  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  and  obtain  further 
concessions.  The  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  we  have  been  told,  will  never 
rest  satisfied  until  they  have,  at  least, 
tried  to  secure  their  independence.  [An 
hon.  Membeb:  And  have  succeeded.] 
An  hon.  Member  says,  *'  and  have  suc- 
ceeded." Well,  I  do  not  think  they 
will  succeed.  They  have  to  reckon, 
not  only  with  the  Unionists  of  England 
and  Scotland,  but  with  that  disparaged 
and  despised  body,  the  Orangemen  of 
Ireland ;  and,  although  we  have  not  re- 
cently been  talking  much  on  the  subject, 
our  resolve  is  as  firm  as  ever  to  maintain 
the  integrity  and  unity  of  the  Empire 
under  the  British  Constitution.  Sir, 
very  extreme  utterances  have  recently 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  their  followers  who  are  connected 
with  the  National  League  in  Ireland. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Cantwell,  at  a  meeting  of 
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the  Dublin  National  League,  held  on 
the  23rd  of  September,  1886,  said— 

**With  regard  to  the  closing  sentences  of 
Mr.  Pamell's  appeal  to  America  respecting  the 
Irish  tenants,  I  will  say  that  all  our  action  with 
regard  to  this  intermediary  question  of  land- 
lords and  tenants  is  only  a  step  towards  the 
great  goal  of  Irish  Nationalists,  towards  the 
establishment  of  our  Native  Parliament  here.*' 

The  hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr. 
Clancy)  stated  at  a  meeting  at  Glondal- 
kin,  in  February,  1885,  that — 

**  Until  the  Irish  National  flag  floated  over 
a  free  Parliament  in  College  Green,  there  woold 
be  no  peace  or  contentment  in  Ireland.** 

That  means  that  in  this,  the  jubilee 
year  of  the  reign  of  Her  Most  Qracious 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  notwithstanding 
the  turmoil  and  trouble  that  exist  in 
Ireland,  every  effort  of  those  who  desire 
to  bring  about  peace  and  contentment  in 
Ireland  will  be  frustrated  until  the  green 
flag  floats  over  a  free  Parliament  in 
College  Green.  Before  that  day  arrivee, 
there  will  be  battles  to  be  fought  and 
contests  to  be  engaged  in.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  one  style  of  oratory  for  this 
House  and  another  and  quite  a  different 
style  for  America.  Here  they  talk  in 
peaceful  and  dove-like  accents  of  the 
happy  times  that  are  in  store  for  us  if 
we  only  listen  to  ''the  voice  of  the 
charmer."  But  we,  who  have  read  the 
history  of  Ireland  other  than  back- 
wards, know  that  this  state  of  things  ia 
not  to  be  brought  about  by  listening  to 
the  counsels  of  hon.  Members  bmow 
the  opposite  Gangway.  I,  for  one, 
honestly  confess — and  I  speak  the  voice 
of  many  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland — 
that  we  should  not  like  to  trust  our  des- 
tinies to  the  unfettered  power  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  hierarchy.  Sir,  we  have 
been  told  by  an  hon.  Member  in  this 
House  that  he  is  quite  satisfied  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaifl;n,  because  it  has  been 
blessed  by  Archbishop  Walsh.  Can  we 
doubt  that  the  same  Archbishop,  who 
has  told  us  that  Trinity  College  must 
belong  to  the  Boman  Catholics,  and  who 
is  bound,  by  the  oath  which  he  took  at  his 
consecration,  to  suppress  heresy,  when 
it  is  in  his  power  to  do  so,  will,  if  he  has 
control  over  an  Irish  Parliament,  and 
such  disloyal  Members  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  I  have  referred, 
use  every  exertion  to  establish  the  entire 
domination  of  his  Church  in  Ireland, 
and  to  suppress  the  civil  and  religioos 
liberties  which  the  Protestants  now  e«- 
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joy  in  tbat  country,  and  for  whicli  our 
ancestors  suffered  so  much  in  other  days. 
We  have  read  history,  it  is  to  be  hoped, 
with  some  advantage,  and  we  are  not 
prepared  to  sacrifice  our  rights,  and 
abandon  the  privileges  we  possess  under 
a  free  Constitution.  We  are  not  prepared 
to  abandon  the  position  we  hold  in  a 
United  Empire,  ruled  over  by  our 
Gracious  Sovereign,  for  such  patronage 
as  would  be  extended  to  us  by  a  Par- 
nellite  Parliament  commanded  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 
The  other  day  a  rev.  gentleman  from 
the  United  States,  who  rejoices  in  the 
name  of  James  Carey,  said — 

"  He  would  simply  tell  them  that  he  voiced, 
he  was  sure,  tho  sentiments  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  American  people,  when  ho  said  that  their 
heart  and  soul  was  with  the  people  of  Ireland 
in  their  battle  for  liberty.  He  would  tell  them 
more— the  people  of  the  United  States  espe- 
cially, that  the  people  bom  there  understood 
everything,  but  they  did  not  understand  why 
they  did  not  fight  here  at  home.*' 

Will  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangwray 
explain  to  this  patriotic  priest  the  reason 
why  his  compatriots  would  not  fight? 
Is  it  because  they  thought  that  they 
would  gain  their  objects  without  fight- 
ing; or,  because  there  were,  among 
these  gentlemen,  a  number  of  persons 
who  enjoy  the  peaceful  instincts  of  the 
Quakers  ?  This  gentleman  evidently  im- 
plied that,  unless  something  in  the  shape 
of  fighting  was  undertaken,  the  Ameri- 
cans will  withhold  their  dollars. 

An  hon.  Member  :  So  they  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  It  is  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  who  possess  the  larger 
proportion  of  the  wealth,  and  enjoy  the 
greatest  amount  of  intelligence  in  the 
country,  and  we  should  not  be  afraid,  in 
any  competitive  examination,  to  hold 
our  own  against  our  Eoman  Catholic 
fellow-subjects.  For  my  part,  I  have 
never  desired  to  see  the  Irish  Protes- 
tants occupying  a  position  of  ascendancy. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  An  hon.  Member 
says  "  Hear,  hear ! "  Now,  I  have 
never  desired  to  see  an  ascendancy  on 
the  part  of  the  Protestant  people  of  Ire- 
land. I  am  prepared  to  concede  to  my 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  per- 
fect religious  and  civil  equality,  but  we 
are  determined  not  to  allow  this  platform 
to  be  made  the  means  of  obtaining  an 
ascendancy  on  the  part  of  those  who  are 
predominant  in  the  Home  Rule  Party. 


May  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  jllouso 
while  I  quote  a  passage  which  is  con- 
tained in  the  Tenth  Iteport  of  the  His- 
torical Manuscript  Commission,  and 
which  is  certainly  ancient  history.  In 
one  of  the  manuscripts  of  the  Earl  of 
Fingall  there  is  an  interesting  document 
headed  A  Light  to  the  BUnd^  which  gives 
an  account  of  the  contest  between  Wil- 
liam III.  and  James  11.  The  writer 
states  what  his  idea  is  of  the  best  way  of 
regulating  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  I 
quote  his  sentiments  because  I  believe 
they  are  the  sentiments  of  those  who 
desire,  at  the  present  moment,  to  see 
Home  Rule  established  in  Ireland.  The 
document  says — 

"  And  to  render  Irish  Catholicks  effectaally 
potent  for  this  end ;  it  will  be  requisite  for  the 
King  to  restore  unto  them  their  antient  estates, 
which  the  Protestant  usurpers  have  retained  in 

?08S6ssion  these  forty  years  past ;  to  make  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland  absolut  in  enacting 
lawes,  without  being  obliged  to  send  before- 
hand the  prepared  Bills  which  are  destined  to 
pass  into  Acts  by  the  consent  of  boUi  Howses 
of  Parliament,  for  the  King*s  precedent  appro- 
bation of  them to  make  the  Judi- 
cature of  the  nation  determin  causes  without 

an  appeal  to  the  tribunals  of  England 

to  putt  allwayes  the  Viceroydom  into  the  hands 
of  an  Irish  Catholick  ;  to  conforr  the  principal 
posts  of  State  and  Warr  on  the  Catholick 
natives  ;  to  keep  a  standing  army  of  8,000 
Catholicks;  to  train  a  Catholick  militia;  to 
maintain  a  fleet  of  24  warlick  ships  of  the 
fourth  rate ;  to  give  the  moyety  of  eccle- 
siactical  liveings  to  the  Catholick  Bishops  and 
parish  priests  dureing  the  life  of  tho  present 
Protestant  Bishops  and  ministers,  and  after  the 
death  of  these  to  conferr  all  the  said  liveings 
on  the  Roman  clergy." 

This,  I  think,  is  an  illustration  of  the 
objects  and  aim  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Q-angway  on  the  opposite  side 
— namely,  the  restoration  of  the  land 
and  the  ancient  estates  held  by  the  Pro- 
testants to  the  Boman  Catholic  pea- 
santry of  Ireland,  together  with  placing 
the  whole  power  and  control  of  the  mili- 
tary and  police  under  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive. The  exceedingly  moderate  tone 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to-night  must  not 
deceive  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  because  the  tone  which  is 
assumed  here  for  the  purposes  of  debate 
is  entirely  different  from  that  assumed 
by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  ad- 
dresses those  American  Fenians  across 
the  Atlantic  who  are  the  paymasters  of 
the  Irish  Party.  I  thank  the  House, 
and  especially  those  who  are  naturally 
hostile  to  the  sentiments  I  have  ex- 
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pressed,  for  their  courtesy  in  listening 
v'o  me  on  this  occasion.  I  trust  that,  in 
80  doingp  they  will  have  felt  that  I  have 
honestly  desired  to  express  tho  senti- 
ments I  hold  for  tho  good  of  our 
common  country.  I  desire  to  protest 
against  the  severance  of  the  lins  that 
binds  Ireland  to  £ngland,  and  in  this, 
the  jubilee  of  the  reign  of  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty,  I  ask  the  House  and 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  to  do  what 
in  them  lies  to  restore  peace  and  pros- 
perity to  Ireland,  and  to  maintain 
unbroken  and  unimpaired  the  integrity 
of  the  British  Empire. 

Mr.   PINKERTON    (Galway)  said, 
the    speech  of  the   hon.  Member   for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  reminded 
him  somewhat  of  the  month  of  March, 
which  came  in  like  a  lion  and  went  out 
like    a   lamb.    The  parallel,  however, 
was  not  quite  exact,  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber began  his  speech  in  a  lamblike  tone 
and  towards  its  close  had  emitted  a  lion- 
like roar.    The  hon.  Gentleman  claimed 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Protes- 
tants,   and    of    the   uprightness    and 
impartiality  of  Protestant  jurors  of  Ire- 
land.    Ho  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  denied  this. 
He  hoped  the  case  of  the  Walkers  had 
not  escaped  the  recollection  of  the  hon. 
Member.     The  Walkers  were  caught 
red-handed  in  the  act  of  shooting  down 
a  policeman  and  a  soldier,  yet  the  Pro- 
testant  jurors   at    the    recent    Ulster 
Winter  Assizes   refused  to  find  them 
guil^of  murder,  although  requested  by 
the  «f udge  to  do  so.     The  hon.  Member 
for   South   Belfast   protested    against 
threats  which  he  said  were  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) ; 
but  that   hon.  Gentleman  had  simply 
pointed  out  the  result  which  followed 
the  disaatrous  rejection  of  ameliorating 
xoeasures  before,  and  also  showed  that 
Tbo   adoption    of  a  policy  of  coercion 
oould   have    but   one  end.     The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Belfast  had  stated 
that  the  people  of  Belfast  would  do  all 
tsej  could  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland ;  but  he  (Mr.  Pin- 
kerton) might  point  out  to  them  that 
tho  people  he  represented  were  those 
who  had  shown  their  good-will  by  tar- 
ring and  feathering  their  Catholic  fellow 
workmen,    shooting    down    inoffensive 
Catholics  at  the  comer  of  streets,  and 
turning  on  thoee  who  represented  the 
Government  and  wero  endeavouring  to 
uphold  the  law.    The  hon.  Member  for 
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South  Belfast  had  also  said  there  would 
he  no  peace  and  contentment  in  Ireland 
if  tho  green  flag  floated  over  an  Irish 
Parliament.     But  he  (Mr.  Pinkerton) 
paid  tho  want  of  peace  and  contentment 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  was  largely  duo 
to  the  outrageous  conduct  of  those  who 
took  part  in  the  Orange  display  of  tho 
12th  July,  and  celebrations  of  a  like 
character.    The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  said  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
were  not  in  favour  of  Home  Bule.    He 
(Mr.  Johnston)  was  speaking  on  behalf 
of   the    ignorant  and    bigoted  section 
which  he  represented ;  for  speakinp:  as  an 
Irish  Protestant  himself  he  (Mr.  Pinker- 
ton) could  assure  the  House  that  the  bone 
and  sinew  of  the  Irish  Protestants  were 
strongly  in  favour  of  Home  Bule.    The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  had  also 
referred  to  the  Catholic  clergy,  and  said 
he  could  not  trust  to  the  Boman  Catholic 
clergymen,  or  to  a  Parliament  controlled 
by  tne  clergymen  of  that  denomination. 
He  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity recently  when  engaged  in  advo- 
cating   the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  of  meeting  with  more 
independence  and  of  seeing  more  truly 
independent  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Catholic  population  in  a  week  than  ho 
had  ever  seen  among  the  Protestants  in 
half  a  year.     The  action  of  tho  Catholic 
clergy  would  bear  favourable  compari- 
son with  that  of  the  Bev.  Banting  Bear- 
ing   Hush    Hanna,  and  others  of  his 
stamp.     lie  was  proud,  as  a  Protestant, 
to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  conduct  of  the 
priests  in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland. 
The   hon.   Member  for  South  Belfast 
had  also  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  landed 
interests.  He  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  contended 
that  by  the  creation  of  a  peasant  pro* 
prietary  the  national  demands  of  the 
people  were  not  stifled.    On  the  con- 
trary, the  more  firmly  the  people  were 
established  on  the  soil  of  Ireland,  the 
more  sympathetic  they  would   become 
with  the  claims  of  the  National  Party. 
In  his  opinion,  landlordism  had  done 
more  to  separate  the  people  than  all  the 
secret  societies  which  had  existed  from 
the    Biband    and  Whiteboy    Sodetiea 
down  to  the  present  day.  But  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  now  more  loyal  to  the 
English  connection  than  ever  they  were, 
a  fact  which  was  due  to  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone). 
Beference  had  been  made  to  the  circum* 
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law  in  Ireland  ho  long  as   it    is    the 
law.    They  see  that  it  is  the  poor  and 
the  defenceless  who  suffer  most  from 
breaches  of  the  criminal  law.     The  civil 
Oode  is,  to  a  gpreat  extent,  the  Code  of 
the  rich  man.      The  poor  man  is  not 
able  to  avail  himself  of  it  as  much  as  he 
ought  to  on  account  of  the  cost;  but, 
from  the  criminal  law,  he  feels  that  he 
can  get  redress,  and  if  the  mass  of  the 
people  feel  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
the  law,  thej  will  be  determined  that  it 
shall  be  carried  out.     But  saying  this, 
and  feeling  it  as  strongly  as  I  do,  I  feel 
that  there  are    conditions  which    the 
people  of  England  would  attach  to  the 
introduction  of  new  criminal  legislation. 
In  the  first  place,  I  think  they  would  not 
wish  to  see  any  special  legislation  applied 
to  Ireland.    If  we  are  going  to  amend 
the  criminal  law,  let  it  be  amended  for 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  alike. 
I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country 
are  not  prepared  to  inflict  punishment 
on  Ireland  which  they  are  not  prepared 
to  inflict  on  themselves.    Then,  again, 
it  should  not  be  a  temporary,  but  a  per- 
manent law.  A  temporary  law  is  more  cal- 
culated to  be  a  severe  and  stringent  law 
than  one  which  is  intended  to  be  perma- 
nent.    Hon.  Members,  if  they  knew  that 
a  law  was  only  to  be  imposed  forone  year, 
mTght  make  it  exceptionally  stringent ; 
but  they  would  be  very  careful  indeed 
not  to  make  it  too  stringent  if  it  was 
intended  to  be  a  permanent  law.    Then, 
again,  a  temporary  law  which  might  be 
good  for  1887,  but  not  at  all  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  1888,  would  not, 
therefore,  carry  the  same  moral  sanction 
with  it  as  if  it  were  made  a  permanent 
law.     Further,  it  is  not  enough — and  I 
hope  to  hear  the  admission  on  this  side 
of  the  House — to  enforce  the  law.   The 
fault  we  have  so  often  committed  in  past 
times  is,  that  we  have  been  firm  at  one 
time  and  just  at  another,  but  we  have 
seldom    seen    a  .Government  combine 
firmness  and  justice  together.    That  is 
why  I  find  fault  with  some  portions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.    While  I  see 
that  there  is  to  be  at  once  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  criminal  law,  I  do  not  sqo  it 
put  in  equally  emphatic  terms  that  there 
18  to  be  that  redress  of  grievances  which 
cught  to  accompany  an  amendment  of 
the  criminal  law.     The  redress,  I   am 
eony  to  see,  is  to  depend  upon  the 
reports  of  two  Commissions  and  a  hypo- 
Ihesb.    We  are  told  that  there  is  to  be 


local  government  if  the  circumstances 
render  it  possible.  But  the  question 
of  local  government  was  put  in  the 
forefront  at  the  Qeneral  Election.  It 
was  the  alternative  policy  on  every 
Tory  platform.  Lord  Salisbury  has 
spoken  of  20'years  of  firm  government. 
Let  us  have  20,  or  100,  years  of  firm 
government  if  you  like ;  but  let  us  also 
have  100  years  of  justice.  Then,  again,  as 
to  the  Commissions  which  have  been  ap- 

Eointed,  I  do  not  my  self  quite  see — it  may 
e  owing  to  my  ignorance  of  official  life — 
why  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  wait 
for  the  Beports  of  these  two  Commis- 
sions. These  are  questions  which  the 
officials  of  the  G-ovemment  ought  to  be 
perfectly  well  acquainted  with.  There 
is  a  large  staff  of  permanent  officials  in 
Ireland,  and  is  it  possible  that  these 
men,  who  have  been  in  the  office  for 
years,  and  have  been  receiving  large 
salaries,  know  nothing  about  these  two 
most  important  questions — that  of  the 
land  and  that  of  the  material  needs  of 
Ireland — and  that  it  is  necessary  to  go 
through  two  long  and  dreary  Commis- 
sions? Then,  again,  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  in  this  House  are  in  as  impar- 
tial a  position  to  form  an  opinion  upon 
the  Irish  Question  as  the  public  outside. 
When  we  once  come  into  this  House, 
the  spirit  of  Party  sits  heavy  upon  us ; 
but  we  are  bound  to  recollect  that 
Parties  in  the  present  day  are  very 
much  in  a  transition  state.  In  regard 
to  Party  questions  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land, we  may  be  quite  sure  of  this — 
that  the  one  thing  the  people  feel  about 
it  is,  that  hitherto  the  g^eat  curse  of  Ire- 
land is  that  it  has  been  treated  too  much 
as  a  Party  question.  Ireland  has  been 
made  the  shuttlecock  of  Parties.  We 
are  likely  to  be  influenced  by  the  types 
of  extreme  men  we  have  in  this  House. 
If  all  the  landlords  outside  were  of  the 
same  good  type  as  those  in  this  House, 
my  opinion  is  that  matters  would  be  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  are;  but  you  have 
the  pick  of  the  landlords  here,  and  they 
do  not  represent  the  average  landlord. 
As  to  the  question  of  property,  the  people 
of  this  country  feel  that  there  is  other 
property  as  well  as  land,  and  that  the 
tenants'  property  has  just  as  much  right 
to  be  considered  as  that  of  the  landlords. 
Then  we  have  the  Orange  Members,  such 
as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  W.  Johnston),  who  spoke  re- 
cently from  this  seat.    I  cannot  believe 
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actually  filched  his  one  clause  Bill  from 
the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  However,  so  strongly  did  he  feel 
the  necessity  for  the  introduction  of  a 
Leasehold  Bill,  that  he  '^orod  cot  by 
whom  it  was  inrrocuced.  Leaseholders 
in  Ireland,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  were, 
to  a  great  extent,  Unionists  ;  and  he 
would  remind  the  Government  that  if 
they  refused  much  longer  to  admit 
them  into  Court,  they  would  very  materi- 
ally strengthen  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  Unless  something 
real  and  tangible  were  soon  given  to  the 
people  of  the  North  for  all  their  loyalty, 
the  Government  might  take  it  for  granted 
that  they  would  begin  to  compare  the 
attention  they  received  with  that  which 
was  accorded  to  the  Nationalists.  In 
conclusion,  he  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  wished 
to  say,  if  the  Government  wished  seri- 
ously to  remove  the  discontent  from 
Ireland,  they  would  allow  the  Irish 
people  to  legislate  for  their  own  affairs, 
since  the  English  House  of  Commons 
had  proved  itself  so  incompetent  for  the 
task,  and  they  would  also  strive  to  pass 
a  Leaseholds  Bill  upon  a  fair  and  equit- 
able basis.  When  the  Land  Question 
was  settled,  as  had  been  said,  they 
would  be  able  to  take  up  the  question 
of  self-government  in  its  entirety.  But 
the  Nationalist  Party  had  no  intention  of 
severing  the  connecting-link  between 
Ireland  and  England.  ['<  Oh,"  and 
laughter,']  There  was  not  a  Member  of 
that  Party  who  did  not  wish  rather  to 
connect  the  countries  together  by  stronger 
bonds  than  had  ever  existed  before,  by 
the  sense  of  right  and  justice,  and  with 
the  idea  that  the  Democracy  of  England 
was  fighting  on  their  side,  and  that  it 
was  only  a  privileged  class  in  the  one 
country  bolstering  up  a  privileged  class 
in  the  other  [**  Hear,  hear,"]  which  was 
depriving  them  of  their  just  rights. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  (Preston):  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
misrepresents  both  the  I^eader  of  his 
Party,  and  some  other  important  Mem- 
bers of  it,  when  he  says  that  separa- 
tion is  not  their  object.  The  Amend- 
ment is  most  ingeniously  worded.  In- 
deed, it  seems  to  be  the  fashion  in  this 
House  so  to  word  Amendments  as  to  get 
as  many  hon.  Members  as  possible  to  vote 
for  them,  and  to  commit  such  Members 
as  little  as  possible.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  his  Amendment,  says  that  he 
advocates  ''such  a  reform  in  the  law 
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and  the  system  of  government  as  will 
satisfy  the  needs  and  secure  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people."  Many 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
would  go  as  far  as  that;  but  a  great 
deal  depends  upon  what  is  meant  by 
'^  satisfying  the  needs  and  securine^the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people."  Does 
the  hon.  Member  mean  to  satisfy  their 
political  aspirations  about  which  we  are 
certainly  not  unanimous,  or  does  he  mean 
their  material  and  social  needs ;  and  by 
''the  Irish"  people  does  he  mean  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland  or  the  political 
agitator,  or  the  average  Irishman  in 
that  country  ?  Does  ho  mean  the  people 
living  in  Ireland,  or  Irishmen  living  in 
America,  or  Paris?  But  the  Amend- 
ment, although  ingeniously  general  in 
its  terms,  at  least  contains  two  valuable 
admissions — first,  that,  after  all,  the 
Land  Question  is  the  one  question  which 
is  causing  the  present  crisis  in  Ireland ; 
and,|secondly,  the  further  admission  that 
a  good  deal  has  been  done,  even  by  the 
landlords  themselves,  to  remedy  the  de- 
fects of  the  Land  Laws.  But  when  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  has  recently  been  novel, 
unconstitutional,  and  perhaps  doubtful, 
he  can  hardly,  I  think,  have  meant  to 
attack  the  Chief  Secretary  for  acting 
in  a  manner  which  must  meet  witn 
the  approval  of  most  persons  of  any 
humanity  in  trying  to  divest  himself  of 
the  character  of  a  hard-hearted  official, 
and  to  alleviate  the  miseries  of  those 
tenants  who  were  liable  to  eviction.  I 
certainly  think  it  would  be  curious  if  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  Honse 
were  to  condemn  the  Chief  Secretaxy  for 
that,  and  at  the  same  time  to  resist  him 
when  he  brings  in  a  measure  which  is 
not  to  punish  the  poor  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, butthoso  who  havebeennotoriottflj 
and  openly  breaking  the  law.  I  fancy 
that  there  are  a  number  of  law  breakers 
in  Ireland  whom  even  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  himsrff 
would  be  glad  to  see  punished. 
One  of  the  greats  troubles  of  Ire- 
land is  that  moonlighting,  connected, 
in  the  first  instance,  with  agrarian 
disputes,  has  passed  now  beyond  the 
power  of  the  Land  League  to  cheek 
or  control,  and  is  taking  the  form  of 
vulgar  and  ordinary  crime.  But  whe- 
ther the  cause  of  crime  be  agrsrisn 
or  not,  I  think  that  the  people  of  this 
country  are  determined  to  uphold  tke 
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law  in  Ireland  ro  long  as   it    is    the 
law.    They  see  that  it  is  the  poor  and 
the  defenceless  who  suffer  most  from 
breaches  of  the  criminal  law.     The  clvi) 
Oode  is,  to  a  gpreat  extent,  the  Code  of 
the  rich  man.      The  poor  man  is  not 
able  to  avail  himself  of  it  as  much  as  he 
ought  to  on  account  of  the  cost;  but, 
from  the  criminal  law,  he  feels  that  he 
can  get  redress,  and  if  the  mass  of  the 
people  feel  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
the  law,  they  will  be  determined  that  it 
shall  be  carried  out.     But  saying  this, 
and  feeling  it  as  strongly  as  I  do,  I  feel 
that  there  are    conditions  which    the 
people  of  England  would  attach  to  the 
introduction  of  new  criminal  legislation. 
In  the  first  place,  I  think  they  would  not 
wish  to  see  any  special  legislation  applied 
to  Ireland.    If  we  are  going  to  amend 
the  criminal  law,  let  it  be  amended  for 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  alike. 
I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country 
are  not  prepared  to  inflict  punishment 
on  Ireland  which  they  are  not  prepared 
to  inflict  on  themselves.    Then,  again, 
it  should  not  be  a  temporary,  but  a  per- 
manent law.  A  temporary  law  is  more  cal- 
culated to  be  a  severe  and  stringent  law 
than  one  which  is  intended  to  be  perma- 
nent.    Hon.  Members,  if  they  knew  that 
a  law  was  only  to  be  imposed  forone  year, 
mfght  make  it  exceptionally  stringent ; 
but  they  would  be  very  careful  indeed 
not  to  make  it  too  stringent  if  it  was 
intended  to  be  a  permanent  law.    Then, 
again,  a  temporary  law  which  might  be 
good  for  1887,  but  not  at  all  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  1888,  would  not, 
therefore,  carry  the  same  moral  sanction 
with  it  as  if  it  were  made  a  permanent 
law.    Further,  it  is  not  enough — and  I 
hope  to  hear  the  admission  on  this  side 
of  the  House — to  enforce  the  law.    The 
fault  we  have  so  often  committed  in  past 
times  is,  that  we  have  been  firm  at  one 
time  and  just  at  another,  but  we  have 
seldom    seen    a  .Government  combine 
firmness  and  justice  together.    That  is 
why  I  find  fault  with  some  portions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.    While  I  see 
that  there  is  to  be  at  once  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  criminal  law,  I  do  not  sqo  it 
put  in  equally  emphatic  terms  that  there 
is  to  be  that  redress  of  grievances  which 
ought  to  accompany  an  amendment  of 
the  criminal  law.     The  redress,  I  am 
sorry  to  see,  is  to  depend  upon  the 
reports  of  two  Commissions  and  a  hypo- 
thesis.   We  are  told  that  there  is  to  be 


local  government  if  the  circumstances 
render  it  possible.  But  the  question 
of  local  government  was  put  in  the 
forefront  at  the  Qeneral  Election.  It 
was  the  alternative  policy  on  every 
Tory  platform.  Lord  Salisbury  has 
spoken  of  20- years  of  firm  government. 
Let  us  have  20,  or  100,  years  of  firm 
government  if  you  like ;  but  let  us  also 
have  1 00  years  of  j  ustice.  Then,  again,  as 
to  the  Commissions  which  have  been  ap- 

Eointed,  I  do  not  myself  quite  see — it  may 
e  owing  to  my  ignorance  of  official  life — 
why  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  wait 
for  the  Beports  of  these  two  Commis- 
sions. These  are  questions  which  the 
officials  of  the  Government  ought  to  be 
perfectly  well  acquainted  with.  There 
is  a  large  staff  of  permanent  officials  in 
Ireland,  and  is  it  possible  that  these 
men,  who  have  been  in  the  office  for 
years,  and  have  been  receiving  large 
salaries,  know  nothing  about  these  two 
most  important  questions — that  of  the 
land  and  that  of  the  material  needs  of 
Ireland — and  that  it  is  necessary  to  go 
through  two  long  and  dreary  Commis- 
sions? Then,  again,  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  in  this  House  are  in  as  impar- 
tial a  position  to  form  an  opinion  upon 
the  Irish  Question  as  the  public  outside. 
When  we  once  come  into  this  House, 
the  spirit  of  Party  sits  heavy  upon  us ; 
but  we  are  bound  to  recollect  that 
Parties  in  the  present  day  are  very 
much  in  a  transition  state.  In  regard 
to  Party  questions  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land, we  may  be  quite  sure  of  this — 
that  the  one  thing  the  people  feel  about 
it  is,  that  hitherto  the  great  curse  of  Ire- 
land is  that  it  has  been  treated  too  much 
as  a  Party  question.  Ireland  has  been 
made  the  shuttlecock  of  Parties.  We 
are  likely  to  be  influenced  by  the  types 
of  extreme  men  we  have  in  this  House. 
If  all  the  landlords  outside  were  of  the 
same  good  type  as  those  in  this  House, 
my  opinion  is  that  matters  would  be  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  are;  but  you  have 
the  pick  of  the  landlords  here,  and  they 
do  not  represent  the  average  landlord. 
As  to  the  question  of  property,  the  people 
of  this  country  feel  that  there  is  other 
property  as  well  as  land,  and  that  the 
tenants'  property  has  just  as  much  right 
to  be  considered  as  that  of  the  landlords. 
Then  we  have  the  Orange  Members,  such 
as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  W.  Johnston),  who  spoke  re- 
cently from  this  seat.    I  cannot  believe 
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that  these  Gentlemen  adequately  repre- 
sent the  Protestant  opinion  of  Ireland.  I, 
myself,  represent  a  Lancashire  constitu- 
ency, which  ie  in  the  peculiar  position  of 
containing  within  it  nearly  one-third  of 
Boman  Catholics.  So  far  as  English 
Homan  Catholics  are  concerned,  I  find 
them  ready  and  willing  to  work  with 
their  Orange  and  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen  ;  and  in  Lancashire,  Koman 
Catholics  and  Protestants  combine  to- 
gether for  every  good  work.  There  is 
a  general  feeling  that  what  is  good  for 
England  and  Wales,  where  there  is  a 
Protestant  majority,  and  a  Catholic 
minority,  should  be  equally  good  for 
Ireland,  where  they  have  a  Catholic 
majority,  and  a  Protestant  minority. 
Then,  when  I  come  to  deal  with  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  represent  the 
people  of  Ireland,  it  appears  to  me  that 
with  regard  to  them  there,  again  there 
is  a  difficulty.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
average  Irishman  is  by  any  means  the 
extreme  politician  that  we  are  accus- 
tomed to  meet  in  this  House.  I  do  not 
believe  that  in  the  mind  of  the  average 
Irishman  there  is  that  bitterness  of 
feeling  which  exists  towards  the  Eng- 
lish Government  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
opposite.  I  know  that,  from  my  own 
experience  in  the  employment  of  Irish 
harvestmen  and  labourers,  I  find  among 
all  of  them  a  kindliness  and  considera- 
tion for  England  which  I  wish  we  could 
more  often  hear  expressed  on  the 
Benches  opposite.  I  believe  that  in  this 
country  we  are  becoming  somewhat  sick 
of  politicians  and  political  remedies. 
Sensational  Acts  may  have  brought 
glory  to  individual  Statesmen,  or  opened 
avenues  to  office  for  political  Parties, 
but  the  people*  whom  they  were  sup- 
posed to  benefit  have  got  very  little 
from  them  indeed.  We  have  had  tbo 
much  of  Party  questions  and  political 
considerations,  and  if  we  want  to  legis- 
late we  must  do  it  both  for  Ireland 
and  England,  not  with  the  view  of 
satisfying  the  aspirations  of  politicians, 
but  of  meeting  the  real  and  material 
wants  of  the  people  of  both  coun- 
tries. I  believe  that  the  people  of  this 
country  have  a  real  sympathy  for  Ire- 
land. They  feel  and  know  that  just  as 
they  desire  to  have  their  own  trade 
and  social  wants  satisfied,  so  the  Irish 
men  also  desire  to  have  their's  satis- 
fied.   I  believe  there  is  genuine  self- 
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confidence  among  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  they  are  not  going  to  throw 
up  the  game  in  despair,  or  admit  their 
own  incompetence  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. The  people  of  this  country  have 
come  of  age,  and  they  are  not  going  to 
throw  up  their  inheritance  either  in  dis- 
gust or  despair.  The  more  we  assert 
that  the  Irish  Members  are  not  the 
adequate  Hepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people,  the  more  it  becomes  our  boun- 
den  duty  to  see  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land do  not  suffer  in  consequence ;  and 
the  more  we  may  decry  mere  political 
remedies,  the  greater  is  the  necessity 
that  we  should  attend  to  their  ma- 
terial wants.  Is  there  any  trade  ques- 
tion that  can  possibly  interest  the  people 
of  this  country  as  the  Land  Question 
interests  the  people  of  Ireland.  Un- 
fortunately, and  to  a  large  extent,  by 
our  own  fault,  we  have  destroyed  every 
other  industry  in  Ireland,  and  it  has 
come  to  pass  that  the  people  have  been 
wholly  thrown  upon  the  land.  Even 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  admits 
that  the  Land  Question  at  the  present 
day  is  the  most  important  question  of 
all.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and 
all  history,  tell  us  the  same  tale.  It  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  Land  Commission 
of  which  we  hear  does  not  mean  delay 
in  dealing  with  the  question ;  and  above 
all,  I  hope  that  if  it  is  to  be  dealt  with, 
it  will  not  be  dealt  with  on  any  new  and 
fantastic  principles.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  has,  ap- 
parently, got  some  new  theory  of  his 
own  as  to  rent — namely,  that  no  rent  is 
to  be  paid  until  after  the  occupier  of  the 
land  has  got  a  reasonable  return  for  his 
labour.  The  objection  to  this  is,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  would  not  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  poorer  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, who  suffer  most  under  the  present 
condition  of  the  Land  Question  ;  and,  in 
the  next,  that  any  dealing  with  the 
question  upon  this  basis  would  postpone 
till  an  indefinite  period  the  settlement 
of  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland,  because 
it  would  open  up  the  question  of  rent 
in  England  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  in 
Ireland.  Although  I  entirely  agree 
with  many  of  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  8oQth 
Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill\ 
I  confess  that  I  was  surprised  the  other 
day  to  hear  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  snbjeot.    The  noble 
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Lord  seemed    to  think  it  possible  to 
return  to  the  dayo  of  political  economy 
and  of  free   contract,    and    he   asked 
why    it    was    more  hard  to   evict  the 
tenants  in  Glenbeigh  than  m  London. 
The  answer  to  that  is  very  clear  indeed. 
When  you  have  destroyed  every  indus- 
try throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  England,  and  there  is  no  resource  left 
but  to  go  back  upon  the  land,  the  cases 
will  be  similar,  but  not  till  then.     We 
in  Lancashire  are  not  inclined  to  blindly 
worship  the  principle  of  freedom  of  con- 
tract; for  we  know  what  the  Factory 
Acts  have  done  for  women  and  children 
by  abolishing  contract.   The  women  and 
children  protected  by  the  Factory  Acts 
were  not  a  bit  more  helpless  than  these 
unfortunate  Irish  tenants.     Hard  com- 
mercial principles  applied  to  the  land 
have  been  the  modern  curse  of  Ire- 
land ;   and  when  you  have  the  landlord 
an    absentee,  managing   his    property 
through  an  agent,  you  have  commercial 
principles  in  a  doubly  aggravated  form. 
The    old    kindly  dealing    due   to   the 
friendly  intercourse   between    landlord 
and  tenant,  and  which  in  this  country 
has  affected  the  relations  between  them, 
no  longer  exists  on  the  estates  of  the 
mere  merchant  in  land,  who  purchased 
as  a  speculation  under  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Act.      If  such   kindly  feeling 
could    be  re-established,   I  believe    it 
would  do  much  to  smooth  matters,  even 
where  the  people  are  less  warm-hearted 
than    in  Ireland.     If  it  is  unwise  to 
alter  the  principles  on  which  the  Land 
Act    is    based,   how  do  we  find   our- 
selves now  in  regard  to  the  Land  Act 
itself?     That  Act  proposed    that  the 
Irish  tenants  should  have  fair  rents, 
and  that  they  should  have  an  absolute 
ri^ht  in  their  own  improvements.    It  is 
difficult  for  an  Englishman  to  under- 
stand exactly  how  far  the  tenants  have 
got  the  benefit  of  these  Acts.    It  strikes 
me  as  a  curious  fact  that  whereas  there 
are  700,000   of   these    tenants  in  Ire- 
land, no  more  than  200,000  of  them 
have  got  judicial  rents  fixed  at  all.    I 
do  not  know  the  cause  of  that ;  but,  if 
fair  rents  were  intended  to  be  given  to 
them  by  the  Land  Acts,  we  ought  to  see 
that  justice  is  done,  and  that  the  Acts 
are  carried  out,  both  in  the  letter  and 
spirit.    Although  I  found  myself  utterly 
unable  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  last  Session,  when  he  intro- 
duced his  Bill  to  bring  down  rents  tem- 


porarily by  50  per  cent ;  yet  I  do  think 
that  it  would  be  a  wise  and  permanent 
settlement  of  the  question  if,  having 
promised  the  tenants  a  fair  rent,  you 
could  introduce  a  sliding  scale  which 
would  adjust  itself  according  to  the  price 
of  produce  in  Ireland.  Then,  again,  as 
to  the  tenants'  improvements.  I  under- 
stand that  in  the  last  Land  Act  the 
tenant  was  not  to  be  rented  on  his  own 
improvements.  If  that  is  not  the  law, 
then  the  law  ought  to  be  altered.  There 
is  also  another  question  about  which  I  am 
not  clear,  and  upon  which  I  should  like 
to  receive  some  information  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  In  England,  if  we  evict 
a  tenant,  two  things  happen.  In  the 
first  place,  the  tenant  has  somewhere  to 
go  to ;  and  he  gets  full  compensation 
for  his  improvements,  although  the  im« 
provements  are  not  done  on  anything 
like  the  same  scale  as  in  Ireland.  What 
I  want  to  know  is,  whether  in  Ireland, 
when  a  tenant  is  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  his  rent,  which  might  be  £10, 
does  that  lead  to  the  forfeiture  by  the 
tenant  of  a  tenant-right  which  may  be 
worth  £100  or  £200?  ICrm  of  Yes! " 
Jrom  the  Borne  Rule  BenchesJ]  If  that  be 
so,  the  Act  certainly  requires  amend- 
ment. It  seems  clear  that,  at  any  rate, 
it  is  not  working  as  was  originally  in- 
tended ;  and  if  we  want  to  put  an  end 
to  endless  agitation,  we  ought  to  have 
these  Land  Acts  settled  once  and  for 
ever.  I  want  to  know  who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  bad  working  of  these  Acts  ? 
Is  it  due  to  the  ambiguity  of  the  phrase- 
ology of  the  Acts  ?  If  so,  let  us  apply 
a  remedy.  Is  it  due  to  the  impossibility 
of  the  tenants  finding  their  way  into  the 
Land  Courts?  If  so,  let  us  make  it 
cheaper  for  them  to  go  there.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
do  not  wish  them  to  go  into  the  Land 
Courts,  and  have  the  question  settled; 
because  it  would  be  the  means  of  stop- 
ping the  land  agitation.  Then,  I  say, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  to  protect 
people  against  such  agitation,  and  to 
say,  whether  it  is  the  fault  of  the  law 
or  of  the  agitation,  that  the  tenants 
do  not  get  the  full  benefit  of  the  Acts. 
I  may  be  told,  in  answer  to  the  remarks 
I  have  made — ''Oh,  but,  in  the  first 
place,  the  tenants  of  Ireland  are  a  great 
deal  richer  than  you  generally  give  them 
credit  for.  They  have  got  money  in  the 
savings  banks."  Yes ;  but  I  know  that 
not  long  ago,  at  the  General  Election, 
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Conservative  speakers  were  pointing  to 
the  increase  of  deposits  in  the  savings 
banks,  not  as  showing  increased  pros- 
perilj,  but  the  lack  of  confidence  and 
the    small    scope    for  safe   investment 
that  existed.    It  was  said  that  when 
other  means  of  investment  decreased, 
the  people  put  their  money  into  the 
savings  banks.     Then  it  is  said  that 
enormous    sums    are    being    paid   for 
tenant-right.    Is  not  that  owing  to  the 
fact  of  the  bitter  competition  for  the 
possession   of  land?     Naturally,    now 
that  the  rent  has  been   reduced,   the 
tenant  right  has  become  more  valuable 
than  it  was.    In  raising  this  point,  I 
have  been  sometimes  met  by  this  some- 
what contradictory  answer — **  Oh,  these 
people  are  so  poor,  that  if  you  were  to 
give  them  the  land  for  nothing  they 
would  not  be  able  to  live  upon  it." 
Now,   it    strikes    me    that    that   is    a 
curious    argument    in    justification   of 
enforcing  rack-rents.      The  very  first 
thing  we  have  to  do  is  to  settle  the 
Land  Act,  and  see  that  it  is  carried  out 
thoroughly,  both  in  the  letter  and  in 
the  spirit.    Let  us  settle  these  matters, 
step  by  step,  and  when  you  have  done 
so,  you  will  at  any  rate  have  settled  the 
difficulty  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
You  will  have  given  the  tenant  abso- 
lute   security    for   his    improvements, 
and  the  landlord  absolute  security  in 
his  possession   of  the    land;     and   if, 
when  a   fair  rent  has  been   properly 
fixed,  the  tenant  does  not  pay  it,  then 
not  even  in  Ireland  should  we  allow 
robbery.  We  are  told  that  ej  ectments  will 
still  happen.  I  know  they  will,  and  why  ? 
Because  we  come  back  to  the  old  ques- 
tion that  tUere  is  nothing  for  the  people 
to  live  on  in  Ireland  except  the  land. 
If  the  small  tenants  have  nothing  to 
live  on  except  their  small  holdings,  they 
cannot  live  upon  them.     Then  what  are 
we  to  do  ?    We  may  do  a  great  deal  by 
strictly  carrying  out  the  law  in  the  first 
place,  because  if  the  law  is  carried  out, 
and  the  landlord  is  protected,  and  is 
80  able  to  live  on  his  land,  the  land- 
lord will  be  able  to  find  employment 
for  the  small  tenant  as  harvestman  or 
blacksmith,    or    in    some    other    way, 
as  is  done  in  England.    A  good  many 
of    the  men    with    these   small    hold- 
ings formerly  managed  to  get  a  good 
living  by  coming  over  here  in  harvest 
time.    I  believe  it  is  a  fact  that,  owing 
to  the  bad  harvest  of  1879,  the  earnings 
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of  Irish  harvestmen  were  £250,000  less 
than  it  had  been  in   more  prosperous 
years.      And  I  know  that  now-a-daya 
many  Irishmen  are  unable  to  find  em- 
ployment of  this  kind,  on  account  of  the 
antipathy  to  Irish  harvestmen  among 
the  English  agricultural  labourers,  who, 
rather  than  work  with  them,  prefer  to 
do  the  work  themselves.    Then,  again, 
there  would  be  some  finality,  and  the 
Irishman  would  be  free  to  settJe  down  to 
his  daily  work.  If  the  law  were  vindicated 
and  strictly  carried  out,  you  would  have 
capital  flowing  back  again  to  Ireland ; 
but  it  will  never  do  so  under  other  cir- 
cumstances.   I  cannot  agree  with  some 
of  the  remedies  which  I  have  seen  sug- 
gested for  this  Irish  Question.    I,  for 
one,  do  not  believe  in  emig^tion ;  I, 
for  one,  do  not  for  one  moment  believe 
in  governing  a  people  by  getting  rid  of 
them.    And  then,  how  about  our  Colo- 
nies?   Are  you  going  to  send    awaj 
these  men — ^the  young,  and  the  strong, 
and  the  best  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land— to  the  Colonies,  with  their  hearts 
full  of  bitter  hatred  of  England  ?    Sup- 
pose that,   in  a  place  like  Glenbeigh, 
you  send  50  persons  out  of  the  country. 
What  will  happen  ?    A  low  ideal  of  life 
will  still  remain.     It  is  a  remarkable 
fact  in  Irish  history  that  the  prosperity 
of    Ireland    was    not    increased    with 
the  decrease  of  population ;   and  I  say 
that  until  you  have  done  your  best  to 
raise  the  ideal  of  life  among  the  Irish 
people,  you  may  emigrate  50  ont  of  every 
100,  but  those  who  are  left  will  only 
increase    and   multiply,    and    will   do 
nothing  to  improve  their  condition.  I 
believe  that  we  English  people  have  to 
face  this  matter  boldly.     It*iswewho 
destroyed  the  industries  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  people  themselves  are, 
to  a  large  extent,  what  we  have  made 
them.      I  believe  that   the  people  of 
this   country    will  have    to    put  their 
hands    into    their    pockets,     and    do 
what  they  fairly  can  to  replace  their 
Irish   neighbours  on  a  sounder  foot- 
ing.   I  believe  that  you  will  have  bo 
peace  or  contentment  in  Ireland  nntfl 
you  give  these  people  something  besides 
the  land  to  fall  back  upon.    And  as  w« 
treat  them  they  will  be  grateful  to  usfor 
anything  we  do  to  help  them.    I  ksov 
that  Irishmen,  under  fair  and  equal 
ditions,  are  as  law-abiding,  and 
more  law-abiding,  than  the  people  of 
this  country.    Put  an  Irishman  into  tks 
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Army,  or  into  the  police,  and  you  will 
find  no  braver  or  more  loyal  man  in 
your  service.  Even  in  regard  to  ordinary 
crime,  it  is  a  notorious  fact  that  if  you 
put  agrarian  crime  on  one  side,  the  Irish 
are  more  innocent  of  ordinary  crime  than 
otlier  people.  We  are  sometimes  told 
that  the  Irishman  is  not  a  provident 
man.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  my  experi- 
ence does  not  bear  out  that  assertion. 
The  pauperism  of  the  Irish  people  at 
this  moment,  in  proportion  to  the  popu- 
lation, is  less  than  that  which  exists 
in  England.  We  are  told  that  they 
enter  into  early  and  improvident 
marriages;  but  I  find  that  the  per- 
centage of  early  marriages,  and  indeed 
of  marriages  altogether,  is  less  in  Ire- 
land than  in  England  and  Scotland. 
We  are  told  that  the  Irishman  is  not 
industrious.  Not  industrious !  Why,  I 
should  like  to  know  who  has  made 
our  railroads  and  canals  in  England, 
in  America,  and  Australia?  It  is  the 
Irishman  who  has  carried  out  these 
works.  Why  is  it  that  the  Irishman 
is  industrious  in  other  lands,  and  not 
in  his  own  ?  It  is  because  he  has  not 
got  the  same  hope  that  he  has  in  other 
lands,  the  same  chances  of,  and  the  same 
reward  for,  honest  industry.  If  you 
gave  him  the  chance  to  be  industrious  in 
Ireland,  I  believe  he  would  care  far  less 
than  he  does  about  mere  political  as- 
pirations. It  is  his  own  material  wants 
which  touch  him  most.  Then  I  say  give 
him  hope  and  opportunity,  by  restoring 
the  Irish  industries  you  have  destroyed. 
It  may  be  true — I  do  not  admit  it — but 
we  are  told  sometimes  that  the  Irish- 
man longs  for  political  institutions  more 
than  anything  else.  But  if  he  does  so, 
why  is  it  ?  It  is  because  we  have  taught 
him  to  look  to  political  agitation  as  his 
only  trade,  except  the  land — it  is  be- 
cause political  agitation  is  the  only  trade 
in  which  he  has  ever  seen  a  ray  of  hope. 
Then,  I  say,  try  to  restore  Irish  indus- 
tries, and  let  him  see  hope  from  his  in- 
dustry in  the  future,  as  he  has  seen  it  in 
political  agitation  in  the  past.  I  am 
anxious  that  full  justice  should  be  done 
(o  the  material  wants  of  Ireland,  for 
two  reasons— *first,  because  I  believe 
that  the  masses  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land attach  more  importance  to  ques- 
tions of  trade  and  industry  than  they  do 
to  schemes  of  political  agitation ;  and, 
secondly,  because  I  believe  that  the  first 
and  greatest  necessity  is  to  uphold  the 


law  in  Ireland.  But  you  can  only  up- 
hold the  law  in  Ireland  or  elsewhere  if 
you  have  a  clear  conscience  and  clean 
hands,  and  I  would  have  you  say  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that,  while  you  are 
determined  to  uphold  the  law,  you  also 
intend  to  do  something  even  better,  and 
that  you  will  dispense  absolute  justice, 
and  give  a  ready  and  an  attentive  ear  to 
the  admitted  injustices  and  the  material 
wants  of  a  people  whom  I  believe  to  be 
as  justice- loving  as  any  on  the  face  of 
the  eapth 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  (Bath)  said  he 
could  not  gather  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
whether  he  intended  to  vote  for  or 
against  the  Amendment,  or  not  vote  at 
all ;  but  no  one  who  had  listened  to  his 
speech  would  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
there  were  a  good  many  Irish  voters  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  constituency.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  against  which  he 
should  vote  without  hesitation,  presented 
for  discussion  both  a  political  and  an 
agrarian  side ;  and  as  the  connection  bo- 
tween  agrarian  and  political  projects  in 
Ireland  was  universally  admitted  to  be 
very  intimate,  the  Amendment  virtually 
raised  the  whole  Irish  question.  It 
called  for  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and 
system  of  Government  as  would  satisfy 
the  needs  and  secure  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people ;  and  even  if  they  had 
not  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  there  could  be  no  mistake 
about  the  real  meaning  of  those  words 
when  coming  from  him  ;  they  meant  an 
Irish  Legislature  and  an  Irish  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  did 
not  stand  alone  in  this  interpretation  of 
the  imperative  and  immediate  wants  of 
Ireland ;  by  his  side  stood  a  greater  than 
he,  the  late  Prime  Minister  of  England. 
These  circumstances  must  govern  the 
consideration  of  the  Amendment,  and  for 
his  own  part  he  approached  it  as  an 
opponent  of  the  Irish  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  He  must  leave 
many  points  of  law  and  administration 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland ;  but  he  would  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  with  regard  to  the  so-called 
dispensing  power  which  was  alleged  to 
have  been  exercised  in  Ireland.  It  was 
certainly  an  untoward  incident  when  an 
eminent  Judge  noted  for  impartiality, 
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found,  or  thought  he  found,  occasion  to 
pass  somethiog  like  censure  on  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  in  connection  ^ith 
the  enforcement  of  legal  proceedings. 
Such  an  incident  would  be  regrettable 
anywhere,  but  especially  in  a  country 
like  Ireland,  where  respect  for  the  law 
of  the  land  was,  to  say  the  least,  imper- 
fect, and  where  the  most  just  and  laud< 
able  actions  of  the  Government  were 
daily  liable  to  deliberate  misconstruction 
by  those  whose  avowed  object  was  to 
make  all  government  impossible.  The 
discretion  of  particular  officers  might, 
perhaps,  in  some  cases  have  been  at 
fault ;  but  a  Minister  in  the  arduous 
post  of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who 
exercised  his  legitimate  moral  influence 
to  moderate  differences  and  assuage 
strife  in  so  troubled  a  condition  of 
society,  did  not  deserve  the  disparage- 
ment and  carping  criticism  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  He  deserved  rather 
the  approval  and  support  of  the  House. 
And  when  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  placed  on  a  level  with  thePJan 
of  Campaign,  when  counsels  offered  to 
landlords  to  be  lenient  in  the  exaction  of 
what  was  legally  theirs,  were  likened  to 
instigation  addressed  to  debtors  to  with- 
hold from  their  creditors  what  they  owed 
and  defy  the  law — the  parallel  and  juxta- 
position were  a  monstrous  confusion  of 
plain  right  and  wrong.  How  far  cases 
of  serious  disturbance  in  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  had  been  due  to  re- 
f  usals  of  reasonable  abatements  of  rent, 
and  the  rejection  of  the  Tenant  a'  Belief 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  or 
how  far  they  had  been  due  to  the  authors 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  he  would  leave 
hon.  Memberd  to  discuss  who  had  more 
detailed  knowledge  of  the  agrarian 
situation  in  Ireland  than  he  had.  The 
House  required  accurate  information, 
and  there  were  few  spots  on  earth  where 
it  was  harder  to  get  at  the  real  bare  truth 
than  in  Ireland;  exaggeration  thrived 
there,  and  the  Olenbeigh  evictions  were 
a  typical  illustration  of  this.  No  one 
could  be  insensible  either  to  the  pain  or 
or  public  mischief  of  such  scenes,  or 
could  fail  to  yearn  for  a  remedy  which 
should  make  them  cease.  But  the  at- 
tempt made  by  those  who  would  extir- 
pate all  landlords  from  Ireland  to  in- 
flame prejudice  against  a  whole  class  by 
affixing  a  stigma  of  atrucious  inhumanity 
upon  one  particular  landlord,  had  been  n 
bignal  failure.  When  all  tho  modoru  arts 
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and  artifices  of  sensation  were  employed 
to  dress  up  a  particular  case  in  flaring 
colours,  it  was  as  well  to  remember  that 
the  worst  sufferings  in  this  world  were  not 
those  about  which  most  noise  was  made. 
Could  no  saddening  pictures  be  drawn  of 
the  indigence  and  privation  into  which 
persons  had  been  plunged  by  the  refusal 
of  tenants  to  pay  rent  when  perfectly 
well  able  to  do  so — persons  whose  suffer- 
ing was  all  the  more  acute  because  they 
had  not  been  reared  in  hardship  from 
their  birth  ?  And  if  the  degree  of  suffering 
could  not  be  accurately  measured  even  by 
the  cries  and  the  clamour  of  those  who 
felt  it,  how  much  less  could  it  be  measured 
by  the  clamour  of  those  who  did  not  feel 
it,   but   vrho  utilized  it  for  their  own 
selfish  or  political  objects.    These  evic- 
tions   might,    however,   be  of  use    to 
remind    the    House   and    the  GK>yem« 
ment  of  the  necessity  of  dealing  wlUi 
those  districts  where  the  occupiers  could 
not  thrive,  even  if  they  paid  no  rent. 
The  problem  of  the  congested  districts 
pressed  for  solution,   and  he  clung*   to 
the  hope  that  the  wisdom  of  this  Par- 
liament might  devise  a  scheme  of  mi- 
gration or  emigration,  or  of  both  com- 
bined, to  deal  with  those  districts   in 
such  a  manner  as  would  be  just  to  Uie 
landlords,  and  considerate  of  the  f  atnre 
welfare  of  the  transplanted  occupiers. 
With  regard  to  the  reduction  of  judicial 
rents,   and  the  extension  of  the    liand 
Act  of  1881  to  leaseholders,  the  House 
was  awaiting  the  Report  of  Lord  Oow- 
per's  Commission,  which  might,  perhaps, 
present  a  strong  case  for  such  changes. 
Should  it  do  so,  these  amendments  of 
the  Act  must  be  made.    But,  looking  at 
that  Act  as  intended   to  be  a   mWm^ 
Vivendi,    pending    the    substitution    of 
single  for  dual  ownership,  he  could  not 
contemplate  disturbance  of  so  important 
a  provision  as  the  term  for  which  judi- 
cial rents  wore  fixed  without  regret  or 
disquietude.     The  Land  Act  of    1881 
was  no  common  Statute.    It  was  passed 
with  wonderful  dexterity  and   energy 
by  a  great  Minister  in  the  plenitude  of 
his  power,  and  it  had  been  lauded  to 
the  skies  as  an  imperishable  monomesrt 
of  his  constructive  genius.    Its  aatlKir 
fondly  described  it,  even  in  its  cradle, 
as  an  infant  Hercules  strangling  powors 
of    evil.      He    spoke   of  it   as   grants 
ing,  with  a  liberality  unknown  io  Iks 
history  of  landed  legislation,  privilefpe 
and  security  to  the  cultivator  of  the 
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and  lie  told  them  that  the  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  Ireland  might  depend 
upon  its  working  for  generations  and 
even  for  centimes.  Faith  in  legislation 
would  be  rudely  shaken,  and  a  sense  of 
insecurity  would  spread,  if  it  were  found 
that  this  memorable  historic  Statute, 
intended  to  be  a  sort  of  Charter  for 
generations  yet  unborn,  could  not  bear 
the  ordinary,  reasonable  wear  and  tear 
of  four  or  five  short  years.  He  said  the 
reasonable  wear  and  tear,  because  it 
was  incredible  that  a  great  Statesman, 
when  framing  so  exceptional  and  drastic 
a  measure,  should  have  overlooked  such 
obvious  possibilities  as  vicissitudes  of 
reasons  and  developments  of  agriculture 
in  other  parts  of  the  world,  with  conse- 
quent fluctuations  of  prices.  When, 
however,  such  measures  as  the  Land 
Acts  of  1870  and  1881,  the  Arrears  Act 
of  1882,  and  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  had 
been  passed  by  Parliament ;  when  legis- 
lation had  paid  regard  to  improvements 
made  by  tenants ;  when  the  Irish  tenant 
had  been  invested  with  privileges  and 
advantages  imknown  elsewhere;  when, 
in  short,  to  use  a  phrase  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  land  law  of  Ireland  had 
been  purged  of  any  taint  of  injustice, 
surely  it  was  essential  that  remedial 
legislation  should  have  fair  play,  and 
that  its  beneficial  operation  should  not 
be  marred  or  destroyed  by  combina- 
tions or  conspiracies  which  arrogated 
the  right  to  stand  between  the  people 
and  the  law.  And  if  this  increased 
Atringency  of  criminal  procedure  which 
the  Qovernment  proposed  was  intended 
to  protect  and  guard  the  laws  and  those 
who  would  protit  by  them,  such  reform 
of  criminal  procedure  should  certainly 
have  his  support.  Why  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  put  into  Kilmain- 
ham  by  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ?  Because 
he  tried  to  stand  between  the  Land  Act 
of  1881  and  the  Irish  tenantry;  because 
he  put  the  Act  in  jeopardy  at  its  out- 
set. That  was  what  was  called  coercion. 
Coercion  was  a  very  misleading  and  in- 
appropriate term ;  it  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  a  nickname  invented  for 
use  in  Party  warfare ;  but  for  brevity's 
sake  he  would  use  it.  No  one  could 
have  listened  with  indifi'erence  to  the 
sinister  prophecies  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  as  to  what  would  follow  re- 
course  to  coercion;     prophecies  which 


that  hon.  Member  had  it  so  much  in 
his  power  either  to  disappoint  or  fulfil. 
But  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
contended  that  coercion  was  harsh  and 
hateful,  and  that  it  had  always  failed, 
he  must  submit  that  there  was  another 
side  to  these  propositions.  For  his  own 
part,  when  he  remembered  the  many 
eloquent  vindications  of  coercion  which 
had  fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  and  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt) ;  and  how  these  high 
authorities  had  assured  the  House  that 
coercion  had  no  terrors  or  inconveniences 
except  for  law  breakers  and  evil  doers, 
and  that  it  was  really  a  shield  and  de- 
fence and  safeguard  to  peaceable  and 
law-abiding  citizens  in  every  rank,  he 
could  not  work  himself  up  to  the  pitch 
of  righteous  indignation  which  appeared 
to  be  required  now  against  Coercion 
Acts.  Moreover,  when  he  called  to  mind 
all  the  honest,  well- deserved  panegyrics 
which  Liberals  had  lavished  upon  Lord 
Spencer  and  Sir  George  Trevelyan  for 
restoring  law  and  order,  and  ruling  Ire-* 
land  well  by  firm  use  of  a  strong  Coer- 
cion Act,  he  could  not  readily  subscribe 
to  the  doctrine  that  coercion  had  always 
failed.  What  had  failed  was  the  in- 
termittent application  of  this  so-called 
coercion  in  obedience  to  the  exigencies 
of  political  Parties.  Whenever  the  time 
had  come  to  determine  whether  one  of 
these  temporary  Acts  should  be  renewed 
or  not,  the  question  had  not  been  settled 
by  the  merits  of  the  case,  but  by  the 
exigencies  of  political  Parties  at  the 
moment.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  passed  in  review  the  events  of  re- 
cent years,  and  he  would  follow  hi^ 
footsteps.  In  1880  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
went  to  Ireland,  relying  on  the  ordinary 
law,  and  full  of  benevolent  intentions 
towards  the  Irish  people  ;  but  the  Land 
League  arose  with  its  gospel  of  plunder, 
and  Mr.  Forster  soon  found  that  he 
wanted  a  Coercion  Act.  Then  he  was 
denounced  in  language  which  would 
have  been  exaggerated  if  applied  even 
to  Nero.  Next  came  the  Kumainham 
Treaty,  when  the  prison  doors  were 
opened,  to  be  quickly  followed  by  the 
Phoenix  Park  tragedy,  and  another 
Coercion  Act,  which  Lord  Spencer  ad- 
ministered amid  tremendous  difficulties 
and  under  torrents  of  ferocious  abuse 
and  calumny.  When  that  Act  was  about 
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to  expire,  the  late  Prime  Minister  pro- 
posed to  renew  some  of  its  '' valuable 
and  equitable  "  provisions ;  but  ere  he 
could  do  so  his  Government  fell.  Then 
Lord  Carnarvon  appeared  ,upon  the 
Ecene  with  his  mellifluous  utterances, 
and  the  Maamtrasna  debate  occurred, 
with  its  shameful  scandal — the  repudia- 
tion of  Lord  Spencer's  acts  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Kandolph  Churchill) ;  repudia- 
tion in  view  of  a  General  Election. 
After  the  Maamtrasna  debate  the  ordi- 
nary law  resumed  its  sway,  and  the 
National  Lea)2:ue  extended  its  organi- 
zation and  influence  so  fast  and  so  far 
over  Ireland  that  about  a  year  ago 
the  situation  was  ripe,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now 
occupying  the  Treasury  Bench,  for  the 
suppression  of  the  National  League. 
But  they  also,  like  their  Predecessors, 
passed  away  from  Office,  before  they 
could  carry  their  coercive  projects  into 
effect.  Now,  he  was  convinced  that,  if 
they  went  on  in  this  fashion  constantly 
subordinating  regard  for  law  and  order 
in  Ireland  to  their  own  Party  and  elec- 
tioneering exigencies.  Home  Bule  would 
unquestionably  win  the  day,  and  he,  even 
he,  would  probably  become  a  convert  to 
Home  Eule.  But  should  he  ever  embrace 
the  faith  of  Home  Hule  he  should  em- 
brace it  in  a  very  advanced  form,  too 
advanced  to  be  satisfied  by  the  rejected 
Bill  of  last  year.  It  was,  however,  not 
too  late  even  now  to  try  what  effect  a 
little  more  firmness  and  fixity  of  purpose 
would  effect.  If  the  measures  contem- 
plated by  the  Government  to  render  the 
vindication  of  law  more  prompt  and 
effective  were,  as  he  supposed  they 
would  be,  of  a  permanent  rather  than 
a  provisional  and  temporary  character, 
he  for  one  should  rejoice  to  support 
them.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  whole 
issue  which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
country  at  the  last  General  Election  was 
virtually  wrapped  up  in  mild  terms  of 
this  Amendment.  There  were  some, 
he  believed,  who  claimed  the  verdict 
then  pronounced  as  irrevocable  and 
irreversible ;  but  he  held  no  such  lan- 
guage. The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  had  recently  con- 
cluded what  was  called  a  very  clever 
speech — that  is,  a  speech  calculated  to 
excite  general  admiration  of  the  dex- 
terity of  the  speaker,  but  hardly  calcu- 
lated to  inspire    either   confidence  or 
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attachment  in  a  single  human  breast — 
— with  an  appeal  to  Caesar — that  many- 
headed  CsBsar  to  whom  the  noble  Lord 
paid  such  assiduous  court.     He  was  not 
one  of  those  who  ascribed  infallibility 
to  this  Caesar ;  he  regarded  him  rather 
as  a  potentate  of  good  intentions  and 
generous  instincts,  who  not  infrequently 
required  a  good  deal  of  shaking  and 
shouting  to  arouse  his  attention,  and 
who  certainly  was  not  always  of  the 
same  mind.    When,  therefore,  the  late 
Prime  Minister  and  his  followers  con- 
fidently assured  them  that  they  would 
soon  prevail  on  Csesar  to  change  his 
mind  about  Home  Kule,  and  reverse 
his  last  decree,  or  rather  mandate — to 
use  the  favourite  term  of  his  votaries  -— 
he  did  not  presume  to  find  fault  with 
their  confidence ;  but  if  those  who  were 
defeated  in  the  last  trial  of  strength 
were  entitled  to  entertain  sang^oe  ex- 
pectations, surely  they  who  belonged  to 
the  Party  then  decisively  victorious  had 
at  least  an  equal  claim  to  feel  confidence 
in  their  cause.    And  if  they  Unionists — 
on  which  ever  side  of  the  House  they 
sat — \_Ironieal   Some  Huh    Cheers'] — he 
understood  those  derisive  cheers—but 
as  long  as  the  votes  he  gave  were  wliat 
he  conceived  to  be  conscientious  and 
patriotic,   he  for  one    cared  not  very 
much  on  which  side  of  the  House  he 
sat.      If   the  Unionists  were   now   to 
waver  in  their  attitude  or  falter  iu  their 
path,  if  they  failed  to  know  their  own 
minds,  if  they  were  not  resolved,  as  he 
believed  they  were,  to  hold  fast  and 
vigilantly  guard   the  position  won   bj 
their  success  of  last  year,  they  would  be 
simply  contemptible ;  and  as  an  earnest 
of  their  determination  and  stability  <^ 

Eurpose,  he  trusted  that  the  Amendment 
efore  the  House  would  he  rejected  b  j  a 
large  and  an  overwhelmimgmajority. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  rom 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  After  the  desultory  and  aimless 
discussion  to  which  we  have  now  lis- 
tened for  several  nights,  it  is  satisfae- 
tory  that  we  have  at  length  before  us  a 
substantial  Amendment,  although  its 
terms  may  be  somewhat  vague.  I  think 
that  the  best  way  in  which  we  can  show 
our  satisfaction  in  the  matter  is  hj  eoa- 
sidering  the  Amendment  in  the  li^^t  ol 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  wbo 
has  introduced  it.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
the  House  accepts  this  Amendment  it 
will  be  binding  itself  to  three 
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tions—the  first  being  an  approval  of 
what  is  callod  the  Plan  of  Campaign ; 
the  second,  the  disapproval  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  using  the  means  which  the 
law  placed  in  its  power  to  check  lawless- 
ness, or,  if  those  means  are  ins^fBcient, 
seeking  additional  means  to  enable  it  to 
do  so ;  and  thirdly,  that  the  only  remedy 
for  the  state  of  atfairs  in  Ireland  is  that 
the  House  shall  pass  the  Qovernment  of 
Ireland  Bill  which  was  rejected  last 
year.  Now,  it  is  because  we  on  this  side 
(if  the  House  cannot  accept  any  of  these 
propositions  that  we  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  If 
we  ^p  through  the  argument  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  laid  before 
us  to-night,  we  shall  bo  struck  by  his 
want  of  knowledge  of  some  of  the  mat- 
tors  going  on  in  Ireland  during  the  past 
three  or  four  months  which  has  cha- 
racterized the  hon.  Member's  speech. 
It  may  have  been  owing  to  circumstances 
whicU  we  all  regret  that  he  was  unable 
to  visit  the  country.  The  hon.  Member 
had  told  us,  through  the  Press,  that  he 
know  nothing  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
until  it  was  launched  upon  tho  country, 
and  that  the  movement  was  not  his  own 
conception ;  and  then  he  promised  to 
visit  tho  country  and  ascertain  the  facts 
for  himself.  I  do  not  know  if  this 
visit  to  Ireland  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  carried 
out  or  not;  but  I  must  say  that  the 
hon.  Member's  consultation  with  his 
Friends  on  the  question  must  have  been 
very  brief  indeed,  otherwise  he  would 
have  been  prevented  from  falling  into 
so  many  historical  errors,  which  those 
who  are  fully  acquainted  with  the  facts 
were  able  at  once  to  perceive.  The  posi- 
tion takea  up  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  this.  He  says— **  I  introduced 
a  Bill  last  year  which  you  rejected,  but 
which  was  necessary  to  preserve  Ireland 
from  disorder,  and  to  prevent  a  disturb- 
ance of  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant."  But  when  we  examine  the 
dates  a  little  more  closely,  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  rejection  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  disorder 
that  has  since  prevailed  in  Ireland,  but 
that  the  disturbance  of  the  relations  be- 
twoen  landlord  and  tenant  in  that  coun- 
try has  arisen  directly  from  tho  action  of 
his  Colleagues.  We  meet  his  arguments 
by  alleging  that  the  action  of  the  landlords 
generally  was  not  of  an  unfair  and  an 
inequitable  character.    The  argument  of 
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tho  ho^.  Member  was  that,  if  his  Bill 
were  rejected,  there  would  be  an  enor- 
mous number  of  evictions;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  have  been  fewer 
evictions  during  the  past  few  months 
than  has  been  the  average  during  the 
past  seven  or  eight  years,  ilronical 
Borne  Mule  Chesrs,]  I  imderstand  that 
ironical  cheer— it  means  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  attribute  that  fact  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  pay  attention  to  dates.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  only  set  of  evictions 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  can  point  to 
as  having  occurred  since  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is 
that  of  Olenbeigh.  The  evictions  at 
Qlenbeigh  would  not  have  been  pro- 
vented  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.  Indeed,  they  were  evictions 
that  would  not  have  been  prevented  by 
any  form  of  agrarian  legislation  that  has 
ever  been  suggested.  The  unfortunate 
persons  who  occupied  the  lands  were,  it 
was  said,  so  poor  that  they  could  pay  no 
rent  whatever ;  they  were  indebted  to 
shopkeepers  and  others  as  well  as  to 
their  landlords ;  and  they  were  living  in 
a  state  of  squalid  misery.  Several  of 
them  are  stated  to  have  been  without 
the  necessaries  of  life ;  and  there  were 
some  who  had  not  paid  any  rent  for  the 
last  five  or  six  years.  If  these  statements 
were  true,  what  form  of  agrarian  legisla- 
tion could  have  benefited  these  tenants  ? 
They  have  had  the  land  rent  free  for 
five  or  six  years.  Surely  these  evic- 
tions cannot  be  brought  up  as  showing 
anything  defestive  in  the  agrarian  sys- 
tem, or  anything  against  the  landlords? 
Then,  there  has  not  been  the  develop- 
ment of  crime  and  outrage  with  which 
wo  were  threatened ;  and  that  fact  in 
itself  ought  to  be  gratifying  to  us  all. 
It  shows  that  the  predictions  by  which 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
were  recommended  to  us  have  not  been 
verified  by  events ;  indeed,  the  events 
have  quite  falsified  those  predictions. 
So  far  from  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  having  pro- 
duced strained  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  it  appears,  from  the 
course  of  events,  that  any  strained  rela- 
tions that  have  been  brought  about 
have  been  entirely  due  to  the  action  of 
the  hon.  Member  or  of  his  Friends. 
The  House  rose  towards  the  end  of  Sep- 
tember. In  October  rents  were  collected 
with  greater  ease  and  rapidity  than  they 
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had  been  for  six  or  seven  years.    There 
seemed  to  be  no  disposition  to  refuse  the 
payment  of  rents,  and  landlords  made 
reasonable  abatements,  which  were  wil- 
lingly accepted  by  the  tenants.    Up  to 
the  first  week  of  November  no  difficul- 
ties or    disturbances    were    heard    of. 
Yet  many  of  the  persons  who  so  paid 
their  rents  were  those  of  whom  it  had 
been  said  that  they  were  too  poor  to  pay 
them.    This  shows  that  the  statements 
that  had  been  made  did  not  accurately 
represent    the    state    of    the    country. 
There  was  ability  to  pay  rents,   and, 
where  the  whole  could  not    be  paid, 
reasonable  reductions  were  made.    It 
seems  to  me  that  if  the  tenants  had  been 
allowed  to  go  on  by  themselves,  if  there 
had  been  no  agitation,  there  would  have 
been  none  of  the  disturbances  that  oc- 
curred in  the  last  month  of  the  year. 
Much  has  been  said  about  the  property 
of  Lord  Dillon.     It  has  been  repeatedly 
stated    in    Ireland,   and   it  cannot  be 
contradicted,  that  out  of   a  rental  of 
£16,000,  in   October  £5,000  was  col- 
lected   in    the   ordinary  way  from  all 
classes  of  tenants.     But  in  November 
there  was  a  change,  and  it  came  from 
agitation,  and  from  the  movement  set 
on  foot  by  the  Colleagues  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.    That  movement  is 
known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Wallace),  with  something  of 
metaphysical  haziness,  argued  that  the 
Plan  resembled  a  combination  of  work- 
men to  induce  an  employer  to  change 
the  terms  on  which  they  had  been  em- 
ployed, and  to  enter  into  a  new  contract. 
But  that  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  a 
parallel  case.      The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  seems  to  have  an  imperfect 
idea  of  what  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is. 
Nor  does  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
seem  to  have  learnt  what  it  is  from  his 
Colleagues.     He  said,  in  the  mildest 
way,  that  it  simply  came  to  this — ^that 
some  tenants  who  could  pay  rent  told 
the  landlords  that  they  would  not  pay 
until  they  made  what  the  tenants  who 
could  not  pay  the  full    amount   con- 
sidered reasonable  abatement.    What 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  may  be  illus- 
trated in  this  way.    Suppose  a  number 
of  people  in  England,  for  some  reason, 
took  objection  to  certain  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  banking  business ;  suppose 
the  objectors  considered  that  the  bankers 
were  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
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try,  and  desired  to  see  them  driven  from 
the  country;  and  suppose  they  sum- 
moned a  meeting  of  the  debtors  to  the 
banks,  and  said  to  them — *'You  are 
very  poor;  you  are  badly  off;  it  will 
oppress  you  to  pay  your  debts  to  the 
banks;  at  the  time  you  borrowed  the 
money  you  expected  to  make  more  out 
of  it  than  you  have  done;  therefore, 
offer  the  banks  40  or  50  per  cent  lees 
than  you  owe;  and  if  the  offer  is  not 
accepted,  hand  over  the  money  to  some- 
one else,  so  that  it  shall  not  be  paid  to 
the  bank  until  the  reduction  is  assented 
to."  In  addition,  suppose  that  every 
form  of  possible  intimidation  is  resorted 
to  against  the  bankers  to  induce  them  to 
accept  the  terms,  and  that  the  debtors 
sell  off  their  goods,  so  that  if  execution 
be  issued  against  them  it  may  be  impos- 
sible to  realize  anything,  and  that  when 
steps  are  taken  to  seize  any  tangible  pro- 
perty the  Sheriff  is  resisted,  and  it  is 
made  impossible  to  enforce  the  law. 
Will  anyone  tell  me  that  such  a  course 
of  action  is  moral  or  legal,  and  that  it  is 
not  criminal  ?  The  persons  engaged  in 
this  movement  were  not  satisfied  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  concessions  by  with- 
holding money  ;  but  they  used  varioua 
forms  of  intimidation  against  the  land- 
lords. Take,  as  an  illustration,  the  caso 
of  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne.  It  was 
said,  at  one  time,  that  he  had  made 
abatements,  and  that  others  might  well 
follow  his  example.  Then  it  was  asked 
why,  having  made  concessions  in  one 
part  of  the  country,  he  did  not  do  so  in 
another.  Beferring  to  this  complaint, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  speaking  at 
Maryborough,  on  the  24th  of  January, 
said — 

'*  We  will  carry  the  war  into  Canada.  Wo 
will  meet  him  at  his  palace-^tea.  We  viU 
track  him  night  and  day  the  wide  world  over, 
and  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to 
another.  I  promiae  him  on  the  part  of  the  THA 
in  Canada  that  wherever  he  goes  he  will  find 
Irish  hearts  and  Irish  throats  that  will  hoot  hi«i 
and  boycott  him  and  hant  him  with  execraUooa 
out  of  that  great  and  free  land.** 

This  is  an  example  of  the  form  of  inti- 
midation practised  towards  a  landlord 
who  does  not  make  the  concessions  de- 
manded from  him.  Similar  intimidation 
is  applied  to  the  tenant  who  says— "I 
have  got  money,  and  I  am  quite  willing 
to  pay."  He  is  Boycotted  and  persoeutea 
so  that  he  cannot  be  honest,  even  if  h« 
would.  More  than  that,  if  a  tenant  who 
has  entered  into  the  Plan  of  Oampaigm 
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comes  to  the  conduaion  that  it  is 
better  for  him  to  pay,  what  is  to  happen 
then?  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Majo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  speaking  at  Eyre  Court  on 
November  28,  said  — 

**  If  any  man  went  behind  the  back  of  his 
neighboars  and  paid,  what  would  happen  ?  The 
tmiteef  would  cloee  on  the  money  and  use  it  for 
the  benefit  of  those  who  itood  out.  The  man 
who  had  paid  his  rent  would  get  nothing,  and 
the  money  would  be  kept  for  the  purposes  of 
agitation." 

And  on  October  5,  Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
■peaking  at  Inohiquin,  said — 

"  I  tell  yon  thai,  under  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, if  an  indiyidual  tenant  desired  to  pay  it 
If  impossible  to  do  it." 

That  strikes  at  the  root  of  all  honesty 
in  the  country.  But,  Sir,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  goes  further  than  that.  Have 
wo  not  been  told  that  tenants  ought  to 
sweep  their  stock  from  their  farms,  so 
that  there  would  be  no  means  left 
for  the  landlord  to  realize  his  rent  by 
distress  ?  I  can  hardly  imagine  any- 
thing more  disastrous  to  the  agriculture 
of  a  country  than  for  the  whole  of  the 
stock  on  the  farms  to  be  converted  into 
money,  and  the  money  to  be  placed 
somewhere  out  of  the  power  of  the 
tenant.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that 
some  hon.  Members,  who  advocate  this 
Plan,  should  come  here  and  tell  us  that 
some  of  the  tenants  have  not  even  suffi- 
cient seed  with  which  to  plant  a  crop  in 
the  coming  year.  I  think  it  would  be 
very  difficult  for  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  to  convince  other  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  that  advice  such  as  that  is 
not  in  its  nature  essentially  illegal.  It 
has  been  suggested  again  and  again 
that  those  who  are  engaged  in  this  Han 
are  just  as  much  anxious  to  benefit  the 
landlords  as  the  tenants,  and  that  it  is 
much  better  for  the  landlords  to  accept 
a  reasonable  rent  which  can  be  paid 
than  to  strive  after  rents  which  cannot 
possibly  be  paid.  But  I  submit  that 
what  lies  at  the  root  of  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  an  attack  upon  all  landlordism, 
and  that  the  intention  is  to  drive  land- 
lords out  of  Ireland  altogether.  To  show 
that  I  am  not  overstating  this  matter,  I 
will  quote  one  of  the  very  first  speeches 
made  on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo,  delivered  at  New- 
townsandes,  on  the  25th  of  October. 
Having  referred  in  outline  to  this  Plan — 
not  then  very  fully  developed — ^he  said 
that  after  they  had  succeeded  in  getting 


the  reductions  they  asked  for,  they 
should  wipe  out  and  crush  landlordism 
altogether — 

*'Whon  we  have  succeeded  in  doing  that,  we 
can  then  turn  our  exertions  towards  making 
Ireland  what  she  ought  to  be — a  free  and  pros- 
perous country." 

The  hon.  Member  for  North  Fermanagh 
(Mr.  W.  Hedmond),  speaking  on  tne 
30th  of  November,  said — 

''What  will  be  the  result  if  you  do  this? 
You  will  reduce  the  rents  and  yon  will  beat 
landlordism  once  and  for  all  to  its  knees." 

On  the  5th  of  October,  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  said — 

"  Together  we  will  march  shoulder  to  shoul- 
der, from  victory  to  victory,  until  we  shall  have 
liberated  this  land  from  the  two  curses  of  land- 
lordism and  English  rule.** 

A  more  elaborate  exposition  was  given 
at  a  very  important  meeting  held  at  the 
town  of  Castlereagh  on  the  5th  of 
December,  and  there  weretherethehon. 
Member  for  £ast  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Galway  (Mr.  M. 
Harris),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond),  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Galway  said — 

"  I  am  not  going  to  indulge  in  a  No-rent 
manifesto ;  that  was  put  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
before,  and  if  they  had  adhered  to  that  pro- 
gramme there  would  be  no  landlords  in  Ireland 
to-day :  but  they  hnd  not  the  courage  to  do 
that.  That  great  pro^^ramme  drove  terror  to 
the  hearts  of  our  enemies ;  but  it  broke  down, 
and  therefore  we  cannot  put  forward  such  an 
advanced  programme  again.  But  we  put  be- 
fore you  a  programme  that  will  lead  to  that 
result — that  will  first  take  one  slice,  then  take 
a  second  slice,  and  wo  will  keep  slicing  it  till 
nothing  remains.*' 

That  is  very  much  like  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr. 
E.  Harrington),  on  the  1 9th  of  December 
last.    He  said — 

**  We  had  an  old  traditional  belief  that  land- 
lords are  the  English  garrison  in  Ireland.  We 
can  annihilate  them  with  the  Plan ;  when  we 
have  annihilated  them  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land will  bo  in  our  own  hands.  It  is  tho  great 
thing  we  have  to  look  to ;  it  is  not  to  make  Lord 
Eenmare  give  us  a  reduction  of  rent.  It  is  not 
for  these  things  merely  that  we  waste  our 
energies.'* 

Well,  Sir,  I  have  given  some  reasons 
which  I  think  will  induce  some  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  to  believe  that 
this  Plan  of  Campaign  is  not  the  legal 
and  innocent  thing  which  it  has  been 
represented  in  some  quarters.  It  is 
illegal  and  criminal.  It  has  been  asked 
why,  if  this  Plan  of  Campaign  were 
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illegal  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Oovern- 
ment,  did  they  allow  two  months  to 
elapse  before  taking  aoy  steps  to  put  an 
end  to  it?  That  is  onlj^  one  instance 
among  many  of  the  faulty  chronology  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell) 
— those  two  months  existed  only  in  his 
imagination.  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
first  appeared  in  United  Ireland  on  the 
23rd  of  October.  But  a  mere  publication 
in  a  newspaper  is  not  enough  to  make  a 
Oovernment  institute  a  prosecution  until 
they  see  what  is  coming  out  of  it.  For 
a  fortnight  after  that  there  was  nothing 
done  except  that  a  few  speeches  were 
made  in  remote  parts  of  the  country. 
The  first  speech  that  brought  the  Flan 
forward  in  a  prominent  way  was  on 
the  7th  of  November,  and  it  was  not 
until  the  21st  of  November  that  any- 
thing like  active  operations  took  place. 
Then  the  dates  of  the  Assizes  were 
such  that  it  was  impossible  to  have 
any  of  the  persons  whom  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  desirable  to  prosecute, 
returned  for  trial  at  an  early  date,  and 
the  earliest  time  that  a  trial  reason- 
ably could  he  had  was  in  the  beginning 
of  February.  The  Government  were 
anxious  at  the  very  earliest  moment  to 
test  the  legality  of  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  found  fault  with  the  invocation 
of  the  inherent  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  has  said  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent. I  am  happy  to  inform  him  that 
there  is  a  precedent  in  this  country  in 
which  an  application  was  made  to  the 
inherent  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen's 
Bench. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  The  appli- 
cation to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  referring  was  made 
under  a  statute  of  Charles ;  the  appli- 
cation of  the  present  Government  was 
made  under  no  statute,  but  to  the  in- 
herent jurisdiction  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  holmes  :  Of  course  I  can  quite 
understand  the  interruption  of  the  hon. 
Member,  because  it  is  hardly  to  be  sup- 
posed that  he  should  be  conversant  with 
legal  questions.  It  was  the  statute  of 
Charles  by  which  procedure  in  exercising 
the  inherent  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  was  regulated,  but  that 
jurisdiction  existed  before  the  statute  was 
passed.  For  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks 
we  were  told  that  this  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  perfectly  legal.  The  Government  of 
the  day,  however,  knew  no  way  in  which 
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its  legality  or  illegality  could  be  declared 
except  by  a  Court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion, and  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
decided  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  should  be  put  under  rule  of 
bail  because  he  had  encouraged  others 
to  go  into  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Yet 
the  Government  have  been  blamed  be- 
cause they  appealed  to  the  only  Court 
which  they  could  recognize  as  an  au- 
thority to  lay  down  the  law.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  further 
observations  in  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign ;  but  I  desire  to  make  one  or 
two  remarks  in  reference  to  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  about 
General  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  and  Judge 
Curran,  and  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  describes  as  the  dispensing  power. 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  belieyed  and  sought 
to  convey  to  the  House  that  General 
Buller  and  Judge  Curran  were!  sent  to 
Kerry  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  policy  of  the  Gk>vemment  as 
reg^ras  the  dispensing  power.  Let  me 
remind  the  House  that  in  this  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  entirely  at 
fault.  General  Buller  was  sent  to  Kerry 
within  one  week  after  the  present  Go- 
yemment  came  into  Office,  when  there 
was  no  talk  or  thought  or  idea  that  this 
agitation  would  be  raised  about  the  in- 
ability of  the  tenants  to  pay  rent.  He 
was  sent  there  because  there  had  been 
disorder  and  outrages  and  '*  Moonlight- 
ing "  in  Kerry,  and  his  duty  was  to  re- 
org^ixe  the  police,  and  to  deal  with 
these  matters.  About  the  same  time 
Judge  Curran  was  transferred  from  an- 
other county  to  Kerry.  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  selected 
him  as  a  County  Court  Judge  who 
would  fearlessly  carry  out  the  law.  The 
present  Government,  finding  Kerry  in 
that  state  in  which  it  was  thought  necea- 
sary  to  send  General  Buller  to  the 
county,  also  deemed  it  desirable  to  have 
a  County  Court  Judge  there  of  courai^ 
and  firmness.  Judge  Curran  accepted 
the  transfer  to  that  county,  because  he 
said  he  was  willing  to  go  to  any  county 
where  his  services  might  be  useful ; 
and,  with  the  exception  of  this  comma- 
nication,  there  was  never  n  communica- 
tion of  any  kind  between  Judge  Curran 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government.  What 
Judge  Curran  did  in  Kerry  he  did  oat 
of  his  own  motion.    From  the ' 
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to  the  end  of  the  letter  which  has  been 
read  by  the  hen.  Member  there  is  no 
suggestion  that  Judge  Curran  did  any- 
thing that  was  in  the  smallest  degree 
illogal.  Then  a  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  General  Buller  exercising  a 
dispensing  power.  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider  on  what  slender  testimony  all 
those  statements  have  been  made.  W ell, 
I  have  followed  carefully  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  he  ad- 
duced four  proofs  of  the  interference  of 
General  Buller  in  this  direction.  The 
first  was  a  telegram  sent  by  Moriarty, 
an  Inspector  of  Constabulary,  to  the 
8ub-8heriflF  of  Cork — I  think  it  was 
— asking  for  the  assistance  of  four  or 
five  constables  at  an  eviction.  That 
telegram  was  sent  at  10  o'clock  at 
night,  and  the  eviction  was  to  take  place 
at  four  or  five  o'clock  the  next  morn- 
ing. In  pursuance  of  iiistructions  given 
years  and  years  ago,  the  Sheriff  was 
informed  that  it  was  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  the  police  arrrange- 
ments,  to  give  a  10  days'  notice.  So 
much,  therefore,  as  regards  Moriarty. 
A  good  deal  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  about 
striking  below  the  belt.  I  believe  there 
are  some  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's that  do  strike  below  the  belt,  espe- 
cially those  in  reference  to  General 
Buller,  and  the  evidence  which  that 
officer  gave  before  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, which  sat  under  the  presidency  of 
Lord  Cooper.  They  are  suggestions 
which  may  well  be  characterized  as  a 
blow  below  the  belt.  On  this  subject  a 
letter  appeared  in  a  newspaper  which 
purported  to  be  written  by  some  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  to  a  friend  in 
Loudon,  and  which  purported  to  give 
the  effect  of  the  evidence  of  General 
Buller.  The  hon.  Member  has  asserted 
that  no  contradiction  has  ever  been 
made  in  regard  to  that  letter.  Now,  in 
the  first  place,  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mission—Lord Milltown — at  once  gave 
a  direct  contradiction  to  the  statement 
that  he  had  written  it ;  and  the  secretary 
of  the  Commission — writing  in  the  name 
of  all  the  members  of  it — distinctly  de- 
nied that  any  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion had  written  that  letter.  It  is  sug- 
gested now  that  General  Buller  did 
give  the  evidence,  and  that  he  has  now 
changed  it;  and  that  he  has  been  en- 
gaged recently  in  altering  and  amending 
his  evidence.    Could  there  be  a  greater 


reflection  on  an  hon.  and  gallant  officer 
than  that  those  who  composed  a  Boyal 
Commission  should  have  invited  him  to 
amend  his  evidence,  and  that  he  should 
have  done  so  ?  The  evidence  itself  will 
shortly  be  published ;  but  I  am  informed 
by  a  member  of  the  Commission  that 
General  Buller  was  not  invited  to  alter 
his  evidence.  A  printed  proof  of  his 
evidence  was  sent  to  him,  as  it  has  been 
sent  to  every  other  witness ;  and  it  was 
returned  without  any  material  altera- 
tion. Anyone  who  knows  anything 
about  the  proceedings  of  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission will  be  aware  that,  as  soon  as  a 
proof  of  the  evidence  is  ready,  it  is  sent 
to  the  person  who  has  given  it,  with  an 
intimation  that  he  may  correct  any  errors 
of  the  Press,  or  any  part  of  it  which  does 
not  touch  the  materiality  of  the  evidence. 
The  hon.  Member  has  stated  that  Gene- 
ral Buller,  when  asked  if  he  had  given 
evidence,  said  that  he  would  not  reply 
to  the  question,  because  he  had  not  yet 
corrected  it.  Now,  I  was  present  on 
that  occasion,  and  the  answer  which 
General  Buller  gave  was  that  he  had 
given  evidence  to  the  Commissioners, 
that  it  would  be  published  in  due  course, 
and  that  he  did  not  know  that  he  would 
be  justified  in  publishing  it  prematurely. 
This  question  was  asked  him,  '*  Have 
you  received  a  proof  in  the  ordinary 
way?"  and  General  BuUer's  reply  was 
that  it  had  not  reached  him.  The  charge, 
therefore,  so  far  as  General  Buller  is 
concerned,  I  think  the  House  will  feel 
disposed  to  regard  at  its  proper  value. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  referred  to 
the  case  of  an  individual  tenant  and 
Captain  Plunkett.  It  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member,  in  his  speech,  that  an 
effort  was  made  by  Captain  Plunkett  to 
induce  the  agent  of  the  property  to  ac- 
cept a  reduced  rent — in  fact,  one  year's 
rent  out  of  three.  That  is  not  so. 
The  offer  by  the  tenant  was  that  he 
should  pay  one  year's  rent  at  once,  and 
that  the  rest  should  stand  over  for 
a  short  time,  until  it  could  be  ad- 
justed. Captain  Plunkett  states  that  he 
used  no  compulsion  whatever  towards 
the  landlord.  Then  is  it  not  absurd  to 
base  upon  two  or  three  instances  of  this 
kind  the  sweeping  allegations  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  through 
their  officers  they  were  exercising  dis- 
pensing power  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary,  a  few  nights  ago. 
challenged  any  hon.  Member  to  prove 
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a  siDgle  instance  in  wliich  any  person 
desiriog  to  exercise  his  legal  rights  was 
refused  protection.  He  asserted,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  in  every  case  where 
legal  assistance  was  asked  for  it  was 
voluntarily  and  cheerfully  given.  I  now 
challenge  any  hon.  Member  to  show  that 
where  any  application  has  been  made  for 
protection  in  executing  legal  process,  it  has 
not  been  afforded.  I  will  now  pass  briefly 
over  the  remaining  allegations.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  referred 
to  what  he  called  coercion  and  coercive 
legislation;  and  looking  at  the  para- 
graph in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
in  which  She  speaks  of  the  amendment 
of  the  procedure  of  the  criminal  law, 
he  said,  again  and  again,  that  the  cri- 
minal law  was  to  be  enforced  against 
political  offenders.  Now,  it  would  be 
both  premature  and  unbecoming  for  me 
to  say  what  the  provisions  may  be  of 
the  measure  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  may  submit  to  this  House. 
But  this  I  may  promise,  that  whatever 
amendment  of  the  law  can  be  suggested 
our  object  will  be  to  take  action,  not 
against  political  action,  but  against  cri- 
minal offenders.  If  we  find  that  the  law 
at  our  disposal  is  not  sufficient  to  enable 
us  to  reach  criminal  offenders,  we  shall 
fearlessly  ask  Parliament  to  amend  and 
extend  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
threatened  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  dynamiters,  who  were  to  come  from 
America. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  Ur.  Speaker, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  entitled  to  accuse  me  of 
having  used  threats  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  What  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  mean  was  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
intimated  his  opinion  that  in  a  certain 
contineency  dynamiters  would  come 
from  America. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  never  made  use 
of  such  a  threat,  and  I  never  predicted 
that  such  a  thing  would  happen.  What 
I  said  was  that  those  things  had  hap- 
pened. I  submit,  Sir,  with  great  respect, 
that  nothing  which  I  said  was  capable 
of  the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the 
right  hon.  aod  learned  Gentleman. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  will  at  once  relieve 
the  hon.  Member.  I  never  used  the 
words  in  the  sense  of  which  the  hon. 
Membor  complains.  I  will  at  once  put 
it  in  another  form,  and  what  I  say  is, 
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that  the  reference  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber made  to  the  dynamiters  and  the 
conspiracies  to  assassinate  Members  of 
the  Government  of  that  day  will  not 
prevent  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment from  asking  for  those  powers 
which  they  might  think  necessary  to 
amend  the  criminal  law.  It  is  necessaxy 
now  to  say  a  few  words,  and  I  will  en- 
deavour to  make  them  as  few  as  possible, 
in  reference  to  the  procedure  to  which 
the  Government  have  had  recourse.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  brought 
several  accusations  against  the  Govern- 
ment. The  first,  I  think  I  have  already 
disposed  of^namely,  the  application  of 
the  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  His  second 
complaint  has  reference  to  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  meeting  at  Sligo.  Now,  why 
was  that  meetingproclaimed?  It  was  pro- 
claimed because*it  was  an  obvious  attempt 
to  interfere  with  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice at  the  coming  Assizes.  There  were 
several  cases  to  be  tried  at  Sligo  in  con- 
nection with  the  Woodford  evictiona, 
where  the  tenants  had  fortified  them- 
selves in  four  places,  one  of  which  was 
called  "Saunders's  Fort,"  and  evezy 
means  of  yiolence  which  could  be  sug- 
gested was  practised  to  resist  the  foreeft 
of  the  law.  The  proceedings  were  al- 
together illegal  and  violent  and  it  re- 
quired a  large  force  not  only  of  polioe, 
out  military,  to  execute  the  Queen's 
writ,  and  ootain  possession.  That  was 
a  crime,  and  whatever  hon.  Members 
may  assert,  any  Gt>vemment  that  would 
have  tolerated  it,  or  that  would  not  have 
acted  as  we  did,  would  be  unworthy  of 
their  position.  The  cases  were  to  be 
tried  at  the  coming  Assizes  in  Sligo,  and 
a  few  days  before  they  were  to  be  tried 
the  following  telegram  was  posted  up  in 
Sligo : — 

'*  John  Dillon,  O'KeUy,  and  myself  aak  the 
Nationalists  of  Sligo  to  assemble  in  their  mi^ii 
in  Sligo  town  next  Sunday  to  appeal  to  Shgo 
jurors  to  express  their  condemnation  of  eilbfts 
of  Government  to  assassinate  hberty  of  Plrasa 
and  victimize  the  gallant  defenders  ol  8aiiiid«i*fl 
Fort.    We  will  attend.— Wm.  O'BaiZK." 

That  was  a  meeting  for  the  purpoee  of 
telling  the  jury  that  they  were  to  ex- 
press their  condemnation  of  the  OoTem- 
moot  in  prosecuting  the  defenders  of 
''Saunders's  Fort."  According  to  thm 
law  administered  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland  alike,  a  meeting  assembled  lor 
such  a  purpose  would  be  an  ille^gsl  as- 
sembly, and  it  is  not  merely  the  right 
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but  the  duty  of  the  guardians  of  the 
peace  in  either  country  to  disperse  a 
meeting  of  that  kind.  I  have  been  asked 
if  there  is  a  precedent  for  such  a  pro- 
ceeding. Yes,  Sir,  there  is  a  precedent, 
and  I  am  glad  that  I  can  find  precedents 
for  all  these  things  during  the  Qovern- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  heard  of  the  case  of  the  Queen 
against  Pamell  and  others,  which  oc- 
curred, I  think,  somewhere  about 
January,  1881.  A  short  time  before 
the  case  came  on  a  similar  meeting  was 
called,  the  object  of  which  was  to  in- 
timidate jurors  in  Dublin;  but  a  pro- 
clamation in  the  very  terms  of  the  Sligo 
proclamation  was  issued  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  who  was  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  meeting  was  suppressed. 
Then  comes  the  allegation  of  what  is 
called  "jury  packing."  A  Motion  in 
reference  to  that  subject  has  been  placed 
on  the  Votes  of  the  House.  No  doubt 
it  will  be  fully  discussed ;  and  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  who  has  put 
down  the  Motion  that  no  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  shrink 
from  the  discussion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Ck>rk  complains  that  in  forming  the 
first  panel  the  Sheriff  had  wilfully  in- 
fringed the  law.  Now,  that  question 
was  raised  and  tried  in  the  only  legal 
way  in  which  it  could  be  tried — namely, 
by  two  triers  who  happened  to  be  a 
Protestant  and  Catholic,  and  the  an- 
swer given  by  those  who  tried  it  was 
that  it  was  not  a  case  of  jury  pack- 
ing. The  Lord  Chief  Baron  stated  that 
he  entirely  approved  of  the  finding. 
The  Lord  Chief  Baron,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, caused  a  new  panel  to  be 
prepared;  but  he  did  so  m  order  to 
prevent  any  question  or  doubt  with 
regard  to  its  legality.  The  new  panel 
was  prepared  under  his  own  eyes 
and  direction,  and  he  has  stated  that  he 
saw  it  prepared  in  precise  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
from  that  panel  so  prepared  that  the 
jury  was  selected.  Whoever  conducted 
the  prosecution  would  have  been  guilty 
of  a  serious  dereliction  of  duty  if  they 
had  not  exercised,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  full  power  they  possessed. 
Another  objection  made  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  is  that  the  Crown  exercised 
the  right  of  challenge,  and  asked  certain 
Catholics  to  stand  by.  Let  me  remind 
the  House  that  the  Crown  Solicitor  was 


a  Catholic;  but  at  that  time  a  large 
number  of  people  in  Sligo — Protestants 
and  Catholics  alike — were  subjected  to 
the  most  serious  intimidation,  and  were 
warned  as  to  the  consequences  that 
would  happen  to  them  if  they  were  to 
serve  upon  that  jury.  The  Crown  was, 
therefore,  bound  to  secure  men  of  inde- 
pendent thought;  it  would  otherwise 
have  been  impossible  to  secure  a  fair 
trial.  Let  me  ask  of  what  injustice  the 
Crown  were  guilty  after  the  jury  was 
empanelled?  The  Lord  Chief  Baron 
repeated,  again  and  again,  that  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  every  verdict  returned. 
The  first  case  was  one  in  which  the  jury 
found  it  necessary  to  record  a  special 
verdict.  They  found  it  impossible  to 
acquit  the  prisoners,  but,  having  regard 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  they 
returned  a  special  verdict,  which  the 
Judge  ruled  to  be  a  verdict  for  the 
Crown.  This  shows  that  they  were  not 
determined  to  find  verdicts  for  the  Crown 
per  fas  et  nefan.  They  acted  with  great 
judgment  and  great  impartiality,  and 
with  a  leaning  towards  mercy.  Not 
only  was  an  attack  made  upon  the 
juries,  but  upon  the  Judge  himself. 
The  Judge  who,  a  fortnight  before, 
was  declared  by  the  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers of  Ireland  to  be  the  most  impartial 
Judge  who  ever  sat  on  the  Bench,  was 
denounced  in  the  most  violent  terms. 
This  is  an  example  of  what  has  hap- 
pened in  Ireland  again  and  again,  and 
if  the  Crown  is  not  to  exercise  the  right 
which  the  law  has  given  with  a  view  to 
the  impartial  trial  of  cases,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  cases  tried  in  Ireland. 
Perhaps  I  have  replied  to  the  allega- 
tions which  have  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  at  too  great  a 
length,  but  I  felt  bound  to  follow  him 
in  the  remarks  he  has  made.  I  notice 
the  hon.  Member  has  said  very  little 
about  the  last  part  of  his  Amendment, 
with  reference  to  the  reform  of  the  law 
and  system  of  government.  I  say  that 
if  this  Amendment  were  carried  it  would 
be  an  affirmation  of  the  Home  Bule  Bill 
of  last  Session,  because  we  know  that 
the  least  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  accept  in  the  direction  of  Home 
Eule  is  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone). We  on  this  side  of  the  House 
take  up  the  position  of  opponents  to  that 
Bill.  We  are  here  for  tiie  purpose  of 
resisting  the  demand  for  Home  Bule, 
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and  for  this  reason  alone  we  must  at 
once  resist  this  Amendment.  Something 
has  been  said  about  remedial  legislation. 
The  Government  do  not  desire  to  avoid 
the  question  of  remedial  legislation,  and 
such  legislation  will  be  submitted  to  the 
House  at  the  proper  time.  We  trust 
that  it  will  be  accepted,  and  that  it  will 
do  good ;  but  whatever  the  nature  of  it 
may  be,  we  are  determined  that  it  shall 
be  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  union  between  the  two  countries, 
and  with  the  enforcement  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  listened  with  consider- 
able interest  to  a  speech  which,  it  seems 
to  me,  would  have  been  better  reserved 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  the  time  when  he  will  have 
to  open  my  prosecution  on  this  day 
week.  A  few  sentences  towards  the  close 
of  that  speech  dealt  with  the  wider  and 
greater  issues  which  ought  to  have 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  House,  but 
the  greater  part  of  the  speech  was 
devoted  to  a  diatribe  which  I  think  came 
very  ill  from  Her  Majesty's  principal  Law 
Adviser  in  Ireland,  for  prejudicing  my 
trial  before  a  jury  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  intends  to  pack. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  about  the  panel  in  Sligo,  and  he 
endeavoured  to  induce  hon.  Members  in 
this  House  to  believe  that  the  hands  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
are  guiltless  of  what  I  can  only  charac- 
terize as  the  heinous  offence  of  jury  pack- 
ing. But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  passed  over  in  silence  the  fact 
which  is  undeniable  and  undenied — that 
in  placing  these  men  on  their  trial  at 
Sligo,  they  being  Catholic  peasants  from 
the  County  of  Galway — and  their  crime 
was  regarded  as  a  very  light  one,  as  any 
hon.  Member  who  has  read  the  history 
of  Ireland  will  know — the  Crown  has 
exercised  the  most  oppressive,  and  as 
some  think,  illegal  power — a  power 
which,  no  doubt,  they  have  always 
arrogated  to  themselves— of  making  the 
jurors  stand  aside  without  cause  until  in 
every  instance  they  succeeded  in  securing 
a  jury  that  was  nearly  all  entirely 
Protestant.  In  every  instance  these  poor 
men  were  tried  before  a  purely  Protes- 
tant jury,  and  in  most  cases  every  single 
co-religionist  of  the  accused  was  ordered 
to  stand  aside.  How  can  tbo  population 
of  Ireland    be  expected   to   have  any 
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respect  for  a  law  which  was  enforced  by 
such  means,  and  by  a  jury  so  shamefully 
packed  ?  [  Cries  0/  *  *  Oh !  "]  I  cannot 
understand  how  hon.  Members,  even 
although  they  be  Conservatives,  can 
stand  up  in  defence  of  such  a  system  as 
that,  or  how  they  can  believe  for  a  single 
hour  that  the  people  of  Ireland  can  ever 
be  induced  to  respect  or  submit,  except 
by  force,  to  such  a  law.  If  you  want  to 
know  why  the  people  of  Ireland  have  no 
confidence  in  the  law,  and  do  not  believe 
in  justice  as  administered  there  by  the 
English  Government,  I  would  ask  yea 
to  contrast  the  case  of  the  Woodford 
prisoners — whose  crime  was  light, because 
in  tbedef ence  of  *'  Saunders's  Fort"  not  a 
single  drop  of  human  blood  was  shed-* 
with  the  treatment  of  the  two  Waters, 
murderers  who  were  taken  red-handed 
in  the  act  of  shooting  a  policeman. 
They  were  placed  upon  their  trial, 
charged,  not  with  defending  their 
homes,  but  with  shooting  down  a 
policeman  in  the  streets  of  Belfast, 
one  of  whom  shot  him  in  the  back. 
There  were  witnesses  who  swore  that 
with  their  own  eyes  they  saw  the  priso- 
ners commit  the  murder ;  but  what  did 
the  Crown  do  in  the  case  ?  They  never 
exercised  their  power  by  ordering  a 
single  man  to  stand  aside.  In  spite  of 
indignant  protests  from  a  Protestant 
Judge,  they  allowed  these  murderers  to 
be  tried  in  the  county  of  Tyrone  by  their 
brother  Orangemen,  who  allowed  them 
to  go  scot-free,  and  they  are  walking 
about  the  streets,  at  full  liberty,  to  thia 
very  day.  But  the  Galway  peasants  are 
now  lying  under  a  sentence  of  12  months' 
imprisonment,  because  they  defended 
their  fathers'  homes.  Let  me  pass  away 
from  the  subject  of  packed  juries, 
although  it  is  a  delicate  one  with  me,  as 
I  expect,  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks, 
to  taste,  myself,  what  a  packed  joiy  is. 
I  desire  to  direct  attention  to  the  reasons 
and  causes  which  have  made  EngUsk 
law,  and  the  makers  of  it,  hateful  to  tha 
Irish  people.  In  my  case  the  Crown  did 
not  tnink  that  a  City  of  Dublin  joij 
could  be  packed  sufficiently;  thej, 
therefore,  shifted  the  venue  and  morii 
the  case  into  the  County  of  Dublin,  be- 
cause they  knew  that  the  suburbs  of 
Dublin  are  full  of  broken  down  land 
agents  and  others,  who  imagine  that 
they  have  been  ruined  by  our  agitatioa. 
For  100  years  the  practice  in  Qr«eii 
Street;  Dublin,  has  been  to  return  <m 
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the  long  panel  about  80  names — it  never 
exceeded  100 — but  now  the  Government 
have  returned  to  the    long  panel  250 
names.     This,  Sir,  is  what  we  know  as 
equal  law  and  justice  in  Ireland.  I  liave 
no  doubt  the  Crown  will  take  good  care 
that  no  Land  Leaguer  shall  sit  upon  my 
jury.    Allow  me,  now,  to  turn  to  the  his- 
tory given  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  as  to  how  the  present  agitation 
and  disturbances  in  Ireland  arose.     A 
more  misleading  statement,  I  do  not  say 
deliberately     misleading,    was     never 
made  in  this  House,  and  I  ought  to 
know  something  about  it.  The  Attorney 
General  said  that   these    disturbances 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork,  and  as  an  evidence  of  that  ex- 
traordinary   assertion    he  pointed  out 
that  during  the  month  of  October  rents 
were  paid  in  Ireland  with  considerable 
freedom  and  regularity.     That  is  per- 
fectly true,  but  those  hon.  Members  who 
have  followed  the  course  of  events  in 
Ireland  will  know  what  the  reason  was. 
When  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  brought  forward  in  this  House 
it  will  be  in   the  recollection  of  hon. 
Members  that  there  was  delivered  from 
the  Front  Bench  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
a    speech    in    which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  maintained  that  there  was  no 
case  for  the  reduction  of  the  rents  in  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  confute  our  arguments, 
but  he  asserted  that  we  had  made  out 
no  case  for  reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland. 
At  that  time  the  Irish   landlords  and 
agents  reflected  the  tone  of  the  speeches 
of  Lord   Salisbury  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  that  there  should 
be   no  reduction   of  rent   that  winter. 
Now,   I  assert    that    if   that    attitude 
had    been    attempted    to    be    main- 
tained in  Ireland,  a  condition  of  things 
would  have  been  arrived  to  which  I  look 
forward  with  considerable  alarm,  and 
what  has  occurred  in  Ireland  would  have 
been  mere  child's  play  compared  with 
what  would  have  happened.    We  had 
only  returned  to  Ireland  a  few  weeks 
when  we  became  aware  of  a  total  change 
in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  a  condition    of  things  was 
brought  about  of  so  peculiar  a  nature 
that  I  do  not  think  a  counterpart  of  it 
can    be   found   in    the  whole  civilized 
-world.     The  position  which  we  occupied 
in  Ireland  was  a  most  peculiar  ono.  We 
did  not  enjoy  the  confidence    of   our 


governors ;  we  dare  not  be  seen  talking 
to  them,  or  be  seen  going  to  their 
official  residences,  and  we  were  obliged 
to  grope  about  in  the  dark  and  obtain 
our  information  from  outside  sources.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  until  after  some  three 
weeks  had  elapsed  that  we  discovered 
through  certain  secret  channels  that  the 
Government  had  abandoned  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  this  House,  and  had  entered 
upon  a  course  which  we  had  frequently 
recommended  to  successive  Irish  Go- 
vernments, although  it  had  always  been 
indignantly  repudiated  here — namely, 
that  of  putting  pressure  upon  the  Irish 
landlords  to  do  their  duty.  I  have  re- 
peatedly urged  Irish  Governments  to  do 
that,  and  so  far  from  blaming  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  pressure  which  they 
did  place  upon  the  Irish  landlords  I  give 
them  all  credit  for  it.  I  say,  further, 
that  they  have  reaped  the  reward  of 
what  they  did,  because  the  difficulties 
they  have  to  contend  with  now  are  as 
nothing  compared  with  what  they  would 
otherwise  have  been.  In  that  fact  you 
have  a  reason  why  the  present  circum- 
stances did  not  arise  sooner  than  they  did 
in  Ireland,  and  that  when  they  did  arise 
they  were  confined  to  isolated  localities. 
After  a  certain  time  it  became  manifest 
that  while  the  Government  were  putting 
very  great  pressure  upon  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  substantially  reduce  their  rents, 
and  even  to  reduce  judicial  rents  which 
Lord  Salisbury  said  could  not  be  re- 
duced— and  while  large  reductions  were 
made  by  many  landlords  headed  by  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire — it  became  evident 
that  there  was  a  considerable  body  of 
landlords  who  would  not  listen  to  reason, 
but  who    insisted   upon    having    their 

Eound  of  flesh.  Are  we  told  here  that 
ecause  certain  Irish  landlords  refuse  to 
listen  to  reason  that  that  is  an  argument 
for  destroying  the  relations  between  the 
two  countries?  No  doubt,  it  was  an 
argument  for  us  to  advise  and  put  for- 
ward the  Plan  of  Campaign.  We  dis- 
covered that  a  very  considerable  number 
of  Irish  landlords  would  neither  be 
coerced  nor  persuaded  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  that  they  were  deter- 
mined to  have  their  pound  of  flesh. 
We  then  decided  to  recommend  the  poliey 
since  known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  says  that  the  prophecies 
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dulged  in  bj  the  hon.  Gentleman  the ' 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  as  to 
the  probable  coDseqaences  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  his  Bill,  have  not  been  fulfilled 
in  Ireland ;  and  that,  consequently,  fewer 
evictions  have  occurred  than  usually 
take  place  at  such  seasons.  It  is  true 
that  fewer  evictions  have  oocnrred,  but 
why  is  it  that  fewer  evictions  have  oc- 
curred ?  Why,  it  is  owing  to  two  things 
— first,  the  tremendous  pressure  put 
upon  tiie  landlords  by  the  Government ; 
aod  secondly,  to  the  action  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  I  think  I  can  prove,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  every  iutelligent  man 
in  this  House,  that  what  I  say  is  true — 
namely,  that  on  those  estates  where  the 
landlords  were  pressing  their  tenants, 
pressure  was  put  upon  those  landlords 
by  the  Government,  with  the  result, 
practically,  of  putting  a  stop  to  evictions 
altogether.  I  wish  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes — I 
will  not  dwell  long  upon  it,  because  I 
know  that  a  good  deal  has  been  said 
on  the  subject  already — to  this  question 
of  the  speech  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  at  Bristol,  in  November — a 
time  when  he  seemed  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  he  had  solved  the  Irish 
problem 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicxs-Bbach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  No,  no ! 

Mb.  DILLON :  That  has  been  the 
impression  of  a  great  many  of  his  Pre- 
decessors, but  it  has  always  ended  in 
disappointment.  He  said  in  the  speech 
to  which  I  allude,  that — 

**The  Coiinty  Ceurts  had  exercised  their 
power  under  the  law  with  firmness  and  with 
justice,  and  the  Goyeniment  had  hronght  what 
pressure  they  could," 

and  that  is  very  strong  language — 

"  acting  always  within  the  law,  to  bear  upon 
those  few  landlords  who  would  not  follow  the 
example  of  their  more  generous  fellows.*' 

Well,  I  will  say  a  few  words  in  refer- 
ence to  the  action  of  the  County  Court 
Judges,  and  then  I  will  make  a  few 
observations  as  to  what,  from  my  own 
knowledge,  I  can  say  has  been  the  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  on  the  landlords 
by  the  Government.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, afterwards,  when  under  examina- 
tion in  the  Dublin  Police  Court,  said, 
that 

<*  He  always  had  in  his  mind,  when  he  spoke 
of  the  firmness  and  justice  of  tho  County  Oourt 

Mr.  Dillon 


Judges,  thfl  action  of  County   Court   J«dge 
Curran,  in  the  county  of  Kerry." 

I  will  ask  the   House  to  listen  to  me 
attentively  whilst  I  go  into  the  question 
of  the  ''firmness  and  justice"  of  County 
Court  Jndge  Curran,  because  I  maintain 
that  if  ever  there  was  anything  done  bj 
the  Irish  Qovemment  calculated  to  bring 
law  in  Ireland  into  disrepute  and  ridi- 
cule, it  was  the  action  of  County  Court 
Judge  Curran  in  the  county  of  Keny. 
I  think  that  when  I  have  read  the  few 
extracts  I  have  here  in  referenoe  to 
Judp;e  Curran's  proceedings — his  parody 
of  au  law  in  the  County  Courts  of  Kerry 
— ^most  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  will  be  ready  to  agree  with. 
me.    First  of  all,  I  will  take  the  case 
of  an  agent  named  Fitzgerald  against 
Michael    Meehan,    tenant,    heard    at 
the     Tralee     Quarter     Sessions     last 
November.    It  was  a  yearly  tenancy; 
the  tenant  owed  £94  10«.  up  to  the  25th 
March.    The  County  Court  Judge  said 
to  the  landlord's   representative — who 
was  a  Mr.  Hill — "Have  yon  the  re- 
motest chance  of  recovering  this  big  sum 
due  ? "     <<  A  portion  of  it,"  said  Mr. 
Hill.      «What   portion?"    asked  tho 
Judge;  "£4  10».  outof£94?"   «'Half, 
at  least,"  replied  Mr.  HilL     "  If  the 
arrears  are  cleared  within  a  reasonablo 
time,  the  landlord  will  give  a  35  per  ooiit 
reduction  of  the  rent."    His  Honour — 
'*  If  the  arrears  are  paid  within  a  reaaoxi* 
able  time !     Where  is  the  use  of  taUdn^ 
nonsense?    The  arrears  could  not   bo 
paid  within  a  '  reasonable  time,'  nnlaso 
you  can  get  blood  out  of  a  turnip."  Tho 
Judge  then  let  off  the  tenant  with  tho 
payment   of    a   gale   of    rent,    whsA 
amounted  to  one-fifth  of  the  whole  sum 
due.     I  take  up  another  case— that  of  a 
tenant  on  Lord  Headley's  estate,  who 
had  lent  money  to  the  luidlord  and 
got  the  estate  into  his  own  hands,  andl^ 
proceeding  as  mortgagee  in  pownssiom. 
The  tenant  was  a  lady  named  M«xy 
Moynihan,  who  came  up  decreed  fo^  a 
year's  rent.    Now,  the  year's  rent  waa 
£40,  and  Mrs.  Moynihan  admittod  that 
she  had  lent  Lord  Headley  £500, 
whole  of  which  she  had  not  sneeeeded 
getting  back  from  him  until  the 
day.    She  admitted  that  Lord  ~~ 
had  returned  her  the  sum  she  had 
and  yet  her  application  to  the  Ooart 
to  get  the  abatement  which  for  throo 
years  had  been  allowed  to  the 
tenants,  but  which  Samuel  Hnasey 
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fused  to  her.  Those  abatements,  it  was 
pointed  out,  if  now  allowed,  would  cut 
down  her  rent  from  £40  to  £19.  Mr. 
Hussej  opposed  the  application  to  the 
best  of  his  ability ;  but  bis  Honour  said 
that  he  would  bring  the  rent  down  from 
£40  to  £19.  Mr.  Huesey  thereupon  es- 
claimed — **It  is  all  over  now,  but  it  is 
the  lowest  farm  in  Kerry."  Bemember 
that  she  had  accommodated  her  land- 
lord to  the  extent  of  £500,  so  that  there 
is  little  question  as  to  her  ability  to  pay. 
And  yet  one  of  the  greatest  crimes  urged 
against  us  is  that  some  of  the  tenants 
whom  we  have  asked  to  join  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  could  pay  if  they  liked. 
Those  are  only  two  examples  of  the 
manner  in  whick  Judge  Curran  at- 
tempted to  administer  justice  in  Kerry. 
Here  is  his  method  of  dealing  with 
**  Moonlighters."  Two  or  three  men 
were  brought  before  him  charged  at  the 
Tralee  Sessions  with  *'  Moonlighting." 
Judge  Curran  addressed  these  men  in 
this  language — 

**  I  am  satisfied  from  the  evidence  and  from 
year  appearance  that  you  are  the  ringleaders 
for  everything  bad.  >iow,  as  you  are  the  ring- 
leaders for  everything  bad,  I  am  going  to  mi£e 
you  the  ringleaders  for  everything  go^.  What 
I  do  now  is  to  affirm  the  conviction  and  sentence. 
I  vrill  sentence  you  to  three  months*  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  but  will  let  you  out  on 
your  recognizances ;  and  if,  within  three  months, 
no  ** Moonlighting*'  takes  place  within  16 
miles  of  Tralee,  you  will  never  be  called  upon 
to  put  in  an  appearance." 

I  ask  hon.  Oentlemen,  is  not  this  almost 
incredible?  Would  they  believe  it  if 
they  had  not  heie  his  own  words  ?  His 
words  were — **  I  am  satisfied  from  the 
evidence  that  you  are  the  ringleaders  for 
everything  bad."  These  men  were  ac- 
cused of  midnight  marauding  —  they 
were  leaders  of  a  band  of  Moonlighters 
— and  yet  Judge  Curran  set  them  at 
liberty  on  their  own  recognizances  I  Is 
it  any  wonder  that  Mr.  Townsend-Trench 
Bhoold  write  to  The  Times,  and  ask  whe- 
ther these  Moonlighters  would  not 
agree  with  him  in  wondering  '^whether 
cowardice,  incompetence,  and  shame 
can  suggest  tactics  more  insulting  to  the 
Sritiah  Constitution?''  Such  was  the 
course  adopted  by  the  County  Court 
Judge  Curran,  and  what  was  the 
sequel  to  this  extraordinary  story? 
^hese  unfortunate  men — if  they  were 
unfortunate — were  called  up  at  the  last 
tralee  Quarter  Sessions,  and,  as  ill-luck 
would  have  it,  the  night  before  the  three 


months  expired,  12  miles  away,  in  a  dis- 
trict with  which  they  had  no  connection 
whatever,  a  case  of  moonlighting  took 
place,  and  this  Judge,  therefore,  sent 
the  men  to  prison  to  serve  out  their  sen- 
tence, and  they  are  now  in  gaol  serving 
it  out.  The  district  in  which  the  men 
resided  had  been  quiet;  but  12  miles 
away  from  their  dwelling-place  an  out- 
rage took  place,  and  the  beautiful  incon- 
sistency of  the  Judge's  mind  is  made 
manifest  by  the  reflection  that  if  the 
people  who  perpetrated  the  outrage 
were  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
men  about  to  be  sentenced,  they  would 
have  waited  until  the  next  evening  be- 
fore going  upon  their  maurauding  expe- 
dition. I  have  said  so  much  about 
Judge  Curran  because  the  subject  is  a 
serious  and  important  one,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — who  is  responsible  for  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland— having  boasted,  as 
part  of  the  means  on  which  he  relies  for 
the  restoration  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land, and  for  instilling  a  respect  for  law 
in  the  minds  of  the  people,  that  he  has 
sent  this  extraordinary  Judge  into  the 
moonlighting  district  of  Kerry.  And 
now  I  would  give  a  short  extract  from  a 
letter  in  which  this  Judge  indignantly 
describes  his  good  deeds  to  the  tenantry 
on  the  Glenbeigh  estate.  He  says,  de- 
scribing his  own  action,  and  speaking 
in  his  own  defence,  that  after  he  had 
given  the  decrees  in  the  Killarney 
Court  House  in  reference  to  the  Glen- 
beigh  tenants,  he  put  the  decrees  into 
his  pocket  unsigned,  went  down  to 
Tralee,  and  wrote  to  Colonel  Turner  and 
Father  Quilter,  asking  them  to  meet 
him;  and  told  Colonel  Turner  and 
General  Buller  that  he  would  not  Biga 
the  decrees  because  he  meant  to  alter 
them  if,  on  consultation  with  Father 
Quilter,  he  found  the  necessities  of*  the 
case  warranted  it.  And  he  says  trium- 
phantly— in  the  tone  of  a  man  entitled 
to  be  proud  of  his  own  feeling  for  the 
tenants — 

**  I  wrote  to  General  Buller  that  I  was  con- 
vinced the  landlord  would  agree  to  any  altera- 
tion I  thought  fit  to  make.*' 

I  put  it  to  the  House,  was  such  a  system 
of  administering  justice  ever  heard  of 
outside  some  Eastern  land  ?  We  might 
almost  imagine  Judge  Curran  sitting 
under  a  palm  tree  in  the  dress  of  an 
Eastern  cadi.  So  much  for  Judge  Cur* 
ran.     I  now  wish  to  speak  for  a  few 
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moments  about  the  pressure  put  upon 
the  landlords  by  the  Government,  as  to 
which  so  much  has  been  said.  I  do  not 
see  what  object  can  be  served  by  burk- 
ing matters  of  this  kind,  or  shutting 
our  eyes  to  facts  that  are  absolutely 
patent  to  us  in  Ireland.  We  have  been 
obliged  to  grope  in  the  dark  for  evidence 
of  the  pressure  exercised  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  upon  the  landlords, 
but  as  to  its  existence  we  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt.  What  occurred  in  the 
case  of  that  man  on  whose  behalf  Cap- 
tain Plunkett,  the  well-known  Besident 
Magistrate,  interfered  ?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  in 
trying  to  defend  the  Government  in  re- 
lation to  the  matter,  stated  that  Captain 
Plunkett  simply  wrote  a  letter  to  Messrs. 
Guinness  and  Mahon,  the  agents ;  but 
has  anyone  read  the  letter  which  Messrs. 
Guinness  and  Mahon  wrote,  and  which 
no  attempt  has  been  made  to  contradict? 
I  will  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
statement  made  by  Messrs.  Guinness 
and  Mahon  as  to  the  interview  which 
took  place  between  them  and  Captain 
Plunkett — the  statement  made  by  them 
in  a  letter  published  in  The  Times.  It 
reads : — 

Doc.  6,  188G. 
"  My  Dear 

**  I  send  a  short  statement  and  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Plunkett,  R.M.,  of  which  I 
do  not  complain.  But  he  called  afterwards,  and 
pressed  the  matter  much  further,  and  did  it 
cautiously. 

**  He  conveyed  that  unless  the  landlady  ac- 
cepted a  year's  rent  instead  of  three  and  a-half 
years',  and  gave  a  clear  receipt,  and  paid  costs, 
£50,  protection  would  not  be  afforaed  to  her 
caretakers" — 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach) 
(Bristol.  W.):  Will  the  hon.  Qentleman 
do  Captain  Plunkett  the  justice  to  read 
his  reply  to  that  iinputation  ? 

Me.  DILLON  :  I  will  read  his  reply 
to  the  accusation,  if  I  have  it ;  and,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  it,  I  will 
read  some  of  his  evidence  in  the  Police 
Court. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
Captain  Plunkett  wrote  to  The  Times  im- 
mediately he  saw  the  letter  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  distinctly  contra- 
dicting the  accusation. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Although  I  am  no 
friend  of  land  agents,  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  take  the  statement  of  Messrs. 

iff.  Dillon 


Guinness  and  Mahon  against  that  of 
Captain  Plunkett.  I  would  give  Cap- 
tain Plunkett  full  credit  for  his  denial ; 
if  I  had  his  letter  I  should  be  most 
happy  to  read  it,  but  I  fear  it  is  not 
amongst  my  papers.  I  wish  to  finish 
reading  the  letter  of  Messrs.  Guinness 
and  Mahon.    They  say — 

'^  Under  these  circumstances  she  is  disposed 
to  strike  and  surrender  her  rights,  and  take 
anything  she  can  get.  Her  income  is  very 
small,  not  more  than  is  absolutely  neoessary  for 
her  support,  and  she  is  coerced.*' 

That  is  the  account  of  the  landlord's 
own  agent.  I  find  I  have  here  the  letter 
of  Captain  Plunkett,  in  reply  to  the 
statement  I  have  read.    He  says : — 

**  My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
your  issue  of  th  13th  inst.  signed  'Erigoia.* 
As  it  is  evident  that  I  am  the  divisiooal  ma^w- 
trate  referred  to  as  haying  called  on  the  firm  of 
land  agents,  and  stated  that,  unless  the  land- 
lady accepted  a  year*s  rent  instead  of  three 
and  a-half,  protection  would  not  be  afforded 
her  caretaker,  I  beg  to  give  this  statement 
the  most  unqualified  contradiction.** 

Tes,  hut  unfortunately,  I  think  the 
position  is  made  very  much  worse  for 
the  Government  and  Captain  Plunkett, 
because  I  would  direct  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  denies  especially  calling 
on  the  land  agents,  and  stating  that 
**  unless  the  landlady  acepted  a  year's 
rent  instead  of  three  and  a*half  years.**' 
He  explained  afterwards,  in  the  Court 
— he  tried  to  get  out  of  this  state- 
ment by  saying  that  he  only  asked 
the  landlady  to  accept  a  year's  rent  in* 
stead  of  three  and  a-half  years,  '*  pend- 
ing a  settlement,"  wishing  thereby  to 
avoid  an  eviction.  Therefore,  his  con- 
tradiction was  practically  quite  consie- 
tent  with  the  statement  made  by  Meepra. 
Guinness  and  Mahon,  that  unless  the 
landlady  accepted  a  year's  rent  instead 
of  three  and  a-half  years'  rent,  and  ga^e 
a  clear  receipt,  and  paid  the  costs,  pro- 
tection would  not  be  afforded  to  her  care- 
taker. I  have  not  in  my  own  mind  a 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  Captain  Plunkett 
did  make  that  representation  to  the  land 
agents.  Now,  to  show  hon.  Members 
the  value  of  Captain  Plunkett's  word — 
and  if  the  question  of  credibility  betve«« 
himself  and  Messrs.  Ouinness  and  Habca 
has  to  be  considered  it  is  necessary  to  do 
this — I  would  read  a  word  or  two  from 
somo  sworn  evidence  given  by  Captaia 
Plunkett  in  the  Police  Court.  He  v«s 
examined,  amongst  others,  by  Mr. 
Adamf>,  and  he  said — 
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**  It  was  not  in  oonsoqucnce  of  ropreflentations 
made  to  me  by  General  BuUcr  that  I  went  to 
Guinness,  Mahon  &  Co.*s  office.  General  BuUer 
forwarded  me  a  letter  which  ho  had  received, 
about  which  I  went  to  Guinness  and  Mahon* s 
office" 

That  is  to  say,  he  swore,  first  of  all,  that 
he  did  not  go  to  Messrs.  Guioness  and 
Mahon's  office,  in  consequence  of  repre- 
sentations from  General  Buller;  and 
when  the  letter  was  produced  out  of 
counsel's  pocket,  and  handed  to  him, 
which  letter  he  received  before  ho  went 
to  the  office  of  these  gentlemen,  a  yisible 
tremor  passed  through  him,  and  he  said 
he  went  to  Messrs.  Quinness  and  Mahon' s 
office  and  did  his  best  to  effect  a  settle- 
ment.   He  said — 

*'  It  would  not  bo  accurate  to  say  I  did  my 
best  to  bring  about  a  settlement,  because  I 
might  have  done  better.*' 

Then  the  letter  was  produced,  and  in 

reply  to  questions  then    addressed  to 

him,  he  said—* 

**  The  statement  in  my  letter,  that  I  did  my 
best  to  bring  about  a  settlement,  was  substan- 
tially true." 

He  did  not  admit  that  he  had  ever  said 
this  until  he  was  confronted  with  the 
statement  in  his  own  handwriting.  He 
was  then  asked  whether  he  had  inter- 
fered in  a  deserving  case,  and  he  said — 
<'I  do  not  know  what  is  meant  by  a 
deserving  case." 

"  It  is  true,*'  he  said,  **  that  I  was  ignorant 
of  most  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  I 
heard  that  three  years*  rent  was  due.  I  did  not 
know  whether  tho  tenant  was  able  to  pay  or 
not.  I  suggested  the  acceptance  of  one  year's 
rent,  pending  a  settlement.  I  did  not  suggest 
a  composition.  I  never  saw  the  tenant  or  his 
farm,  and  do  not  know  where  his  farm  is,  or 
how  near  I  was  to  it.  I  could  not  say  if  I  was 
told  by  anyone  that  the  tenant  was  unable  to 
pay.  I  do  not  know  if  he  was  unable  to  pay. 
X  do  not  know  what  was  in  this  case  to  dis- 
ting^uish  it  from  that  of  any  other  tenant.  I  do 
not  know  how  much  land  he  had,  or  if  he  had 
any  farm  at  all." 

Now,  I  ask  hon.  Members,  is  it  not  the 
merest  folly  and  nonsense  to  tell  us  that 
when  an  executive  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment swears  in  the  Dublin  Police  Court 
that  with  him  lay  the  power  to  give  or 
refuse  protection  to  the  caretakers  of  the 
farm,  to  give  more  men  or  withdraw  those 
*who  were  there  whenever  he  thought 
fit,  and  then  goes  to  the  land  agents 
in  Dublin,  ana  asks  that  a  settlement 
should  be  arrived  at  in  order  to  avoid 
eviction,  is  thatnot  putting  pressure  upon 
the  landlord  ?  If  tiiat  is  not  pressure,  I 
do  not  know  what  pressure  is,  or  what  it 
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possibly  could  be.  I  know  the  land- 
lords themselves  consider  it  as  much 
pressure  as  I  and  my  friends  have  ever 
put  upon  them.  This  much  I  will  say 
— that  I  have  been  accused  by  influen- 
tial gentlemen  of  engaging  in  one  of  the 
most  immoral  conspiracies  that  liave 
ever  been  carried  on  in  any  civilized 
country;  but  if  I  did  engage  in  that 
conspiracy  I  never  undertook  to  defend 
a  case  in  Ireland  yet  in  which  I  did  not 
satisfy  myself,  as  far  as  I  could,  by 
inquiry,  that  justice  was  on  our  side ; 
and  I  never  yet  went  to  put  pressure  on 
a  landlord  when  I  could  stand  up — or 
would  be  obliged  to  stand  up  in  Court — 
and,  under  examination,  admit  that  I 
knew  nothing  about  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  that  I  did  not  know  whether 
or  not  a  man  could  pay,  and  that  I  did 
not  know  whether  he  had  a  farm  at  all. 
Well,  that  is  one  case  which  bears 
upon  that  question  of  pressure  about 
which  we  have  heard  so  much.  With 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will,  just 
for  a  moment,  bring  under  its  notice 
another  case — and  a  very  interesting 
case — in  which  pressure  was  put  upon  a 
landlord.  The  case  is  all  the  more  in- 
teresting because  I  think  it  has  not  yet 
been  made  public — I  refer  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  John  Madden,  of  County  Mo- 
naghan.  On  that  gentleman's  estate  the 
tenantry  are  in  a  condition  of  the 
greatest  possible  poverty,  owing  4o 
circumstances  over  which  they  have  no 
control ;  because  I  am  convinced  that  a 
more  honest  and  deserving  people  do 
not  exist  in  Ireland.  These  people  are 
reduced  to  extreme  poverty  owing  to 
failure  of  their  small  stock,  and  the  fall 
in  prices  of  butter,  and  the  decline  of 
an  industry  in  which  the  women  used  to 
engage.  The  agent  has  been  in  negotia- 
tion with  the  tenants  for  a  considerable 
number  of  months,  endeavouring  to 
come  to  some  settlement,  but  the  terms 
he  offered  the  tenants  they  could  not 
accept.  On  the  9th  October,  in  writing 
to  the  priest,  the  Bev.  P.  McKeon,  the 
representative  of  the  tenantry,  he  used 
language  which  I  will  read — I  have  all 
his  correspondence.     He  wrote — 


"  Rosslea  Manor  Estate. 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  8th  inst.,  for  which  I  am  obliged.  Hither- 
to all  overtures  for  a  settlement  have  come 
from  the  landlord,  as  tho  tenants  have  not  ciude 
any  proposal.*' 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say — 
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"I  would  suggest  that  you  should  see  or 
communicate  with  the  tenants  named  in  the  list 
which  I  sent  you,  and  that  they  should  make 
some  proposal,  stating  what  sum  they  would  he 
prepared  to  pay  down  in  cash  on  or  before  1st 
proz.,  on  getting  a  receipt  in  full  up  to  1st 
November,  1885.  If  they  do  this,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  any  proposal  made  will  receive 
most  careful  consideration  ;  and  I  feel  sure  the 
entire  matter  will  be  settled  to  the  satisfaction 
of  all  parties." 

Accordingly,  the  priest  assembled  the 
tenants,  and  put  the  agent's  terms  be- 
fore them,  and  a  certain  number  agreed 
to  offer  "one  year's  rent,  with  costs.  A 
hundred  and  fifty  tenants  were  under 
decree  of  eviction.  On  a  subsequent 
day  the  agent  came  down,  and  the  offer 
agreed  upon  was  made  to  him,  but  he 
refused  it,  saying  that  he  had  no 
authority  to  accept  such  terms.  Then 
he  writes  a  letter,  in  which  he  says— 

*'I  expected  to  see  you  on  last  Friday. 
Several  of  the  tenants  against  whom  decrees 
have  been  obtained  attended  and  asked  for  a 
clear  receipt  up  to  the  1st  November,  1885,  on 
payment  of  one  year*s  rent,  statinj;  that  they 
were  under  the  impression  that  I  had  made  this 
offer  in  my  correspondence  with  you." 

He  had  used  language  open  to  that  in- 
terpretation.    He  continued — 

*'  I  stated  that  such  was  not  the  case,  and 
that  I  had  no  authority  to  accept  any  less  sum 
than  that  stated  in  the  list  I  forwarded  you 
somo  time  ago.  but  that  I  would  communicate 
with  Mr.  Madden." 

We  now  come  down  to  November,  1886. 
The  next  stage  in  the  proceedings  was 
this :  The  tenants  appealed  to  me.  send- 
ing a  deputation  to  Dublin,  and  I  declare 
most  solemnly  that  until  that  deputation 
arrired  there  and  asked  me  to  take 
their  case  up  I  had  never  even  heard 
the  name  of  the  estate,  and  did  not 
know  there  was  any  trouble  existing  on 
it.  They  came  up  to  me  in  my  own 
house  in  Dublin,  and  asked  whether  I 
would  encourage  them  to  adopt  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  I  talked  the  matter 
over  with  them  for  an  hour,  feeling  ex- 
tremely reluctant  to  move  in  the  matter, 
as  it  was  in  Protestant  Ulster,  and  I 
was  afraid  the  tenants  would  not  join 
together.  However,  it  seems  that  the 
district  in  question  is  a  mountainous 
one,  and  is  chiefly  inhabited  by  Catho- 
lics, who  were  determined  to  go  into 
the  Plan  with  me  if  I  would  help  them, 
but  without  me  if  I  would  not.  Ulti- 
mately I  agreed  to  help  them,  and  they 
adopted  the  Plan.      The  Government 

Mr.  DiUm 


now  appears  on  the  scene,  and  on  the 
2nd  of  January  I  received  a  most  re- 
markable letter  from  a  priest  of  the 
district.     He  wrote — 

'*  I  had  a  long  conversation  to-day  with  the 
Ck)unty  Inspector,  Mr.  Lynch.  He  wanted  to 
know  from  me  the  true  state  of  afl^urt  before 
the  evictions  are  carried  out.  Athol  Dudgeon 
wrote  a  very  long  statement  of  the  case  to  the 
Government,  part  of  which  he  read  to  me.  He 
(Mr.  Lynch)  said  to  me  that  even  yet,  if  any 
understanding  could  be  arrived  at  between  Mr. 
Madden  and  the  tenants,  that  it  would  be  better 
for  them  than  undergo  the  hardships  of  evictioa 
at  this  time  uf  year ;  that  the  worst  feature  the 
Government  saw  in  the  case  was  the  teoanta 
going  to  Mr.  Madden  and  saying  to  him,  <  Accept 
Uiis  for  a  clear  receipt  or  we  will  not  pay.*  " 

But  that  was  the  very  thing  which  the 
tenants  were  invited  to  do  by  the  agent. 
They  went  on  to  say — 

«  Would  it  not  be  better  for  them  to  offer 
whatever  rent  they  were  able,  say  three-quarters 
of  a  ycar*s  rent,  and  let  the  evictions  pcnd 
over,  say,  for  12  months  P  " 

It  has  been  told  you  that  the  Sheriff  ap- 
plied for  1,000  police,  and  that  the  ewic* 
tions  were  very  soon  to  have  taken  place ; 
but  I  suppose  that  the  Oovemment  did 
not  like  the  look  of  the  job,  and  from 
what  I  have  seen  of  the  district  I  think 
they  will  like  it  less  than  they  did. 
This  was  the  first  suggestion ;  bat  the 

Eroceedings  broke  down.  But  the  work- 
ouse  in  the  district  was  noticed  to  re- 
ceive 650  human  beings,  and  in  January 
last  the  police  were  concentrated  to  turn 
out  these  135  families — when  the  snow 
lay  six  inches  deep  in  the  fielda.  I 
went  down  to  Eosslea ;  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  proclaimed  the  meet- 
ings, but  I  held  four  meetings,  aad 
the  evictions  have  not  yet  taken  place. 
I  warn  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
that  if  he  proceeds  to  have  th< 
cruel  evictions  carried  out  agminat  a 
people  who  are  anxious  to  pay  what 
they  can,  as  I  am  certain  they  ar^, 
against  a  people  reduced  to  poverty  ia 
spite  of  hard  and  incessant  indnstry^ 
the  whole  of  England,  as  well  as  Ire- 
land, will  cry  •'Shame!"  Are  we  to 
see  the  evictions  at  Eosslea  carried  oat  f 
Are  we  to  see  1,000  armed  men  gathered 
together,  at  an  enormous  expense  to  tlie 
country,  to  turn  out  these  families,  vadl 
it  is  proved  that  they  have  refbsed  to 
pay?  I  have  heard  it  eaid,  Ibreootk. 
that  I  am  responsible  for  the  Roeelea 
evictions  and  for  the  Olenbeigli 


861         Mofuty'i  Moii 


{Febhuaey  7,  1887} 


tionB.    These  men  say  what  suits  their 
argaments.    When  it  suits  their  pur- 
pose  they  accuse    Irish    Members    of 
inciting  men  not  to  pay  who  were  able 
to  do  so.    The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  told  the  House  that  the 
Olenbeigh    evictions  would    not    have 
been  saved  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the   City  of   Cork   (Mr. 
Parnell),    because    the    people    would 
have  been  unable  to  take  advantage  of 
it,  and    yet    their   houses  have   been 
burnt  down  over  their  heads.    But  I 
say  I  never  heard  of  the  estate  at  all 
until  the  houses  were  burnt  down ;  I 
never  knew  that  Mr.   Eowland  Winn 
had  an  estate  in  Ireland  until  I  saw  it 
in  the  newspapers.    Before  I  dispose  of 
this  case  of  Bosslea  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  more,  because  it  is  one  which  will 
be  often  heard  of  in  this  House.  I  shall 
read  particulars  of  a  few  cases  which 
have  been  placed  in  my  hands  by  a  local 
priest.     Here  is  a  list  of  town  lands. 
The  rent  of  one  group  in  1856  amounted 
to   £46   12«.,  and  the  present  rent  is 
£85   15«.    In  the  next  case  the  rents 
amounted  in  1854  to  £53  15«.,  and  the 
jmeent   rents    amount  to    £113    14«. 
These  rents  have,  in  some  cases,  been 
doubled,  and  more  than  doubled ;  and 
I  observe  in  the  list  one  case  in  which 
the  rent  has  been  raised  from  £4  to 
JB16.  Here,  then,  at  all  events,  we  have 
a  case  of  real  inability  to  pay.    I  sfty 
that  I  have  had  no  hand  or  part  in  stir- 
ring up  trouble  on  this  estate.    It  was 
only  wnen  I  was  sent  to  at  Dublin  and 
told  that  the  tenants  were  determined, 
as  a  last  resource,  to  fall  back  on  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  that  I  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  matter.    I  wish,  by  way 
of  warning  and  appeal,  to  say  to  the 
Chief   Secretary  for    Ireland   that  he 
should  pause  before  going  on  with  an- 
other case,  for,  as  sure  as  he  does  so, 
it  will  be  quoted  again  and  again  in 
this    country    and    in    Ireland    as    a 
shameful  act  of  injustice  and  oppres- 
sion.   Then,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  case  of 
Bodyke,  in  the  County  of  Clare,  where 
Colonel  O'Callaghan  has  been  at  war 
with  his  tenants  for  upwards  of  five 
years.    His  estate  was  notoriously  one 
of  the  most  rack-rented  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,  and,  if  hon.    Members    have 
patience,  I  will  read  some  examples  of 
the  reductions  which  have  been  made 
in  the  rents  on  this  estate  by  the  Land 
Court.    These  are  some  of  them — 


887} 

Oracioui  Speech 

* 

Old  Rent. 

Judicial  Rent. 

£83 

0 

0 

£46  10 

0 

80 

0 

0 

57 

0 

0 

40 

0 

0 

24 

0 

0 

28 

0 

0 

22 

0 

0 

31 

0 

0 

23 

0 

0 

43 

0 

0 

30 

0 

0 

7 

0 

0 

3 

15 

0 

12 

0 

0 

6 

0 

0 

862 


and  so  on.    These  judicial  rents  have 
been  left  at  a  much  higher  rate  than 
the  Government  valuation ;  the  tenants 
asked  for  a  reduction  of  25  per  cent,  and 
Colonel  O'Callaghan  refused  to  make 
any  reduction.    Well,  Sir,  these  tenants 
are  impoverished    by   long    continued 
rack  renting,  the  most  cruel  that  has 
been  carried  on  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
And  what  is  the  state  of  the  case  to-day  ? 
Will  the  House  believe  that  on  Tuesday 
last  about  1,000  men  were  concentrated 
in  order  to  carry  out  these  evictions,  and 
came  with  all  the  implements  of  war,  pre  • 
pared  for  a  prolonged  campaign  of  a  fort- 
night, which  it  was  considered  would  be 
necessary  for  the  purpose;  and  the  work- 
house were  asked  to  be  ready  to  receive 
32  families  ?    This  armed  force  of  1,000 
men,  and  even  the  whole  armed  force  of 
England,  is  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Sheriff,  and  loss  of  life,  perhaps,  is 
to  take  place,  because  of  the  madness — 
the  insane  action  of  this  man.    I  said 
that  last  Tuesday  was  fixed  for  carrying 
out  these  ruthless  and  barbarous  evic- 
tions ;  but  I  understand  that  they  are 
postponed,  in  consequence  of  the  feeling 
of  the  people,  until  a  larger  force  is  got 
together  to  carry  them  out.    If  you  do 
carry  them  out,  I  say  that  it  will  make 
the  whole  of  England  and  Scotland  ring 
with  the  shame  of  the  thing.    I  will  not 
longer  weary  the  House  with  this  story 
of  evictions.    I  know  that  more  will  be 
heard  of  it  hereafter ;  and  no  doubt  the 
time  will  come  in   this  country  when 
the    conscience  of  the  people  will  be 
awakened  to  the  crime  that  has  been 
perpetrated  in  allowing  these  immense 
masses  of  men  to  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  persons  so  dead  to  every  sense 
of  Christian  charity  and  every  principle 
of  right.    If  I  wanted  to  say  more  on 
this  subject  I  might  read  a  long  state- 
ment in  The  Timex,  written  evidently  by 
an  enemy  of  the  Nationalist  cause,  who 
laments  that  the  proceedings  of  Colonel 
O'Callaghan  have  been  viewed  with  con- 
cern, **  especially  by  persons  of  his  own 
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class,"  a  statement  which  I  think  ought 
to  be  enough  to  carry  conviction  to  every 
mind.  One  or  two  words  with  reference 
to  the  latest  contribution  which  we  have 
had  from  a  very  distinguished  person  on 
the  Irish  Question.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendede  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  made  a  speech  the 
other  day  at  Newcastle,  which  was  re- 
peated in  this  House  this  evening  by  a 
Liberal  follower  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  noble  Marquess,  speaking  on  this 
subject,  with  a  never  failing  spring  of 
hope,  announced  to  an  enthusiastic  audi- 
ence that  he  had  at  last  found  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  Question.  He  invited 
all  classes  of  the  people  to  assemble  at 
the  Bound  Table,  and  finally  to  close  up 
the  Irish  Question  by  some  system  of 
migration  or  emigration.  The  noble 
Marquess,  growing  enthusiastic  over  the 
question,  said — 

"  We  have  here  indeed,  in  my  judgment,  a 
problem  to  solve  upon  which  all  rarties— the 
Irish  Party,  the  British  Party,  Liberal  Unionists 
and  Liberal  Homo  Risers  and  Conservatives — 
might  meet  together  to  see  whether  some  re- 
medy cannot  bo  applied  to  this,  the  great  and 
Eressing  and  the  immediate  problem,  which 
inders  the  recovery  of  Ireland  from  its  past 
misfortunes.*' 

With  reference  to  the  congested  dis- 
tricts which  the  noble  Marquess  is  san- 
guine enough  to  believe  that  he  could 
uncongest,  and  so  bring  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion to  an  end,  I  ask  the  House  to  view 
the  facts  I  have  here  in  connection  with 
the  growth  of  this  question  of  the  con- 
gested districts  and  the  mal-distribution 
of  the  population  of  Ireland,  which,  so 
far  as  I  know,  have  never  been  under 
the  attention  of  this  House.  It  is  per- 
fectly untrue,  and  notoriously  untrue  to 
the  mind  of  any  traveller  in  Ireland,  to 
say  that  the  country  is  over-populated. 
Ireland  is  crowded  in  the  poor  districts 
and  it  is  depopulated  in  the  rich  dis- 
tricts. I  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  some 
facts  which  I  will  bring  to  their  notice, 
and  which  are  familiar  to  us  from  child- 
hood. They  tell  a  story  which  is  simple, 
which  accounts  for  the  congestion  in 
some  districts,  and  which  if  you  Eng- 
lishmen had  learnt  by  suffering,  would 
have  sown  the  same  hatred  in  your 
hearts  as  it  has  in  the  hearts  of  Irish- 
men. I  will  take  four  of  the  richest 
counties  of  Ireland,  and  I  ask  you 
to  compare  the  populations  at  three 
periods. 
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Pop.         Pop.  Pop. 

1841.  1851.  1881. 
Kildare  .  114,488  95,723  75,798 
Limerick  .  281,638  208.684  142,069 
Meath  .J  83,828  140,748  H7,451 
Tipperary.  435,553  331,567  199,602 
Thus  we  see  that  in  40  years  the  popula- 
tion of  Tipperary  has  decreased  by 
236,000,  or  by  more  than  half  the  en- 
tire population !  Can  you  wonder  now 
why  Tipperary  became  famous  for  the 
shooting  of  landlords  when  you  recollect 
that  every  single  man  was  driven  out  by 
main  force  from  the  home  of  his  fathers  ? 
Take  some  poorer  counties,  the  popula- 
tions of  which  at  the  same  periods  were 
08  follow: — Mayo,  population  in  1841, 
388.887;  in  1851,  274,499;  in  1881, 
245,212.  The  population  of  Kerry  in 
1841  was  293,880;  in  1851,  238,254;  in 
1861,201,800;  in  1871,  196,516,  there 
being  a  small  increase  over  those  last 
figures  for  the  year  1881.  Kerry  is  the 
only  county  in  Ireland  in  which  there 
has  been  any  actual  increase  of  popula- 
tion. These  figures  are  eloquent  to  the 
mind  of  the  man  who  reflects  on 
them  beyond  anything  which  we 
can  say,  and  they  show  that  the 
congested  state  of  some  districts  in  Ire- 
land is  the  result  of  the  operation  of  evil 
laws  and  an  evil  system,  and  until  tou 
destroy  that,  to  talk  of  emigration  re- 
storing prosperity  to  Ireland  is  mere 
moonshine.  I  say,  further,  that  it  wOl 
end  in  disaster  and  defeat ;  that  it  will 
end  in  tlie  waste  of  English  money  and 
in  widespread  demoralization  in  Ireland. 
I  will  quote  a  few  statistics  for  one 
county,  the  county  of  Qalway,  which  is 
peculiar  in  this  respect,  that  in  the 
eastern  portion  of  it  Uiere  is  some  of  the 
finest  land  and  in  the  western  portion 
some  of  the  poorest  in  Ireland.  Taking 
first  the  poor  baronies: — Aran  has  an 
area  of  11,288  acres;  valuation  in  1S81, 
per  acre,  3«. ;  the  population  from  1841 
to  1881  has  only  increased  by  10  per 
cent.  Ballinahinch  has  an  area  of 
194,584  acres;  valuation  per  acre,  24.; 
the  population  has  decreased  26  per  cent 
in  a  few  years.  MoycuUen  has  an  area 
of  220,233  acres;  valuation  per  acre, 
\s,  6(^. ;  the  population  had  decreased 
19'44  percent  between  1841  fnd  lft:Sl. 
Eoss  has  an  area  of  98,631  acres;  ralaa- 
tion  1«.  3 J.  per  acre;  the  popolaiion  bad 
decreased  in  that  period  15*35  per  cent. 
Mark   that   in   some   of   the   poov^ast 
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baronies  there  has  been  an  actual  in- 
crease of  population  in  the  last  10  years. 
I  now  come  to  the  rich  baronies.  Athenry 
has  an  area  of  25,782  acres;  valuation 
per  acre,  9«. ;  the  population,  which  in 
1841  was  8,179,  had  decreased  in  1881 
to  S,793,  or  53*62  per  cent.     Dunkellin 
has  an  area  of  83,372  acres;  valuation 
per  acre,  8«.  6i. ;  the  population,  which 
was  in  1841  28,207,  bad  decreased  in 
1881  to  11,958,  or  57*60  per  cent.     Kil- 
connell  has  an  area  of  64,819  acres; 
valuation  per  acre,  10«. ;  the  population, 
which  was  17,162  in  1841,  had  decreased 
in   1881   to  7,569,  or  55*88   per  cent. 
Longford  has  an  area  of  99,504  acres ; 
valuation,  10«.  per  acre;  the  population 
in  1841  was  33,069,  and  in  1881  it  had 
declined  to  13,137,  showing  a  decrease 
of  60*27  per  cent.    Finally,  Loughrea, 
with  an  area  of  65,179  acres,  valuation 
7«.  an  acre,  had  a  population  in  1841  of 
18,797,  which  in  1881  was  8,597,  there 
Laving  been  a  decrease  of  54*26  per 
cent.    Well,  Sir,  I  ask  if  the  House  can 
have  a  tale  more  instructive  than  this  ? 
Tou  talk  about  the  evils  of  Ireland. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  this  system 
against  which  we  have  struggled,  and 
for  struggling  against  which  I  am  to 
stand  on  my  trial  next  week — the  system 
which  has  driven  from  nearly  every  acre 
of  good  land  in  Ireland  as  fine  a  popula- 
tion as  ever  put  spade  into  the  earth ; 
driven  Irishmen  to  America  to  become 
dynamitards    and    generally  haters  of 
English  rule,  or  driven  them  to  become 
torments  to  you  by  congesting  the  moun- 
tain sides  of   Oonnaught?     Listen  to 
what  the  statistics  relating  to  the  level- 
ling of  houses  in  the  baronies  of  Galway 
tell  us.    In  the  barony  of  Athenry  700 
houses  were  levelled  in  40  years ;  in  the 
barony  of  Dunkellin  2,200  houses  were 
levelled  in  40  years;  in  the  barony  of 
Kilconnell  1,700 ;  in  the  barony  of  Long- 
ford 3,300 ;  and  in  the  barony  of  Lough- 
rca  1,500  houses.     I  ask  any  English 
Member,  be  he  Conservative  or  Liberal, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  facts  I  have 
stated  to  the  House,  can  you  wonder 
that    you    have    disorder,   crime,    and 
outrage  in  Ireland?      Can   you  won- 
der   that   this  is  so,    especially  when 
you  remember  that  probably  not  one 
of  these  6,000  or  7,000  houses  levelled 
in  Oalway  in  40  years,    was    levelled 
without  leaving  a  family  as  a  curse  to 
your  rule  ?    To  hear  at  this  time  of  day 
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men  talk  about  solving  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion by  migration  or  emigration,  or  by 
any  of  the  other  pacifies  which   have 
been  preached,  investigated,  and  tried 
before  and  failed,  is  ridiculous.     I  have 
always  entertained  a  strong  view  on  the 
question  of  migration,  and  it  is  this—I 
have  never  altered  it— that  the  migra- 
tion of  the  population  of  Ireland  must 
be  a  gradual,  a  slow,  a  very  slow,  pro- 
cess to  bo  a  successful  one.     It  must 
arise  from  natural  causes  just  as  the 
crowding  of  the  population  of  bad  dis- 
tricts arises  from  the  operation  of  the 
law.     Give  the  people  fair  play,  give 
them  a  little  assistance,  where  assistance 
is  seen  to  be  useful ;  but  above  all  things 
give  them  liberty.     They  will  find  their 
own  way  back  to  the  rich  land  of  their 
own  country  without  the  assistance  of 
the  most  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  or  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who 
now  governs  Ireland ;  and  I  warn  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  if  he  attempts,  no 
matter  how  good  and  humane  his  inten- 
tions may  be — if  he  attempts  any  policy 
of  migration — ^it  used  to  be  emigration, 
but  now  it  is  migration  which  is  to  cure 
the  ills  of  Ireland — if  he  attempts  any 
policy  like  that,  to  be  carried  out  by  an 
English  Executive,    while    the    power 
exists  of  evicting  Irish  peasants,  it  will 
be  treated  as  a  policy  of  extermination. 
He  will  meet  with  nothing  but  disaster, 
with  abuse  from  all  sides,  and  he  will 
leave  Ireland,  like  many  of    his  Pre- 
decessors, cordially  cursed  by  all  sections 
of  the  Irish  community,  though  he  him- 
self may  be  firmly  convinced  that  he  is 
the  most  deserving  and  most  ill-treated 
of  men.     Before  I  sit  down  I  wjj»h  to 
say  another  word,  though  I  know  it  is 
not  of  the  smallest  use.     [Interruption.'] 
I  am  not  likely  to  trouble  the  House 
again  for  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks,  be« 
cause  I  have  some  particular  business 
to  attend  to  in  Dublin,  and,  possibly,  if 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  suc- 
ceeds in  his  present  plans,  I  may  not 
trouble  the  House  for  a  year  ;  but  what 
I  want  to  say  is  this — I  have  read,  and 
read  with  care,  the  speeches  delivered 
by  the  Liberal    Unionists    during  the 
autumn,  and  what  puzzles  me  most  is 
this — that  all  of  them,  whether  they  be 
of   the  Chamberlain  wing  or    of   the 
Hartington  wing,  seem  to    base  their 
whole    attitude  towards  Ireland    upon 
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volved  more  trouble  and  yielded  less 
return.  Other  changes  had  taken  place 
which  had  forced  people  who  had  to  do 
with  agriculture  to  cultivate  land  in  a 
more  scientific  way  than  was  the  case  in 
former  times.  This,  combined  with 
foreign  competition,  involved  a  larger 
expenditure,  and  more  capital,  than 
previously,  and  the  clergy  were  unable 
to  provide  that  increased  expenditure. 
The  changed  value  of  agricultural  pro- 
ducts also  made  a  great  difference,  and 
good  tenants  were  now  much  more  diffi- 
cult to  obtain  than  formerly.  In  many 
cases  not  at  all ;  and  where  they  were, 
only  when  the  land  was  in  good  condi- 
tion. Neighbouring  landlords  had  it  in 
their  power  to  reduce  rents  from  20  to 
50  per  cent,  but  it  would  be  simply 
ruinous  for  the  clergy  to  do  that.  Then 
there  was  a  worse  point  behind,  and 
that  was  the  case  of  the  tenant  who, 
not  able  to  pay  his  rent,  threw  up  his 
farm.  It  was  then  thrown  on  the  hands 
of  the  poor  clergyman,  and  what  was  he 
to  do  with  it,  if  he  had  no  money  to  buy 
stock  for  it  ?  Besides,  clergymen  had 
little  time  to  devote  to  farming.  They 
had  little  experience  as  landlords,  and 
less  as  tenants.  Incumbents  were 
looked  upon  as  tenants  for  life,  and,  in 
recent  years,  tenants  for  life  could, 
under  the  late  Earl  Oaims's  Act,  no 
matter  what  restrictions  had  been 
imposed,  sell  their  life  interests,  and 
have  the  proceeds  invested  in,  if  not 
safer,  more  profitable  securities  than  land. 
It  seemed  rather  anomalous  that,  where- 
as ordinary  tenants  for  life  could  sell 
land  without  asking  anybody's  consent, 
clergymen,  who  were  really  tenants  for 
life,  were  not  allowed  to  employ  the 
same  easy  and  cheap  process,  especially 
now,  when  in  many  cases  their  incomes 
were  so  small.  He  submitted  that 
clergymen  were  not  the  best  men  to 
farm  and  cultivate  lands,  and  declared 
that  this  measure  would  be  a  relief  to 
them,  for,  whilst  simplifying  the  method 
of  dealing  with  glebe  lands,  the  Bill 
would  save  expenditure.  It  might  be 
asked  why  the  Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
Board  or  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners should  not  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  tho  Bill ;  but,  as  to  the  first, 
they  have  not  a  sufficient  staff,  and 
were  a  very  numerous  Body ;  and,  as 
to  the  latter,  they  had  already  too  much 
to  do,  and  had  larffe  sums  of  money  to 
deal  with.    The  Bill  provided  that  the 
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Land  Oommissionera  should  have  the 
duty  of  carrying  it  out.  They  were  men 
of  great  experience  as  to  the  value  of 
land,  and  had  had  much  to  do  with  en- 
closures, and,  besides,  they  were  not 
overburdened  with  work.  If,  therefore, 
a  clergyman  wished  to  sell  glebe,  the 
Bill  provided  that  he  was  to  apply  to  the 
Land  Commissioners,  who  would  con- 
sider his  application.  It  would  never  do 
to  let  a  clergyman,  who  had  only  a  lifo 
interest,  sell  the  glebe,  simply  to  put 
money  in  his  pocket;  and,  therefore, 
certain  conditions  were  placed  on  the 
sale.  He  must,  in  the  first  place,  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  the  patron,  and 
also  to  the  Bishop  and  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, and  the  Land  Commissioners 
were  not  to  sanction  the  sale  in  any  way, 
unless  they  were  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit,  not  only  of  the  incum- 
bent, but  of  the  benefice  itself.  Tho 
Bill,  moreover,  would  prevent  the  Com- 
missioners, and  any  clergyman  selling 
glebe,  from  including  in  the  sale  the 
parsonage  house,  or  any  outbuildings, 
gardens,  or  appurtenances,  and,  in  fact, 
any  part  of  the  glebe  land  which  they 
considered  to  be  necessary  for  the  con- 
venience and  enjoyment  of  the  parsonage 
house.  The  object  of  the  measure,  in- 
deed, was  simply  to  enable  a  clergyman 
encumbered  with  a  glebe  estate  to  get 
rid  of  it,  and  it  was  not  intended  that 
the  State  should  be  put  to  any  cost  in 
the  matter.  The  Land  Commissioners 
were  merely  made  use  of  as  the  persons 
most  convenient  to  conduct  the  transac- 
tion, and  all  the  costs  would  be  borne  by 
the  vendor  or  purchaser ;  and  the  Com- 
missioners could,  if  they  thought  fit, 
order  some  security  for  costs  to  be  g^ven. 
The  clergyman  himself  might  conduct 
the  sale,  if  he  chose ;  but  he  could  only 
do  it  subject  entirely  to  the  same  rules 
as  if  the  Land  Commissioners  had  the 
management  of  the  transaction.  After 
the  glebe  was  sold,  the  purchase  money 
was  to  be  paid  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners themselves ;  and  they  were  thea 
to  give  a  certificate  to  the  purchaser, 
which  should  be  taken,  when  it  was 
registered  in  the  Land  Registry,  as  an 
absoluto  and  indefeasible  title.  There- 
fore, the  costs  of  legal  proceedings  voidd 
be  much  lessened,  if  not  entirely  ob- 
viated, as  compared  with  the  existing 
practice.  When  the  purchase  money 
came  into  the  hands  of  the  Land  Oooi* 
missioners,  they  would  be  empowered  to 


873 


Glele 


{Fj-BFiUARY  8,  1887} 


JLanJa  Bitt, 


874 


invest  it  in  Qovemment  securities,  or  in 
debenture  stocks  of  any  railway  com- 
pany in  Qreat  Britain  or  Ireland,  under 
certain  conditions,  such  as  that  it  must 
be  the  stock  of  any  company  which  had 
for  10  years  previously  paid  a  dividend 
on  its  ordinary  stock.  The  clergyman 
also  would  not  be  allowed  to  sell  the  re- 
version of  minerals.  The  investments 
fixed  by  the  Bill,  as  their  Lordships 
would  see,  were  not  of  a  character  in- 
volving any  possibility  of  doubt,  and 
would  not  be  subject  to  that  fluctuation 
of  income  from  which  the  clergy  had  so 
seriously  suffered.  It  was  proposed  that 
the  money  should  be  invested  in  the 
names  of  the  bishop,  the  patron,  and 
the  incumbent  himself;  and  provisions 
would  be  inserted  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  possibility  of  such  in- 
vestment being  lost,  through  the  care- 
lessness of  trustees.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  clergy  were  very  anxious  to  get 
rid  of  their  glebes  when  their  houses 
were  dilapidated,  so  as  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  repairing  them ;  but,  in 
order  to  meet  any  such  cases,  the  Land 
Commissioners  would  have  power  to 
apply  a  portion  of  the  purchase  money 
to  provide  for  the  repair  of  dilapidations. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  the  purchase  of  allotments — it 
"was  proposed  by  the  (Government  that, 
until  some  county  authority  was  set  up, 
the  Sanitary  Authority  should  have 
power  to  buy  the  land,  and  that  it 
should  rest  with  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners when  they  sold  it  for  that 
purpose,  if  they  could  do  so  without 
h>s8  to  the  Church,  to  ofifer  portions  of 
the  property  to  the  Sanitary  Authority, 
in  order  that  poor  persons  might  obtain 
allotments.  Jrower  was  given  to  Sani- 
tary Authorities  to  borrow  money  for 
the  purchase  of  the  land,  with  that  view. 
With  regard  to  the  notices  to  be  given, 
as  the  circumstances  of  different  cases 
were  so  various,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Land  Commissioners  should  have 
power  to  make  the  necessary  rules,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that  the 
measure  would  meet  with  the  assent  of 
their  Lordships. 

Bill  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  glebe 
lands — /^resented  (The  Viscount  Cboss). 

£abl  GBANYILLE  said,  we  all  had 
great  pleasure  in  welcoming  the  appear- 


ance of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Vis- 
count Cross),  in  that  Assembly,  as  we 
generally  did  one  who  had  distinguished 
himself  in  *'  another  place ; "  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  must  say  he  thought  that 
the  noble  Viscount,  probably  through  his 
inexperience,  had  rather  strained  a  pri- 
vilege which  he  found  here,  but  which, 
if  I  remember  right,  he  had  not  in  that 
"  other  place,"  in  moving  without  Notice 
the  first  reading  of  a  Bill.  In  that  way, 
the  noble  Viscount  had  introduced  an 
innovation,  which  he  (Lord  Granville) 
hoped  would  not  be  allowed  in  the 
future.  The  usual  practice  in  their 
Lordships'  House  was,  that  any  state- 
ment in  regard  to  the  objects  of  a  Bill 
should  be  made  when  it  came  on  for  a 
second  reading.  There  were  some  ex- 
ceptions to  that  rule,  particularly  when 
Law  Lords  presented  Bills.  They 
frequently  gave  an  explanation  of  the 
objects  of  the  measure  on  the  first  read- 
ing, but  never,  as  far  as  he  know,  with- 
out giving  previous  Notice  of  their  in- 
tention to  do  so ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
better  it  should  be  so.  It  was  quite 
by  chance  that  he  had  come  down  to 
the  House,  because  there  was  merely 
formal  Business  on  the  Paper  ;  and  no 
doubt  other  Peers  were  in  the  same  posi- 
tion. It  was,  therefore,  as  it  were,  only 
through  excessive  zeal  on  his  part  that 
he  was  enabled  to  hear  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Viscount ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  more  convenient  if  the  ordinary 
practice  in  regard  to  giving  notice  of 
such  statements  were  adhered  to. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OP  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
BX7RY)  said,  he  did  not  quite  agree  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville) 
as  to  the  practice  of  tne  House.  He 
believed  that  not  only  Law  Lords,  but 
other  Peers,  frequently  stated  the  ob- 
jects of  their  Bills  on  the  first  reading, 
in  a  similar  manner  to  that  used  by  his 
noble  Friend.     

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  Not  without 
giving  notice'. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  must  confess  that  the  noble  Earl 
might  be  right  as  regarded  the  necessity 
of  a  Notice ;  indeed,  he  was  afraid  that 
he  was  himself  responsible  for  having 
misled  his  noble  Friend  in  regard  to 
that  infant  prodigy,  the  *  Bill  under 
notice.  However,  the  subject  had  been 
before  the  world  for  some  time,  and  no 
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doubt  the  noble  EarVs  knowledge  and 
capacity  were  quite  equal  to  taking  in 
the  subject  of  his  noble  Friend's  state- 
ment, even  without  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  8ELB0RNE  said,  the 
practice  was  that  Notice  shoidd  be  given 
that  sucli  and  such  subjects  would  be 
brought  forward,  and,  that  appearing 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  every  Peer  knew 
what  was  to  be  done. 

Bill  read  1-.    (No.  16.) 

Houso  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

to  lliursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  Bth  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]-.  Select  Committbe— Committee 
of  Public  Accounts,  nominated, 

PiiiVATB  Bill  (by  Order)  —  Second  Heading  — 
Southampton  Harbour.* 

Public  THuam— Ordered^ First  Beading— Qlebe 
Lands  •[162  J. 

PnoTisioNAL  Order  Bills — Second  Reading — 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) •[127]. 

PARLIAMENT-COUNTY  OF  LONGFORD 
(NORTHERN  DIVISION)  ELECTION- 
CLERICAL  ERROR. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  Eeturn  to  the  Writ  for 
the  Election  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  County  of  Longford 
(Northern  Division),  in  the  room  of 
Justin  McCarthy,  esquire,  who,  havine 
been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said 
County  of  Longford  (Northern  Division), 
and  also  for  the  City  of  Londonderry, 
had  elected  to  sit  for  the  City  of  London- 
derry, by  which  it  appeared  that  Mr. 
Timothy  Michael  Healy,  returned  as 
Member  for  the  said  County  of  Ix)ng- 
ford  (Northern  Division),  in  the  room 
of  the  said  Justin  M*Carthy,  esquire, 
was  by  a  clerical  error  described  in  the 
Beturn  as  Mr.  Timothy  Michael  Healey, 
instead  of  Mr.  Timothy  Michael  Healy, 
and  Mr.  Cox,  Member  for  East  Clare, 
having  stated  upon  his  own  knowledge 
that  the  surname  of  the  Member  for 
the  said  County  of  Longford  (Northern 
Division),  wae  Healy,  and  not  Healey. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
do  attond  this  Houso  forthwith  with  the 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


last  Beturn  for  the  County  of  Lon;;- 
ford  (Northern  Division),  and  amend 
the  same  by  correcting  the  clerical  error 
therein. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attending 
amended  the  Beturn  accordingly. 

a  UJESTIONS. 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-THE  GLEN- 
BEIQH  EVICTIONS-COST  OF  CON- 
STABULARY. 

Mr.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the 
total  cost  to  the  British  taxpayers,  in- 
clusive of  special  allowances,  provisiona, 
travelling  and  car  expenses,  of  the  force 
of  150  Constabulary  employed  during 
the  last  tliree  weeks  on  special  duty 
in  connection  with  the  Glenbeigh  Evic- 
tions? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Sir 
Michael  Higks-Beach)  (Bristol.  W.) : 
The  Inspector  General  reports  that  the 
total  cost  under  these  heads  of  expendi- 
ture is  £421  lis,  9<?. 

Mr.  E.  HABBINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) 
asked  did  that  include  the  additional 
amount  of  extra  pay  to  135  of  these 
men? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
I  have  included  it  in  the  answer. 

THAMES  PRESERVATION  ACT,  1885- 
CONSERVANCY  BYE-LAWS. 

Mr.  STOBY-MASKELYNE  (Willa, 
Cricklade)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  Thames  Con- 
servators have  framed  any  bye- laws  for 
the  preservation  of  order  and  of  public 
rights  on  the  Biver  Thames ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  have  taken  any  steps  to  carry 
out  the  duties  laid  on  them  by  '*The 
Thames  Preservation  Act,  1885  ?" 

The  SECBETABY  (Baron  Hxrar 
Db  Woehs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Last  year  the  Conservators  of  the  Biver 
Thames  framed  a  set  of  bye-lavs  under 
the  powers  conferred  on  them  by  Parlia- 
ment in  1885,  in  which — in  consequenoe 
of  Petitions  which  had  been  received — 
the  Board  of  Trade  suggested 
alterations.  These  alterations  have 
accepted  by  the  Conservators ;  and  the 
amended  bje  -  laws,  after  publicmtioii, 
will,  in  duo  course,  be  submitted  for 
approval  by  Order  in  CoundL 
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dredging  At  the  entronces  of  the  harbour 
and,  what  progress  is  being  made  with 
the  workd  at  Greystones  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  The  «outh  or  main  pier  at 
Arklow  has  been  completed,  with  the 
exception  of  some  unimportant  work 
which  is  expected  io  be  finished  early  in 
April.  As  regards  the  north  groyne,  the 
concrete  blocks  hare  been  made,  and  the 
contractor  has  given  notice  that  he  will 
be  able  to  proceed  with  the  work  early 
in  March  ;  but  before  anything  farther 
is  done,  thequestionof  the  incidence  of  the 
cost  of  this  portion  of  the  work  will  have 
to  be  determined,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Arklow  Harbour  Act. 
It  is  hoped  that  dredging  will  not  be 
required  at  the  harbour  entrance.  In 
continuation  of  tho  reply  which  I  made 
to  a  Question  of  thehon.  Member  on  the 
subject  of  Greystones  Pier  and  Boatslip 
in  September  last,  I  have  to  say  that  a 
fresh  contract  for  the  execution  of  the 
works  was  entered  into,  but  continued 
bad  weather  has  prevented  any  consider* 
able  progress  being  made.  If  adequate 
progress  is  not  made  by  the  new  con- 
tractor, the  contract  will  be  determined, 
and  other  steps  taken  for  the  completion 
of  the  works. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (SCOT- 
LAND)-POOR  AND  SCHOOL  RATES  IN 

SKYE. 

Dk.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whe- 
ther he  can  supplement  the  information 
contained  in  Paper  0.  4772,  of  1886.  by 
stating  the  amount  of  arrears  of  Poor 
and  School  Rates  on  the  assessment  for 
the  year  ending  Whitsimday  1886,  in 
the  Island  of  Skye,  due  at  the  1st  of 
September  last  by  owners,  by  tenants  of 
holdings  of  over  £80  of  annual  rental ; 
and  by  tenants  of  holdings  less  than 
£80  of  annual  rental  respectively  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
fotjb)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  records  of 
the  Board  of  Supervision  do  not  dis- 
tinguish between  the  arrears  of  tenants 
of  different  rentals,  and  the  information 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  could  not 
be  obtained  for  some  weeks.  I  can, 
however,  at  once  state  that  whereas  on 
the  27th  of  March  last  the  arrears  of 
rates  from  owners  and  tenants  together 
amounted  to  £5,200 ;  the  whole  of  these 
arrears  had  been  paid  by  the  first  week 
in  December,  with  the  exception  of  a 
sum  of  £60  168.,  which  was  remitted  in 
consideration  of  the  poverty  of  those 
from  whom  it  is  due.  This  answer  will 
perhaps  be  accepted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
Der  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay) 
as  a  reply  to  the  Question  he  has  put 
down  for  Friday  next,  February  11. 

POST  OFFICE— FOREIGN   TELEGRAPH 

STATIONS. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  will  give  directions  for  a 
fresh  compilation  of  the  List  of  Foreign 
Telegraph  Stations,  as  at  present  there 
are  17  appendices  to  the  original  list  ? 

Thb  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikss)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  a  new  List  of  Foreign  Tele- 
graph Stations  is  being  compiled,  and  it 
is  expected  that  it  will  be  supplied  to  all 
Telegraph  Offices  in  the  United  Kingdom 
in  April  next. 

ARKLOW  HARBOUR  ACT. 
Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  progress 
has  been  made  with  the  works  at  AtkIow 
Harbour;  whether  anything  has  been 
done  in  regard  to  the  north  pier  or  any 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  (IRE- 
LAND)-DELAYING  PAYMENT  OP 
RESULT    FEES. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  National  School 
Teachers  are  frequently  delayed  in  the 
payment  of  the  result  fees  due  to  them 
two  or  three  months  after  the  examina- 
tion; if  so,  can  he  state  the  cau^e  of 
delay,  and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take 
to  secure  more  prompt  payment  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Miohael  Hicks-Beagh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  mention  any 
case  in  which  he  thinks  undue  delay  has 
occurred,  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  will  be  happy  to  investigate 
it.  Speaking  generally,  the  Commis- 
sioners can  only  say  that  every  effort  is 
made  by  their  Department  to  secure 
prompt  payment ;  and  that  when  delay, 
such  as  is  mentioned  in  the  Question, 
occurs  it  is  the  result  of  irregularity 
in  the  claim  which  necessitates  inquiries 
and  correspondence. 
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<loiibt  the  noble  Earl's  knowledge  and 
capacity  irere  quite  equal  to  taking  in 
the  subject  of  his  noble  Friend's  state- 
ment, even  without  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  the 
practice  was  that  Notice  should  be  given 
that  encli  and  such  subjects  would  be 
brought  forward,  and,  that  appearing 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  every  Peer  knew 
what  was  to  bo  done. 

Bill  read  I'.    (No.  16.) 

Honao  acMouniGd  at  Firo  g'clock, 
to  TlluradBy  noxt,  a  quaTter 


Jet,  1885. 


STfi 


past  Ton  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tmiday,  8iA  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.^-Select  Cokmitite— Commitlee 

of  Public  Accounts,  namiualtd. 
PnlvATB  BiLl,  (6y  Or<Ur)  —  Second  litading  — 

Sonthatnpton  Harlraur.* 
PcBLic  JtiLVf—Oniired—Firil  Brarfinj— Glebe 

Lands  •  [162]. 
PnonsioNAL  On»EE  Btua — Second  Keading- 

Drninage  nod  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ir( 

lnnd)«[12T]. 

PARLIAMENT— COUNTY  OF  LONGFOR 
(KORTHEBN  DIVISION)  ELECTION- 
CLERICAL  ERROR. 
Mr.  8PEAKEB  called  the  attention  c 
the  House  to  the  Keturn  to  the  Writfc 
the  Election  to  sorve  in  this  presei 
Parliament  for  the  County  of  X/ingfot 
(Northern  Division),  in  the  room  t 
Justin  M'Cartby,  esquire,  who,  havin 
been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  sai 
County  of  Longrord  (Northern  Division 
and  also  for  the  City  of  Londonderr 
had  elected  to  sit  for  the  City  of  Londoi 
derry,  by  which  it  appeared  that  M 
Timothy  Michael  Healy,  returned  i 
Member  for  the  said  County  of  Ixinf 
ford  (Northern  Division),  ju  the  rooi 
of  the  aaid  Justin  M'Cartby,  esquin 
was  by  a  clerical  error  described  in  tt 
Beturn  as  Mr.  Timothy  Michael  Heale; 
instead  of  Mr.  Timothy  Michael  Heab 
and  Mr.  Coit,  Member  for  East  Clar' 
having  stated  upon  his  own  knowledj 
that  tlie  surname  of  the  Member  ft 
the  said  County  of  Longford  (Northei 
Division),  wae  Healy,  and  not  Healey 
OrJered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crow 
do  atlond  this  House  forthwith  with  tl 
T)ie  ilarquas  of  Salitburij 


last  Betum  for  the  County  of  Lod^- 
ford  (Northern  Division),  and  amend 
the  same  by  correcting  the  clerical  error 
therein. 

The  Clerk   of  the   Crown   attending 
amended  ihe  Belurn  accordingly. 

a  UESTIONS. 


EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)— THE  GLEN- 

BEIGH  EVTCrriONS-COST  OF  COS- 

BTABULARY. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenantof  Ireland,  What  is  tl]'" 
total  cost  to  the  British  taxpayers,  ii)- 
clusive  of  special  allowances,  proyisiotir 
travelling  and  car  expenses,  of  the  for 
of  150  Constabulary  employed  durl: 
the  last    three   weeks   on  special  dr- 
in  connection  with  the  Qlenbeigb  llv 
tiona? 

The    chief    SECRETARY 
Michael  Hickh-Bkach)  (Bristol.  V- 
The  Inspector  Qencral  reports  thri* 
total  coat  under  these  heads  of  exp' 
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AND  JUSTICE— WINTER  ASSIZES 
JT— TRANSFER  OP  PRISONERS 
AND  WITNESSES. 

IK.     MAURICE    HEALY    (Cork) 
>)d  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
>mQ  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
m  has  oeen  called  to  the  remarks  of 
Ir.  Justice  Grantham   at  Chelmsford, 
reported  in  The  Standard  of  the  2nd 
instant,   as  regards  the  enormous  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  involved  in  the 
system  of    transferring  prisoners    and 
witnesses  from  one  county  to  another, 
made  necessary  by  the  Winter  Assizes 
Act;   whether  there  is  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  a  Circuit  of  the  going  Judge 
from  county  to  county  would  involve 
much  less  inconvenience  and  expense ; 
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it  is  the  case  that  eacli  casual  pauper  is 
placed  in  a  separate  compartment,  and 
the  construction  of  the  ward  in  separate 
compartments  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Board.  This  arrangement  is  regarded 
as  a  boon  by  the  wayfarer  who  is  bomd 
fide  travelling  in  search  of  work,  as  it 
secures  him  from  close  association  with 
persons  of  the  ordinary  vagrant  class, 
while  the  habitual  vagrant  regards  it 
with  disfavour  as  it  prevents  the  asso- 
ciation which  he  prefers.  It  is  not 
under  any  Eegulation  of  the  Board  that 
the  casual  paupers  are  detained  in  sepa- 
rate compartments  on  Sundays,  wnen 
not  present  at  religious  service.  The 
arrangement  appears  to  me  to  be  open 
to  objection,  and  I  bavo  given  instruc- 
tions that  the  Guardians  should  be  com- 
municated with  on  the  subject. 


ROYAL  IRISH    CONSTABULARY-CON- 
STABLE FOSTER. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  Constable  Foster, 
late  of  Meath,  but  now  of  County  Derry, 
served  in  Belfast  during  the  late  riots ; 
if,  after  returning  to  Meath,  he  took  so 
ill  that  he  had  to  go  to  hospital  for  a 
period  of  three  weeks;  if,  on  leaving 
hospital,  his  doctor  ordered  him  to  a 
northern  station  for  the  good  of  his 
health;  if,  for  spending  a  few  hours 
with  his  friends  the  night  before  his 
trcmsfer,  he  was  ordered  back  from 
County  Derry  to  County  Meath  at  his 
own  expense  and  fined;  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  said  fine;  will  this  fine 
keep  him  back  in  his  right  to  promotion ; 
and,  will  the  Government  reconsider  this 
matter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  constable  named  had 
served  in  Belfast  during  the  riots,  and 
subsequently  became  ill,  and  was  trans- 
ferred to  Meath,  as  mentioned  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question.  Before  he 
proceeded  to  the  North  he  absented 
himself  for  five  hours,  and  was  con- 
victed before  a  Constabulary  Court  and 
fined  £2.  The  fine  would,  as  far  as  it 
went,  militate  against  promotion.  There 
did  not  appear  to  be  any  ground  to  pro- 
ceed further  in  the  matter. 

POOR  LAW  (METROPOLIS)  —  CASUAL 
RELIEF  AT  ST.  GEORGE'S  WORK- 
HOUSE. 

Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  the 
action  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  as 
regards  the  applications  for  casual  relief 
on  Friday  nights  at  St.  George's  Work- 
house, has  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  no  doubt, 
refers  to  the  case  of  James  Ayling,  who 
was  charged  at  the  Marlborough  Street 
Police  Court  with  refractory  conduct 
while  an  inmate  of  the  casual  ward  of 
the  St.  George's  Union.  As  regards 
the  detention  of  the  man  over  Sunday, 
his  detention  was  authorized  both  by 
the  Statute  and  the  Regulations  of  the 
Board.     At  the  casual  ward  referred  to 

Str  Michael  nitka-Deach 


DOGS— LIABILITY  FOR  SHOOTING 
STRAY  DOGS. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire,  Grave) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  unsatisfactory 
state  of  the  law  regarding  the  liability 
of  farmers  who  shoot  stray  and  possibly 
mad  dogs  found  wandering  among  their 
cattle,  as  shown  by  the  case  of  **Legh 
V,  Tickle,"  tried  in  the  Northwich 
County  Court,  on  November  17th  1886, 
in  which  the  defendant  was  fined  &15 
for  shooting  a  dog  he  believed  to  be 
mad  which  was  wandering  on  his  farm ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  great  damage 
is  frequently  done  to  farmers  by  dogs 
which  are  not  mad  biting  their  cattle ; 
damage  for  which  the  farmer  usuaDy 
can  get  no  redress,  either  because  he 
cannot  trace  the  owner,  or  because  the 
owner  is  without  means  to  compensate 
him ;  and,  whether  he  will  intrcniQce  a 
short  Bill  to  give  farmers  reasonable 
protection  from  such  damage,  and  power 
to  shoot  dogs  which  are  found  straying 
in  their  fields,  and  which  they  liave 
reason  to  believe  will  injure  their  oatde  ? 
Tbb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  bad  read  in  the  newspapers  the 
case  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred. 
The  learned  County  Court  Judge  decided 
that  the  conduct  of  the  fanner  was, 
under  the  circumstances,  unjustifiable, 
the  behaviour  of  the  dog  forming  so 
reason  for  its  destruction.  He  was  not 
aware  that  great  damage  was  often  dooe 
to  farmers  by  dogs  which  were  not  mad 
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biting  cattle.  He  was  informed  that  dogs 
injuring  property  might  be  properly 
destroyed  by  the  owner  of  the  property. 
He  could  not  undertake  to  introduce  a 
Bill  giving  farmers  power  to  shoot  stray 
dogs. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 
WINTER  ASSIZE  COURTS. 

Mr.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  at  the  recent  Winter  Assizes  in 
Ireland,  accused  persons  from  the  whole 
of  Munster,  with  the  exception  of  the 
county  and  ciiy  of  Waterford,  were  tried 
in  Cork ;  whether  accused  persons  from 
the  county  and  city  of  Waterford  and 
other  remote  Leinster  counties  were  tried 
in  Dublin ;  whether  enormous  expense 
is  incurred  by  the  system  of  transferring 
prisoners  and  witnesses  to  distant  coun- 
ties, and  much  inconvenience  results 
from  the  consequent  absence  of  the 
Constabulary  from  their  own  coimties 
during  the  prolonged  sittings  of  the 
Irish  Winter  Assize  Courts;  whether 
there  is  any  reason  to  doubt  that  a  Cir- 
cuit of  the  g^ing  Judge  from  county  to 
couniy,  or  the  •  grouping  of  a  lesser 
number  of  counties,  and  the  conse- 
quent increase  in  the  number  of  Courts, 
would  involve  much  less  inconvenience 
and  expense;  and,  whether  the  present 
arrangement  conveniences  anybody  ex- 
cept the  Judges  and  the  Crown  counsel  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson^  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said  :  In  reply  to 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question,  I  have  to  answer  in  the 
affirmative.  There  is  some,  but  not 
enormous,  expense  occasioned  by  trans- 
ferring prisoners  and  witnesses,  and 
some  inconvenience  from  the  absence  of 
Constabulary ;  but  greater  inconvenience 
and  expense  would  result  from  carrying 
out  the  suggestion  in  paragraph  4  of 
the  Question.  The  present  arrangement 
has  been  found  satisfactory  and  for  the 
pnblic  convenience. 

REGISTRATION   OF    PARLIAMENTARY 
VOTERS  (IREIiANDHPOLLING 
DISTRICTS. 
Mb.    MAURICE    HEALY    (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  statement 
made  in  The  FreemanU  Journal  of  the 
drd  instant,  that  at  the  recent  contested 


election  for  South  Donegal  numbers  of 
voters  had,  owing  to  the  present  arrange- 
ment of  polling  districts  in  that  con- 
stituency, to  travel  distances  of  15, 20,  and 
27  miles  to  record  their  votes;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  similar  state  of  things 
exists  in  nearly  all  Irish  county  constitu- 
encies; and,  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  propose  this  Session  any  legis- 
lation  on  the  subject  of  the  registration 
of  Parliamentary  voters  which  would 
provide  for  a  re-adjustment  of  the  pre- 
sent system  of  polling  districts  ? 

The  CHIEF  [SECEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  statement  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  is  a  fact, 
for  in  a  very  sparsely  populated  county 
like  Donegal  some  voters  must  come  a 
considerable  distance  to  record  their 
votes ;  and  as  there  are  several  counties 
in  Ireland  of  the  same  kind,  very  likely 
it  happens  in  other  counties  beside  Done- 
gal. The  Government  do  not  intend  to 
propose  any  legislation  in  reference  to 
the  subject. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  Do  I  under- 
stand  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  speak 
of  this  division  as  a  sparsely  populated 
one? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
It  is  sparsely  populated  as  compared 
with  others. 

Mb.  cox  :  Is  it  not  one  of  the  con- 
gested districts  ? 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  any  in- 
quiries on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
No  more  than  I  have  stated. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— WINTER  ASSIZES 

ACT— TRANSFER  OP  PRISONERS 

AND  WITNESSES. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  oeen  called  to  the  remarks  of 
Mr.  Justice  Grantham  at  Chelmsford, 
reported  in  The  Standard  of  the  2nd 
instant,  as  regards  the  enormous  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  involved  in  the 
system  of  transferring  prisoners  and 
witnesses  from  one  county  to  another, 
made  necessary  by  the  Winter  Assizes 
Act ;  whether  there  is  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  a  Circuit  of  the  going  Judge 
from  county  to  county  would  involve 
much  less  inconvenience  and  expense ; 
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and,  whether  the  Government  propose 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  r 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birminp;ham,  E.),in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  remarks  of  the  learned  Judge. 
He  could  only  say  that  the  question  of 
public  convenience  and  public  expense 
was  very  fully  considered  when  the  pre- 
sent arrangement  was  made. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)-CITY  OF 
CORK  MILITIA  ARTILLERY. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  an  Officer  who  has 
hitherto  had  no  connection  with  the  City 
of  Cork  Militia  Artillery  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  command  of  the  Begi^ 
ment,  in  the  room  of  the  late  Lieut. -Col. 
J.  Thackwell;  whether  great  dissatis- 
faction exists  among  the  Officers  of  the 
Begiment;  whether  the  dissatisfaction 
is  caused  by  the  appointment  of  a 
stranger,  in  Heu  of  the  promotion  of  one 
of  the  Officers  in  the  Begiment ;  whether 
Major  Dunbar  Abbott  resigned  his  Com- 
mission in  consequence  of  such  an  ap- 
pointment ;  whether  there  is  any  foun- 
dation for  the  statement  supplied  by  the 
Military  Correspondent  of  2*/te  Irish  Times 
— namely,  that  other  Officers  meditate 
following  his  example ;  and,  whether  it 
is  true  the  corps  numbers  only  six 
Officers  ? 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
No  appointment  has  been  made  in  the 
room  of  Colonel  Thackwell.  I  am  not 
aware  of  dissatisfaction  existing  araongpst 
the  officers  of  the  regiment.  It  is  true 
that  there  are  only  six  officers;  but  I 
cannot  say  what  they  meditate. 

Dr.  TANNEB  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  stated  whether  Major 
Abbott  resigned. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  informed 
that  Major  Abbott  resigned  his  commis- 
sion before  the  death  of  Colonel  Thack- 
well. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)-MONA- 
GHAN  MIU'HA— ORANGE  LODGES. 

Mr.  p.  O'BBIEN  (Monaghan.  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  any  members  of  the  Perma- 
nent Staff  of  the  Monaghan  Militia  are 
members  of  the  Orange  Society,  and  in 
the  habit  of  attending  the  monthly 
Lodge  meetings ;  whether  a  member  of 
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J  the  Militia  Staff  resides  in  the  premises 
known  as  the  New  Orange  Hall,  where 
one  of  the  Orange  Lodges  holds  its 
meetings ;  if  so,  whether  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  Militia  Officers  is  within 
the  meaning  and  in  violation  of  the 
Queen's  Begulations  ''peremptorily pro- 
hibiting the  attendance  of  officers  or 
soldiers  at  Orange  Lodges ; "  and,  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  enforce 
obedience  to  the  Queen's  Beg^ations  in 
Monaghan  ? 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
castle) :  I  am  informed  that  no  member 
of  the  Monaghan  Militia  Staff  belongs 
to  the  Orange  Society,  or  attends  Orange 
meetings ;  and  also  that  no  member  of 
the  Staff  resides  in  the  New  Orange 
HaU. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
GUNS  SUPPLIED  TO  ARMY  AND 

NAVY. 

Colonel  HUGHE S-HALLETT 
(Bochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  (General 
of  Ordnance,  If  he  can  state  when  the 
Betum  asked  for  on  20th  September 
1886,  showing  the  Number,  Description, 
Cost,  &c.,  of  the  various  Iron  and  Steel 
Quns  supplied  by  the  War  Department 
to  the  Army  and  Navy  respectively  from 
1855-6  to  1885-6,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  SUBVEYOB  GENEBAL  (Mr, 
Nobthcote)  (Exeter) :  This  Betum,  the 
preparation  of  which  has  entailed  muoh 
labour,  will,  it  is  hoped,  be  ready  within 
the  present  month. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)- 
LORD    CHARLEMONT'S     ESTATE— 
INTERFERENCE  OF  THE  POUCE. 

Me.  MAUBICE  HEALY  (Oork^ 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing  statements  made  in  Tke  fVmmmi'M 
Journal  oi  the  13th  January  1887,  with 
reference  to  Lord  Charlemont's  eatate 
in  Tyrone — 

**  I  have  learned  that  daring  the  past  vtak 
patrols  of  police  Tinted  the  hooaea  of  resect- 
able Protestant  farmers  and  inqnired  if  thcr 
had  paid  their  rent;  and,  if  not,  when  tWr 
were  going  to  do  so.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Tenants*  Uommittee  has  received  special  attm- 
tion  from  the  police,  who  followed  him  to 
houses  he  entered  to  ascertain  what  hia  tmsim— 
was.  To  one  tenant  they  even  went  the  leogthof 
suggesting  or  dictating  what  he  ought  U>  ~ 
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n  piece  of  audacity  that  would  have  provoked 
Btiong  resentment  if  it  had  been  repeated. 
These  farmers  are  all  Protestants.  Mr.  Arthur 
Byrne,  the  chairman  of  the  last  meeting,  was 
also  visited  and  subjected  to  much  annoyance. 
In  reply  to  a  remonstrance  from  one  tenant,  the 
police  stated  they  were  complying  with  the 
orders  of  superior  officers.  Owing  to  this  con- 
duct, a  good  many  tenants  were  intimidated 
from  attending  the  meeting  to-day  as  they 
feared  some  coup ; " 

whether  such  Btatements  or  any  of  them 
are  true;  and,  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  place  the 
Hojal  Irish  Constahulary  at  the  disposal 
of  Irish  landlords  free  of  charge  in  the 
capacity  of  rent  warners  and  state 
bailiffs? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  newspaper  report  mentioned  at- 
tracted attention  at  the  time,  and  inquiry 
showed  that  the  statements  contained  in 
it  reflecting  on  the  action  of  the  Con- 
stabulary are  altogether  erroneous. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
DETECTIVE  CONSTABLE  KERR. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,   W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Detective 
Constable  Kerr,  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary Force,  lately  charged  in  the  Belfast 
Police  Court  with  the  abduction  of  a 
girl  under  17  years  of  age,  is  the  same 
person  who  has  been  employed  for  some 
years  as  a  Goyemment  reporter  at  Na- 
tionalist meetings  in  Lreland ;    whether, 
after  it  had  been  deposed  in  the  police 
coiirt  that  Kerr  had  brought  the  girl 
into  a  house  of  ill-fame,  having  been 
previously  turned  out  of  a  lodging-housd, 
Kerr  was  admitted  to  hail  on  bis  own 
recognizance;     whether    he    failed    to 
appear  at  the  further  hearing  of  the 
case ;  and,  whether  the  police  authorities 
have  allowed  him  to  emigrate,  and  have 
taken  no  steps  to  secure  his  arrest  in  the 
country  to  which  he  has  emigrated  ?    I 
wish  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  is  aware  that  it  was  only  on 
Saturday  last,  when  notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion had  appeared  in  the  local  Press, 
that  steps  were  taken  to  recover  the 
bails  forfeited  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  TSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol.  W.) : 
I  am  not  aware  of  that  fact.  I  should 
imagine  that  steps  would  have  been 
taken  at  once.  I  am  informed  that  the 
detective  constable  named  was  charged 


as  stated  in  the  Question.  When  ad- 
mitted to  hail  it  was  not  on  his  own  re- 
cognizance merely.  He  was  required 
also  to  find  two  sureties  in  £25  each.  It 
is  not  the  case  that  he  was  allowed  to 
emigrate.  When  he  failed  to  appear 
the  police  took  every  step  in  tbeir  power 
to  prevent  his  leaving  the  country  and 
to  secure  his  arrest.  If,  however,  as  is 
believed,  he  has  succeeded  in  escaping 
to  America,  he  could  not,  as  I  am  ad- 
vised, be  arrested  on  the  charge  there. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Was  he  a  Govern- 
ment reporter  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  have  said  so. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  ACT-SALE 
OF  COAL  IN  THE  MIDLAND  MINING 
DISTRICTS. 

Me.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  system  of 
measuring  coal,  when  sold  in  canal  boat 
loads,  which  extensively  prevails  in  the 
Midland  mining  districts ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  owing  to  the  rough  method 
of  measurement  adopted,  and  the 
absence  of  any  system  of  control  by 
weight,  coal  merchants  are  enabled  to 
demand  and  exact  an  exaggerated  and 
undeclared  overweight,  to  the  serious 
detriment  of  the  coal  owners,  miners, 
and  ratepayers  of  these  districts ;  and, 
whether,  it'  this  practice  is  an  illegal  act 
in  contravention  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  he  will 
take  steps  to  enforce  the  law  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henbt  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  (who  replied), 
said  :  The  Board  of  Trade  are  aware  of 
the  practice  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  they  have  no  power  to  enforce 
the  Weights  and  Measures  Act,  or  to 
require  the  adoption  of  any  particular 
mode  of  weighing  coal.  The  practice 
has  not  been  the  subject  of  a  legal  de- 
cision. 

RABIES  AMONG  DOGS— POLICE 
PRECAUTIONS. 

Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  in  view  of 
the  continuance  of  rabies  amongst  dogs 
in  various  parts  of  the  country,  and 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  dogs 
afflicted  with  the  disease  are  migratory 
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in  their  habits,  the  Ooyemment  will 
take  into  consideration  the  advisability 
of  enforcing  the  muzzling  of  dogs  all 
over  the  Country  simultaneously  for  a 
sufficient  period  to  stamp  out  the 
disease  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  John  Maitoeks) 
(Leicestershire,  E.)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  Rabies  Order  of  1887  gives  full 
power  to  Local  Authorities  to  make  pro- 
visions for  the  muzzling  of  dogs,  or  for 
keeping  them  under  control  in  the  manner 
directed  in  the  Regulations  made  by 
Local  Authorities.  The  Qovernment  do 
not  propose  to  take  any  further  steps  at 
present. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACTS  —  THE 

ANNUAL    FINANaAL 

STATEMENT. 

Mb.  COGHILL  (Newcastle  -  under- 
Lyme)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  Do 
the  Charity  Commissioners  receive  regu- 
larly the  annual  Financial  Statement 
required  from  Governors  of  Endowed 
Schools  by  Schemes  made  under  '*The 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,"  and 
Amending  Acts ;  if  not,  in  the  case  of 
those  Schemes  which  do  not  require  the 
Governors  to  furnish  this  account  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  will  they 
amend  the  Clause  of  those  Schemes 
relating  to  the  publication  of  accounts, 
so  as  to  require  an  annual  Financial 
Statement  to  be  sent  to  them  in  all 
cases? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  Under  the  provisions  of  Sec- 
tion 44  of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Amend- 
ment Act,  1855  (18  &  19  Vict.  c.  124), 
the  Trustees  of  all  endowed  charities 
(including  endowed  schools)  are  required 
to  render  accounts  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners in  the  manner  set  forth  in  that 
section ;  and,  consequently,  the  duty  of 
renderiDg  accounts  is  imposed  upon  the 
Governors  (as  Trustees)  of  endowed 
schools,  not  with  reference  to  any  par- 
ticular scheme,  but  by  Statute. 

EVIOnONS  (IRELAND)— MARQUESS  OP 

liANSDOWNE'S  ESTATE,  QUEEN'S 

COUNTY. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
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downe  has,  through  his  agent,  served 
notice  on  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  of 
his  intention  to  evict  thirty-nine  tenants 
on  his  property  at  Luggacurran,  Queen's 
County,  within  the  Athy  Union  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  am  informed  that  the  minutes  of  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Guardians  of  Athy  Union 
contain  an  entry  of  the  receipt  of  notices 
to  the  above  efifect. 

THE  PARK  (METR0P0LIS)-8T. 
JAMES'S  PARK. 

Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  If  any  decision  has  been  ar* 
rived  at  as  to  the  possibility  of  opening 
to  the  public  the  roadway  in  St.  James's 
Park  from  Storey's  Gate  to  Marlborough 
Gate? 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University) :  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  I  have  obtained  the 
sanction  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Ranger  for  this  purpose;  and  I  hope 
that  within  a  few  days  the  arrangements 
will  have  been  completed  for  throwing 
open  the  roadway  from  Marlboron^ 
Gate  to  Storey's  Gate,  just  as  the  road- 
way between  Marlborough  Gate  and 
Buckingham  Gate  is  now  available  lor 
the  use  of  the  public. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS- CARTRIDGES  FOR 
QUEENSLAND. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen.  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther a  contract  for  600,000  cartridges 
for  Queensland  has  been  given  to  a 
German  who  has  no  manufactory,  and 
will  have  to  set  one  up  before  he  can 
make  cartridges  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of  tot 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Nobthootb)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied^  said :  No,  Sir ;  that  is  nol 
the  case.  The  contract  has  been  gii 
to  a  well-known  English  firm. 

ARMY-INSANITARY  STATE  OF 
DOVER  BARRACKS. 


Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
house)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War,  Whether,  since  the  death  of  liee- 
tenant  Herbert  Jarrett,  of  the  Boffii)  in 
December  last,  from  typhoid  fever*  and 
to  have  been  contractea  at  his  quaxtcfs 
in  the  barracks  at  Dover,  any  officiai  is- 
spection  of  those  barracks  has  ben 
made;   and,  if  so,  with  what  reeah; 
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whether  any  meaeures  have  been  taken, 
or  are  being  taken,  to  remedy  the  insani- 
taiy  condition  of  certain  quarters  in 
these  and  other  barracks  from  which 
complaints  have  been  received ;  and,  if 
he  will  state  who  is  responsible  for  the 
general  supervision  of  such  matters  of 
vital  importance  to  the  health  of  our 
officers  and  men  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  barracks  at  Dover  have,  since  Lieu- 
tenant JaiTett^s  death,  been  most  cftre- 
fully  inspected  by  the  principal  medical 
officer  and  the  Commanding  Royal  En- 
gineer, who  have  failed  to  discover  any 
insanitary  condition  which  would  ac- 
count for  that  sad  event.  The  drains 
were  in  perfect  order.  The  water  has 
been  analyzed,  and  found  quite  fit  for 
human  consumption.  Even  the  milk 
used  at  the  mess  was  tested  without  re- 
sult. There  was  a  little  dampness  found 
in  the  officers'  quarters,  which  is  now 
being  remedied ;  but  it  was  quite  insuf- 
ficient to  account  for  an  outbreak  of 
typhoid  fever.  The  general  responsi- 
bility for  sanitary  matters  rests  with  the 
principal  medical  officers  of  districts 
acting  under  the  GFeneral  Officers  com- 
manding. Immediate  steps  are  always 
taken  to  remedy  such  defects  as  are 
brought  to  light. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 

NORRIS, 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  he 
was  not  aware  whether  similar  com- 
plaints had  been  received  by  the  War 
Office  with  regard  to  the  insanitary  con- 
dition of  the  barracks  at  Portsmouth  and 
at  Dublin. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH^flYDROPHOBIA-M. 
PASTEUR'S  SYSTEM. 

Mr.  COOHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Ijyme)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Government  intend  taking  any  steps  to 
found  an  institution  in  London,  similar 
to  M.  Pasteur's  in  Paris,  for  the  gra- 
tuitous treatment  of  persons  who  have 
been  bitten  by  mad  dogs  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  (George's)  said,  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  haid  re- 
qaested  him  to  answer  the  Question.  A 
Committee  was  at  present  sitting  for  the 
purpose  of  investigating  M.  Pasteur's 


system  of  treatment;  and  when  they 
had  concluded  their  labours  their  Re- 
port would  be  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREL^D)— 
SALABY  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL. 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  When  the  Correspondence 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, relative  to  the  salary  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  To-night,  Sir. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS— THE  TREA. 
SURY  MINUTES. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  December  1886, 
relating  to  the  Civil  Service  Writers; 
and,  whether  the  bonuses  referred  to  in 
the  Minute  have  yet  been  paid ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  state  to  the  House 
the  causes  of  the  delay  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Treasury  Minute  re- 
ferred to  is  in  course  of  being  carried 
out;  but  this  being  the  first  occasion, 
there  has  been  a  delay  of  a  few  days. 
The  payment  of  bonuses  will  immedi- 
ately commence.  I  may  point  out  that 
effect  is  given  to  the  Minute  as  from 
July  1  of  last  year. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— RETIREMENT  OP 

WRITERS. 

Mr.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  assure  the 
House  that,  pending  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments, writers  will  not  be  compulsorily 
retired  from  the  Civil  Service  except  for 
misconduct  or  refusing  to  serve  when 
called  upon  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
intention  to  remove  copyists  from  the 
register  compulsorily,  as  it  is  anticipated 
that  sufficient  vacancies  will  occur  by 
voluntary  retirement.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  give  any  formal 
assurance. 
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ABMAGH     TOWN     COM3£ISSIONER8— 
AUDIT    OF    ACCOUNTS. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  of  the  Irish 
Local  Groyemment  Board  that  the  finan- 
cial accounts  of  the  Armagh  Town  Com- 
Tnissioners  for  the  year  ended  3 1st 
December  1885  were  not  audited  by  the 
Board's  Auditor,  Colonel  Studdart,  until 
the  12th  of  July  1886;  whether  the 
ratepayers  of  Armagh  were  deprived  of 
the  opportunity  of  attending  before  the 
auditor,  by  the  holding  of  the  audit  upon 
another  date  than  that  which  had  been 
fixed  for  the  purpose  by  public  advertise- 
ment ;  whether  the  auditor  took  note  of 
the  fact  that  the  rates  levied  in  Armagh 
are  the  highest  allowed  by  law,  and  that 
on  the  dlst  December  1885  there  was  a 
deficit  of  over  £«iOO,  though  all  the  rates 
leviable  up  to  the  23rd  August  1886  had 
been  spent. leaving  no  money  available  for 
eight  months  of  municipal  administra- 
tion ;  whetlier  repeated  applications  to 
the  Local  Govorument  Board  to  hold  an 
inquiry  have  proved  ineffectual;  and, 
how  the  complaining  ratepayers  can 
obtain  redress? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiCDAEL  Hicks-Bkach)  (BHstol,  W.) : 
I  am  informed  that  there  is  no  time 
fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  the  audit  of  these  accounts.  The 
audit  should  be  carried  out  once  a  year. 
I  am  not  aware  that  objection  was  taken 
by  anybody  to  the  course  pursued,  and 
I  learn  that  a  mistake  was  made  with 
reference  to  the  figures  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  the  mistake  was  cor- 
rected in  the  local  papers  the  following 
week.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  no  power  to  make  the  inquiry 
which  the  hon.  Member  suggested ;  but 
if  any  person  felt  aggrieved  by  any 
specific  occurrence  of  the  kind,  he  could 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT  AND 
LABOURERS*  COTTAGES  —  ARDEE 
UNION. 

Ma.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  (for  Mr. 
T.  P.  Gill)  (Louth,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Iiord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  after  a  long  delay, 
and  after  a  Question  had  been  asked  in 
this  House  on  the  matter,  a  Local  Go- 


vernment Board  Inspector  held  aa 
inquiry  in  connection  with  a  scheme  for 
labourers'  cottages  in  the  Ardee  Union 
last  October ;  why  is  it  that,  although 
this  inquiry  was  held  nearly  four  months 
ago,  no  Report  has  yet  been  issued  by 
the  Inspector,  notwithstanding  repeated 
applications  for  such  Report  by  the 
Axdee  Board  of  Guardians ;  and,  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  take  step*  to 
see  that  the  desire  of  the  entire  locality 
with  respect  to  this  scheme  for  labourers* 
cottages  is  complied  with  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W) : 
The  scheme  under  the  Labonrers*  Act  in 
the  Ardee  Union  necessarily  took  time, 
as  it  was  of  a  very  extensive  character, 
and  there  were  various  matters  in  dispute 
between  the  Sanitary  Authority  and  the 
owners  of  land  proposed  to  be  taken  as 
alternative  sites.  The  Report  of  the 
Inspector  was,  however,  made  some 
weeks  ago.  It  is  under  the  ccmsiderm- 
tion  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
will  be  communicated  to  the  Guardians 
with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  No 
doubt  the  carrying  out  of  the  schemes 
under  the  Labourers'  Act  could  be  much 
more  promptly  effected  if  they  were  not 
so  numerous.  But  the  fact  is  that  great 
pressure  is  put  on  the  Local  Government 
Board  staff  by  reason  of  the  extent  to 
which  the  provisions  of  the  Act  are  taken 
advantage  of ;  and  the  schemes  of  the 
several  Boards  of  Guardians  to  some 
extent  stand  in  each  other's  way.  A 
temporary  addition  was  made  in  the 
autumn  to  the  staff  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
deal  more  rapidly  with  the  matter. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  RE-ORGAXIZA- 
TION— INCREASE  OF  SALARIES  OF 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  If  the  settlement 
referred  to  in  his  reply  on  7th  Septem* 
her  last  had  yet  been  made  as  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Oom* 
mission  on  Prisons  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  officers,  now  that  the  re* 
organization  of  staffs  and  the  amalga* 
mation  of  prisons  have  taken  plaee  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  .Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W^ : 
The  revision  of  the  salaries  of 
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officers  in  Ireland,  based  upon  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Bojal  Com- 
mission, has  been  finally  settled  by  the 
Treasury  and  the  Irish  Government, 
and  will  take  effect  from  April  1  next. 

BELFAST  RIOTS -THE  CONSTABU- 
LARY. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  is  a 
police  station  in  the  extensive  and 
populous  district  lying  between  Old 
Fark  Boad  and  Crumlin  Bead,  Belfast, 
where  Catholics  have  been  frequently  of 
late  insulted  and  assaulted  on  their  way 
to  and  from  their  daily  labour ;  and,  if 
there  is  no  station  in  this  district, 
whether  one  will  be  established  there ; 
and  whether,  whilst  numerous  con- 
stables are  placed  on  the  Falls  Eoad, 
where  need  for  their  service  scarcely 
ever  arises,  the  Shank  ill  Old  Lodge 
Boad,  Old  Park  Boad,  and  the  district 
lying  between  Qreenmount  Boad  and 
Limestone  Boad,  are  left  without  the 
necessary  police  proteciion? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (Sir 
Michael  HicKa-BEACH)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Inspector  General  has  reported  that 
there  is  a  police  station  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Crumlin  Boad.  Very  few  com- 
plaints have  been  made  of  Bom  an 
Catholics  having  been  insulted  in  the 
locality;  but  in  the  cases  which  have 
occurred,  the  offending  persons  were 
made  amenable,  and  were  punished. 
With  regard  to  the  district  referred  to 
In  the  second  paragraph,  the  Inspector 
General  reports  that  two  new  barracks 
have  recently  been  erected,  and  that  a 
third  is  being  got  ready  as  quickly  as 
possible.  It  is  believed  that  ample  pro- 
tection will  be  thus  afforded. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  THE    GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  evictions  carried  out  at  Glen- 
beigh  during  tho  week  commencing  the 
10th  January,  were  carried  out  by  a 
person  purporting  to  act  for  the  Sheriff, 
bat  who  had  no  proper  authority  for  so 
acting  ;  whether  the  Magistrates  at 
Killorglin  Petty  Sessions,  held  on  24th 
January,  unanimously  refused  informa- 


tion against  25  persons  charged  with 
obstructing  the  Sheriff's  Deputy  during 
the  course  of  these  evictions,  on  the 
ground  that  the  said  Deputy  had  not 
been  legally  appointed;  whether  this 
person,  during  the  course  of  the  evic- 
tions, was  protected  in  his  work  by  a 
force  of  police ;  whether  the  houses  of 
which  he  took  possession  were  handed 
over  to  Mr.  Boe ;  whether  many  of  these 
houses  were  burnt  and  levelled  by  Mr. 
Boe;  and  whether  Mr.  Boe  was  pro- 
tected by  a  force  of  police  whilst  en- 
gaged in  this  work  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  cannot  express  any  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  Sheriff's  Deputy  had 
authority  to  act.  The  Government  have 
no  control  over  the  Sheriff,  who,  as  I 
am  advised,  is  responsible  to  the  Court 
from  which  a  writ  issues  for  the  due 
execution  of  such  writ.  If  any  person 
considers  himself  aggrieved,  he  has  his 
legal  remedy.  I  believe  the  magistrates 
refused  information  on  the  ground 
stated.  The  Sheriff's  Deputy,  and  Mr. 
Boe,  were  protected  by  the  police ;  tho 
houses  of  which  possession  was  taken 
were  handed  to  Mr.  Boe;  and  10  of 
them  were  destroyed. 

Me.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  wished  to 
know  whether  he  was  to  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
Government  would  not  inquire  whether 
the  person  who  conducted  the  evictions 
in  question  had  legal  warrant  for  his 
action  or  not  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
We  have  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
he  had  such  warrant. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)-THE    GLEN- 
BEIGH    EVICTIONS. 

Me.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  on 
the  requisition  of  the  Sheriff,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  him  iu  the 
execution  of  his  duty,  that  a  force  of 
police  was  drafted  to  Glenbeigh  before 
the  recent  evictions ;  whether  this  force 
was  subsequently  employed  in  many 
cases  after  the  Sheriff  had  completed  the 
eviction  and  handed  over  possession,  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  Mr.  Boe  while 
engaged  in  demolishing  and  burning  the 
houses ;  whether  the  Sheriff  was  greatly 
hindered  and  delayed  in  the  execution 


895 


Law  and  Justice 


{COMMONS} 


(^It  eland). 


896 


of  his  duty  by  the  police  being  thus 
used  for  other  purposes  than  the  one  for 
which  they  were  requisitioned ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Correspondence  which 
took  place  between  the  Sheriff  and  the 
Government  on  this  subject  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  police  to  protect 
the  agent  (Mr.  Eoe)  while  engaged  in 
carrying  out  legal  processes  at  Qlen- 
beigh,  and  they  did  so.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Sheriff  was,  in  consequence, 
greatly  hindered  and  delayed  in  the  exe- 
cution of  his  duty.  I  am  informed  that 
there  has  been  no  correspondence  on 
the  subject  between  the  Sheriff  and  the 
Qovernment. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
whether,  after  the  Sheriff  had  completed 
his  lejg^al  function,  and  handed  over 
possession  to  Mr.  Hoe,  and  desired  the 
police  to  accompany  him  to  tbe  next 
eviction,  the  Police  Inspector  was  en- 
titled to  keep  his  force  on  the  spot  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  Mr.  Eoe  while 
burning  the  houses  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Not  against  the  wish  of  the  Sheriff; 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  that  was  done. 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  Sheriff  had  any 
reason  to  complain  of  the  delay.  If  he 
had,  I  have  no  doubt  he  would  have 
complained  to  the  Government. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (KeiTy,  W.) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  Sheriff  is  one  of  a  firm  of  land 
agents  in  the  County  of  Kerry,  and  is, 
therefore,  not  likely  to  complain  of  any 
action  of  this  kind  ? 

[No  reply.] 

lAND     (IRELAND)-GLEBE     LAND 

TENANTS. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  Glebe  Land  Tenants 
during  the  present  Session ;  and,  if  so, 
when  the  Bill  for  this  purpose  will  be 
introduced  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARf  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  have  already  made  a  statement  in 
reply  to  a  deputation,  on  which,  I 
believe,  the  hon.  Member  attended, 
and  I  can  add  nothing  to  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Mahony 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND).— THREATENED 
EVICTrONS  IN  ACHILL. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  impending 
evictions  on  estates  in  the  Island  of 
Achill,  and  to  the  miserable  and  help- 
less position  of  the  majority  of  the 
tenants,  and  to  their  general  inability 
to  pay  the  rents  and  arrears  of  rent 
claimed  from  them,  as  evidenced  by  tho 
recent  report  of  Mr.  Tuke,  detailing  the 
operations  of  the  Seed  Potato  Fund, 
and  describing  the  condition  of  the 
tenants  in  Achill;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  these  impending  evictions,  he  is 
prepared  to  take  any  immediate  stops 
to  provide,  by  legislation  or  otherwise, 
a  more  humane  and  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  difficulties  of  the  tenants  in  Achill 
than  a  repetition  of  the  scene  recently 
enacted  at  Glenbeigh  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sib 
Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
We  have  no  information  that  evictions 
are  pending  in  the  Island  of  Achill. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM-CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
oliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  be 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Betum  giving 
the  following  particulars  with  respect  to 
jurors  directed  to  "stand  by"  by  any 
Crown  Solicitor  in  any  criminal  trial  in 
Ireland  arising  out  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  in 
that  country,  and  held  during  October, 
November,  and  December,  1886  — 
namely,  date  and  place  where  such  trial 
was  held ;  name  of  defendants  thereat ; 
number  of  jurors  there  directed  to 
''stand  by"  by  the  Crown  Solicitor; 
the  religious  denomination  to  which  such 
jurors  belonged,  and  the  number  of 
jurors  of  each  denomination;  the  reli- 
gious denomination  to  which  the  jurort 
or  jury  as  sworn  belonged,  and  the 
number  attached  to  each  denominatios ; 
and  the  verdict  given  by  the  jury  ? 

Tde  chief  SECRETABY  fSu 
Michael  Hicks-Bfach)  (Bristol,  W.J: 
We  have  no  official  sources  of  infonDa- 
tion  from  which  such  a  return  ooqM  bs 
obtained  as  the  hon.  Member  desirBi^ 
and  I  cannot  undertake  to  procoro  it 
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Mb.  MAXJEICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
Does  not  the  Grown  Solicitor  keep  a 
record? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Not  that  I  know  of. 

WAYS  AND  MEAN8-THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— LOCAL  TAXATION. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  make 
arrangements  for  a  statement  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  on  Local  Taxation, 
showing  the  increasa  or  decrease  of  the 
rates  and  the  indebtedness  of  Local 
Authorities  during  the  past  year,  before 
the  Budget,  according  to  the  precedent 
adopted  in  1876  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  regretted  that  it  was  not  in  his 
power  to  give  an  undertaking  to  do  so ; 
but  a  Return  was  being  prepared,  and 
would  shortly  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  giving  the  latest  particulars 
with  regard  to  Local  Taxation  and  lia- 
bility down  to  the  31st  of  March,  1885. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH   —   CONTAGIOUS 
DISEASES   HOSPITALS    IX    GAREISON 

TOWNS. 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND  (CornwaU, 
Launceston)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  annual  grant  to- 
wards the  expenses  of  hospitals  for  con- 
tagious diseases  in  certain  garrison 
towns  has  been  withdrawn,  and  whether 
any  other  method  of  maintaining  them 
is  proposed ;  and,  if  not,  what  it  is  in- 
tended to  Bubstitate  for  these  institu- 
tions ;  and,  whether  the  managers  of 
other  hospitals  have  shown  great  unwil- 
lingness, or  have  entirely  refused  to 
admit  cases  of  contagious  disease  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle)  (who  replied)  said  :  Parlia- 
ment will  be  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of 
money  in  aid  of  beds  in  local  civil  hos- 
pitals affording  accommodation  for  lock 
patients ;  and  I  am  at  present  in  com- 
munication with  the  authorities  of  cer- 
tain garrison  towns  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  to  what  extent  co-operation 
may  be  expected  on  their  part.  I  believe 
that  the  managers  of  some  hospitals 
have  objected  to  admit  patients  of  this 
class ;  but  I  have  no  positive  knowledge 
on  the  snbjeot. 

VOL.  OOOX*        [third  ssriss.] 


ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST   GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.     [nINTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [7th  February ~|, 
proposed  to  the  Question— [See  page  84.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

At  the  end  of  the  8th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words,  "  But  hombly^  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
ana  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners 
who  have  granted  to  their  tenahts  such  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and  . 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be 'found  in  increased 
stringency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people."— (if r. 
FartuU). 

Question  again  proposed,'*  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
Debate  resumed. 

AGRARIAN  AFFAIRS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  (NewcasUe-on- 
Tyne) :  Mr.  Speaker :  In  stating  the 
reasons  for  the  vote  which  I  propose  to 
give  on  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  I  shall  not  travel  oyer  those 
minute  details  of  recent  history  which 
have  made  very  proper  matter  for  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  previously 
addressed  the  House.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  points  to  future  policy,  as  well  as 
to  past  administration,  and  in  the  ob- 
servations with  which  I  shall  venture  to 
trouble  the  House  I  shall  rather  look  to 
the  past  with  a  view  of  getting  any  light, 
such  as  it  is,  that  it  may  shea  on  future 
policy.  The  pith  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Memoer  for  Cork,  in  my  judg- 
ment, lies  in  the  proposition  that  the 
remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
affairs  is  to  be  found — 

*'  In  such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system 
of  government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.'* 

In  view  of  that  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  considering  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, it  points  to  the  most  vital  fact  in 
the  present  situation,  I  may  say,  at  the 
outset,  that  I  shall  have  no  hesitation 
m  going  into  the  Lobby  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork.    We,  here,  contend 
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&t  this  Table,  and  at  other  tables,  in  the 
words  of  the  Amendment,  that  there  is 
no  remedy  for  the  crisis,  which  is  not 
connected  with  reform  in  the  system  of 
Irish  government — a  reform  such  as 
shall  win  and  secure  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people.  Has  any  thing  happened 
since  last  Session  to  give  evidence  to 
the  country — ^I  will  even  say  to  give  evi- 
dence to  their  own  side — that  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers  have  grasped 
the  present  situation  in  Ireland  ?  Has 
anything  happened  to  make  us  believe 
that  they  have  found  a  clue  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  Irislt  government  ?  We  need 
not  go  back  further  than  the  last  three, 
four,  or  five  months  of  their  administra- 
tion to  indicate  to  us  very  clearly — as  is 
evident  from  the  very  remarkable  speech 
made  last  night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury) — that  even 
among  their  own  most  faithful  followers 
there  is  a  conviction  that  they  in  no 
sense  possess  a  definite  and  intelligible 
policy  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saundorson)  the  other  night  said  that 
Ireland  was  always  in  a  state  of  crisis, 
sometimes  arising  from  climate,  some- 
times from  political  and  artificially 
manufactured  causes,  and  sometimes 
from  fires  which,  he  says,  are  always 
smouldering  underneath  the  surface  of 
Irish  society.  But  we  were  led  to 
suppose,  and  we  were  told  that  the 
accession  to  power  of  a  Government 
which  would  exercise  a  firm  and  reso- 
lute administration  in  Ireland,  would 
put  an  end  to  all  those  crises.  On 
the  contrary,  there  has  boon  no  abate- 
ment— not  the  slightest — in  the  state  of 
crisis,  in  its  essence  and  substance,  since 
the  accession  to  power  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Not  for  one  single 
day  has  there  been  what  they  describe  to 
their  own  supporters  as  firm  and  reso- 
lute government.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
come  down  to  this  House  with  sounding 
phrases  about  law  and  order.  Daring 
the  Becess  their  whole  policy  was  very 
different  indeed  from  anything  like 
firm  and  resolute  administration.  The 
charge  of  Chief  Baron  Palles  at  Sligo 
did  not  indicate  that  he  had  any  con- 
fidence in  the  firm  and  resolute  admi- 
nistration of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  his 
Colleagues.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  speaking  in  December, 
rather  charged  the  Government  with  too 
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lax  an  administration  than  with  one  too 
stringent.  If  there  is  evidence  on  the 
other  side  that  no  confidence  has  been 
established  in  the  minds  even  of  their 
own  friends  from  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  still  lean  is  there 
likely  to  be  any  such  confidence  created 
in  our  bosoms.  I  am  not  going  over 
the  story  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  I  will  only  point  out  that 
the  Bill  was  rejected  on  two  allegations 
of  the  Government,  and  that  each  %#f 
those  allegations  has  been  absolutely 
exploded  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment themselves — ^I  believe  that  within 
24  hours  of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  the 
Government  felt  that  these  allegations 
were  exploded.  The  first  was  that  there 
had  been  no  fall  in  prices ;  and  I  have 
still  ringing  in  my  ears  the  rapturous  de- 
clamation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson)  as  to  the  rise  in  the  price  of 
wool.  The  second  allegation  was  that 
the  Land  Commissioners,  in  fixing  the 
judicial  rents,  had  taken  into  account  a 
possible  decline  in  prices.  Both  these 
allegations  are  exploded,  and  we  have 
not  heard  a  single  hon.  Gentleman,  since 
the  Session  began,  get  up  and  defend 
either  of  these  propositions.  What  is  the 
conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  the  failure 
of  the  two  allegations  upon  which  the 
rejection  of  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  woa 
based?  The  conclusion  is  that  there 
was  a  real  evil,  and  that  there  was  a 
real  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  poorer 
tenants  of  Ireland,  and  that  those  who 
had  had  their  judicial  rents  fixed  were 
exposed  to  substantial  wrong.  That 
being  the  case,  the  conduct  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  shows  he  was  perfectly  aware 
of  this  grievance,  this  wrong,  and  this 
danger.  He  was  aware  of  it  because 
he  at  once  set  to  work  to  carry  oat 
that  process  of  which  so  much  has 
been  said,  which  consisted  of  putting 
pressure  upon  the  landlords  to  grant 
fair  abatements.  Where  there  is  a 
real  danger,  it  is  surely  the  datj 
of  the  Legislature  to  find  a  legal  remedy, 
and  it  was  because  we  failed,  and  be- 
cause this  House  failed,  to  take  the  first 
step  in  providing  a  legal  remedy,  that 
some  mischief — wliich,  as  I  trust  I  shaQ 
presently  persuade  the  House,  has  been 
exaggerated — has  taken  place.  I  know 
that  there  are  those  among  my  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Friends  who  Bay — *'  It  is 
true  that  a  remedy  was  needeidi  bat  the 
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Tenants'  Belief  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  not  the  right  kind  of  re- 
medy." Why  did  they  not  say  so 
before  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  ?  I  ven- 
tured to  point  out  at  the  time  that 
Amendments  mighfc  be  made  in  the  Bill 
in  Committee  which  would  have  had 
the  effect  of  getting  rid  of  some  of  the 
most  valid  of  the  objections  to  the  Bill. 
Many  of  those  who  have  since  declared 
the  Bill  would  have  furnished  no  remedy 
took  no  part  in  the  discussion  or  in  the 
Division  upon  it.  Why  did  they  not  help 
us  to  find  a  better  way  ?  I  have  not  a  word 
of  criticism  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
endeavouring  to  keep  the  peace  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  On  the  contrary, 
I  think  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronefc  is  such  as  will  commend 
itself  to  everyone  as  a  good  and  sound 
policy  of  administration.  But  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  so 
modest  since  Parliament  has  met,  as  to 
the  part  he  took  in  persuading  the  land- 
lords to  deal  fairly  with  their  tenants. 
He  has  endeavoured  to  minimize  his  own 
virtue  ;  he  is  one  of  those  who  '^  do  good 
by  stealth  and  blush  to  find  it  fame."  It 
may  be  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
cannot  erase  from  their  recollections  the 
tremendously  solemn  and  impressive 
harangue  made  to  me,  when  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  upon  the  in- 
tolerableness  of  any  Member  of  an  Exe- 
cutive Government  presuming  to  inter- 
fere between  man  and  man  in  the  matter 
of  judicial  rent.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, who  knows  Ireland  as  well  as  most 
Englishmen,  must  know  and  must  have 
foreseen  from  all  the  course  of  Irish 
history  that  in  Ireland,  above  all  coun- 
tries in  the  world,  where  you  have  a 
real  grievance  and  a  substantial  wrong 
without  a  legal  remedy,  you  may  be 
perfectly  sure  that  some  portion  of  the 
people,  at  least,  will  resort  to  illegiti- 
mate methods  of  obtaining  redress. 
That  is  the  history  of  Ireland  in  a  nut- 
shell— unredressed  grievances,  moral 
wrongs  without  a  legal  remedy,  and 
then  the  resort  to  illegal  acts  to  secure 
justice.  Popular  discontent  among  the 
poorer  tenants  in  Ireland  has  always 
led  to  irregular,  illegal,  and  very  often 
criminal  expedients ;  and  it  is  because 
the  leaders  lu  Irish  affairs,  those  whom 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  look  up 


to  and  trust,  are  not  listened  to  in  this 
House,  because  they  have  no  share  in 
guiding  the  administration  of  their 
country,  that  they  are  often  driven  to 
expedients  and  devices  which,  if  they 
had  had  a  more  responsible  training, 
they  would  be  more  likely  to  hold  aloot 
from.  I  will  not  consent  to  argue  the 
treatment  of  Ireland  upon  the  narrow 
grounds  of  technical  administration. 
Nisi  Prius  is  all  very  well,  but  it  is  not 
everything.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  was  perfectly  right 
when  he  said  that  a  great  deal  too  much 
attention  had  been  paid  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  this  debate  ;  that,  in  fact, 
it  had  not  been  very  largely  or  widely 
operative ;  and  that,  on  the  whole,  over 
the  greater  portion  of  Ireland  rents 
had  been  very  fairly  paid  and  legal 
obligations  very  fairly  and  honourably 
acknowledged  and  met.  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  that  judgment. 
I  have  never  felt  that  there  was  any 
justification  either  for  the  enthusiastic 
benediction  bestowed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
rMr.  Labouchere)  upon  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  for  what  I  must  take 
leave  to  call  the  violently  exaggerated 
censure  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington).  My  noble  Friend,  speak- 
iug  on  the  7th  of  December,  saia  that 
the  principle  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 

*'  would  lead  to  the  complete  and  profound 
subversion  of  every  principlo  upon  which, 
hitherto,  social  order  1^  been  based." 

That  was  two  months  ago.  But  my 
noble  Friend,  speaking  last  week,  said — 

**  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  anarchy,  or  any- 
thing approaching  to  anarchy,  has  prevailed 
over  the  greater  portion  of  Ireland ;  I  believe 
at  the  present  moment  order  does  exist  in  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  country." 

Well,  that  is  a  very  fair  reason  for  think- 
ing that  the  policy  and  the  principles 
wmch  the  noble  Lord  had  announced  two 
months  ago  as  a  complete  and  profound 
subversion  of  social  order  have  had  no 
such  effect  as  he  had  anticipated.  I 
think  there  has  been  enormous  exagge- 
ration in  all  the  language  that  has  been 
used  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
will  venture  to  say,. at  the  risk  of  being 
misunderstood,  two  things  about  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  first  is  that,  so 
far  as  we  have  yet  heard  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  there  is  no  evidence  that 
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in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Plan  of  Oampaig^  there  has  been  the 
actual  perpetration  of  any  marked  sub- 
stantial injustice.  I  will  say,  secondly, 
I  believe  that  even  those  who  are  most 
passionate  against  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
will  admit  that  a  combination  of  that 
kind,  limited  as  that  combination  has 
been,  is  better  than  those  grim  associa- 
tions which  have  set  their  mark  on  Irish 
agrarian  history — secret  societies  and 
secret  murder  clubs.  I  will  say  another 
thing — if  I  am  called  upon  to  pronounce 
a  judgment  upon  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  upon  the  principles  on  which 
it  rests,  I  must  be  permitted  to  pro- 
nounce a  judgment  in  full.  However 
immoral,  however  unjust,  however  un- 
patriotic you  may  consider  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  the  action  taken  under  it 
to  be,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  do 
not  regard  it  as  any  more  immoral,  any 
more  unjust,  any  more  unpatriotic  than 
the  action  of  those  landlords  whom  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  denounced  at 
Bristol  as  harshly  exacting  the  rights 
of  property  while  performing  none  of 
its  duties.  I  will  fortify  myself  by  an 
authority.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  did  me  the  honour  the 
other  day  to  quote  a  sentence  from  one 
of  my  too  multitudinous  utterances  on 
the  Irish  Question.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  fall  behind  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
any  polite  attention  of  this  sort.  Some 
time  in  1885  my  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

<*  I  do  not  806  why  a  sufficient  remedy  for 
the  eriction  of  poor  tenants  in  Ireland  should 
not  be  found  without  any  proceedings  which 
can  fairly  be  described  as  dishonest,  and  when 
I  speak  of  confiscation  I  do  wish  that  the  land- 
lords would  exercise  a  little  reciprocity.  When 
an  exorbitant  rent  is  demanded,  which  takes 
from  a  tenant  the  sarings  of  his  life,  when  a 
man  is  taxed  for  his  own  improvements,  that  is 
confiscation,  and  it  is  none  the  less  repre- 
hensible because  it  is  sanctioned  by  the  law." 

It  is  impossible  in  a  country  in  the  con- 
dition in  which  Ireland  now  is,  to  form 
any  judgment  worthy  of  the  responsi- 
bilities which  lie  upon  this  Legislature, 
if  you  look  at  the  social  situation  in  Ire- 
land merely  as  lawyers  may  look  at  it  in 
a  Court.  We  have  been  taxed  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  with  not  launching 
out  into  denunciations  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  is  a  ludicrous  doctrine 
that  because  we  happen  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gang- 
way as  to  the  best  way  of  governing  their 
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country,  that,  therefore,  we  aro  to  be 
caHed  upon  to  express  judgment  upon 
everything  they  may  say  or  do.  I,  for 
one,  repudiate  any  such  doctrine. 
[^Ironical  MinisUrial  Cheers,']  Yes;  but 
you  yourselves  do  not  practise  that  doc- 
trine. I  see  sitting  behind  the  Ministerial 
Bench  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast 
(Mr.  De  Cobain),  who  has  within  a  few 
days  been  held  up  by  an  ofiBcial  Com- 
mission to  public  censure  and  reprehen- 
sion for  writing  an  incendiary  letter 
upon  which  much  of  the  blame  is  to  be  laid 
for  the  bloodshed,  disorder,  and  violence 
that  have  taken  place  in  Belfast.  We 
have  not  heard  any  of  you  condemn 
that  action  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
None  of  you  have  cut  yourselves  off  from 
that  action  or  passed  any  censure  upon 
it.  Why  shoidd  we  be  called  upon  to 
express  opinions  upon  anything  and 
everything  done  by  political  allies? 
When  you  ask  us  to  hurry  on  to  plat- 
forms or  to  come  down  here  and  rail  at 
or  revile  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  I 
say  that  jou  are  taking  one  of  the  most 
fatal  courses  to  the  Union  you  value  that 
can  be  taken.  I  will  tell  you  why. 
Depend  upon  it  that  nothing  can  be  fo 
fatal  to  the  Union  as  the  conviction  in 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people,  that  there 
is  no  Party  or  individual  in  this  House 
which  is  not  always  ready  upon  the 
slightest  provocation  to  come  down  here, 
or  to  go  into  the  country  sermoniring, 
bullying,  scolding,  and  lecturing  them. 
It  is  most  important  for  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  as  well  as  for  the  Union,  that 
they  should  feel  that  there  is  a  Party 
here  who  will  not  be  led  to  repeat  the 
old  fault  of  supposing  that  everything 
said  and  everything  done  by  Irishmen 
is  best  treated  by  harangues,  lectures, 
and  bullyings  from  us  in  this  House. 
Let  there  be  no  mistake.  We  are  under 
no  obligation  to  support  every  Motion 
made  in  that  quarter  of  the  House.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  from  that  quarter  of 
the  House  the  Motions  are  all  sure  to  be 
more  wise  and  deserving  the  support  of 
sensible  men  than  those  from  any  other 
quarter ;  but  I  am  not  sure  they  will  be 
less  so.  At  all  events,  we  shall  not  be 
driven  by  any  taunts  as  to  our  going 
on  our  knees  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  into  forget* 
ting  the  fact  that  the  attempt  to  gorem 
Ireland  with  sublime  disregard  of  the 
advice  and  assistance,  the  opinioos 
and   the   wishes,   of  the   Bepreeeate- 
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tives  of  the  Irish  people  is  the  most  vain 
and  futile  attempt  that  was  ever  made. 
The  House  must  have  been  rather  struck 
last  night  bj  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
when  he  described  himself  and  his  friends 
as  being  ignorant  of  the  doings  and 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
when  he  described  how  they  were  un- 
able to  learn  anything,  except  what  they 
might  hear  through  private  channels,  of 
what  was  being  done  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  his  lieutenants.  This  brings 
me  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  a  sub- 
ject not  mentioned  so  far  in  the  course  of 
the  debate — the  removal  of  Sir  Bobert 
Hamilton.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
question  whether  it  is  or  is  not  desirable 
to  displace  the  permanent  head  of  a  de- 
partment when  there  is  a  change  in  the 
Parliamentary  Chiefs.  I  will  not  argue 
it»  because  I  am  sure  there  are  not  two 
opinions  in  the  House  as  to  that  subject ; 
we  are  all  agreed  that  it  is  in  the  highest 
degree  desirable  that  no  such  policy 
should  be  pursued.  Nor  am  I  going 
to  attempt  to  say  a  word  about  the 
official  loyalty  of  Sir  Kobert  Hamilton, 
nor  to  bear  my  testimony,  whatever  it 
may  be  worth,  to  the  fact  that  Sir  Eobert 
Hamilton  has  never  overstepped  by  a 
single  hair's  breadth  the  lines  of  his 
strict  official  duty.  Eor  I  am  perfectly 
sure  that  neither  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chief  Secretary  nor  anyone  else 
Vould  make  any  charge  of  that  kind 
against  him.  What  I  want  the  House 
to  consider  is  more  important  than  any 
merely  personal  point.  Let  the  House 
consider  the  effect  of  the  removal  of  Sir 
Bobert  Hamilton  on  the  chances  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
getting  true  information,  and  learning 
the  true  state  of  things,  in  respect  of  the 
government  of  Lreland.  There  are  some 
races  of  which  it  is  said  that  they  look 
into  your  eyes  when  you  ask  a  question 
to  see  what  kind  of  answer  you  would 
like.  I  think  it  is  most  undesirable  that 
officials,  eflpecially  in  a  country  like  Ire- 
landy  should  be  placed  under  any  temp- 
tation to  acquire  a  habit  of  that  kind. 
But  I  must  say  it  will  be  a  miracle  if 
Irish  officials,  with  all  their  loyalty  to 
the  service,  do  not  for  the  future  think 
twice  before  they  give  full  and  indepen- 
dent opinions  on  points  of  administra- 
tion and  policy  that  come  in  their  way, 
which  may  be  disagreeable  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary Chiefs.    I  think  the  effect  of 


what  has  been  done  will  bo  in  that  direc- 
tion. Sir  Bobert  Hamilton,  it  is  true, 
has  been  hustled  upstairs,  but  he  was  a 
conspicuous  man,  with  powerful  friends ; 
but  a  small  man  without  powerful  friends 
may  think  that  the  telling  of  disagree- 
able truths  will  end  in  his  being  hustled 
downstairs.  The  chances  of  governing 
Ireland  under  the  present  system  are  not, 
in  my  judgment,  very  good  at  the  best; 
but  there  can  be  nothing  more  fatal  to 
those  chances,  small  as  they  are,  than 
that  the  Chief  Secretaries,  who,  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  knows,  are 
very  transient  and  fleeting  personages 
— for  there  have  been  nine  within  the 
last  seven  years— nothing  can  be  more 
fatal  than  that  they  should  be  deprived 
of  every  chance  of  having  the  fullest 
and  the  most  naked  truth  as  to  every 
detail  in  connection  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  Sir,  there  is  one 
other  point  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject which  I  wish  just  to  mention. 
It  is  said  that  some  changes  are  going 
to  be  made  which  will  end  in  the 
Office  of  Under  Secretary  beine  made 
a  political  Office,  the  occupant  of  which 
is  to  go  in  and  out  with  the  Parlia- 
mentary Chief.  Whether  that  is  true 
or  not  I  do  not  now  ask ;  but  I  wish  to 
make  one  remark  upon  it  which  bears 
upon  the  Amendment.  It  is  that  the 
effect  of  any  action  of  that  kind  will 
inevitably  be  to  throw  the  real  power  of 
Irish  administration  into  the  hands  of 
the  lawyers.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  that 
those  who  know  best  the  history  of  Irish 
administration  since  the  Union  will 
agree  that  nothing  is  so  responsible  for 
the  hatred  and  the  unpopularity  and 
failure  of  the  Castle  administration  as 
the  predominance  of  the  legal  element 
in  carrying  out  that  administration.  I 
am  reminded  by  what  I  have  said  about 
lawyers  of  the  rather  remarkable  and 
interesting  exhibition  of  the  legal  view 
and  the  legal  mind  which  was  made  last 
night  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes).  The  House  is  acquainted 
with  the  facts  of  the  Sligo  juries  at  the 
Assizes.  We  have  heard,  in  the  course 
of  the  debates,  that  when  these  Catholic 
peasants  were  brought  up  for  trial,  in 
the  case  of  two  batehes  at  least  of  them, 
there  was  not  one  single  Catholic  on  the 
jury.  In  the  case  of  other  batches,  I 
believe  the  exclusion  was  not  quite  so 
rigorous ;  but  in  these  two  cases  so  it  was. 
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Now,  considering  the  predominance  of 
the  Catholics  in  the  population  of  the 
district,  one  might  have  supposed  that 
such  a  result  could  scarcely  be  due  to 
accident.    All  doubt  on  the  point  was 

Eut  an  end  to  last  night  by  the  right 
on.  and  learned  Gentleman  plainly 
avowing  that  it  was  not  accident  but 
design  which  had  excluded  all  Catholics 
from  these  cases.  We  know  what  the 
books  tell  us  about  trial  by  jury.  The 
blessing  of  trial  by  jury  is  that  the  ac- 
cused has  the  charge  aeainst  him  sifted 
and  decided  by  12  of  his  equals  and  his 
neighbours  indifferently  chosen.  Ac- 
cording to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman,  they  are  not,  by  any  means, 
indifferently  chosen.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  actually  laid 
it  down  that  the  legal  representa- 
tives of  the  Crown  would  have  been 
guilty  of  dereliction  of  duty,  and  that 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
secure  a  fair  trial,  if  the  Crown  had 
not  exercised  its  privilege  in  order  to 
secure  the  attendance  of  men  of  inde- 
pendent thought.  Now  I  do  not  believe 
that  in  the  racy  and  exuberant  history 
of  Irish  humour  there  is  a  nobler 
euphemism  than  this.  A  man  of  in- 
dependent thought  is  a  man  to  whom 
the  Crown  can  trust  to  give  you  a  con- 
viction. Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that  an 
English  Minister  ever  before  came  to 
this  House  and  made  such  an  admission. 
The  position  assumed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  comes  to  this — 
that  no  Catholic  can  be  a  man  of  inde- 
pendent thought.  It  comes  to  this—that 
it  would  be  a  dereliction  of  duty  if  the 
Crown  were  to  allow  the  Catholics  their 
fair  share  of  the  rights  and  the  duties 
and  the  burdens  of  common  citizenship. 
And  yet,  with  maxims  like  this,  and 
practices  like  this,  we  are  surprised  that 
we  cannot  govern  a  Catholic  country. 
I  will  now  go  on,  if  the  House  will  ex- 
tend me  its  indulgence,  to  notice  one  or 
two  Buegestions  that  have  been  made  in 
the  direction  of  polioy—suegestions 
which  may  influence,  and  which,  no 
doubt,  will  influence,  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members.  I  shall  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment, because  I  think  it  points  to  the 
only  policy  on  which  Ireland  can  be 

foverned — the  only  policy  upon  which 
Sngland  can  be  relieved;  but  I  natu- 
rally turn,  with  the  greatest  eagerness, 
in  every  direction,  for  a  substitute  for 
the  policy  which  wo  advocate.    My  noble 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Bossendale,  the 
other  day,  gave,  at  Newcastle,  his  no- 
tion of  the  direction  in  which  we  ought 
to  look  for  a  substitute  for  the  Bill  of  the 
late  Government ;  and  it  came  to  the 
prescription  commented  on  by  my  hon. 
rViend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  the 
other  night,  that  we  ought  to  look  in  the 
direction  of  emigration  and  migration. 
The  proposition  of  my  noble  Friend  is, 
thattne  British  Government  might,  with 
local  co-operation,  local  assistance,  and 
through  local  agencies,  do  much  in  the 
way  of  assisting  emigration  or  mig^tion 
from  some  of  these  congested  districts. 
The  point  of  the  proposal  is  that  the 
British  Government  should  do  this.  But 
forced  and  large  emigration  is  not  a 
process  which  you  can  carry  out  when 
you  will  without  regard  to  the  labour 
market  of  the  world.  Tou  cannot  carry 
out  emigration  without  regard  to  the 
feelings  of  the  country  to  which  you 
propose  to  send  your  emigrants;  and 
what  is  likely  to  be  the  feeling  of  our 
Colonies,  or  of  the  United  States,  at 
what  they  justly  term  a  pauper  invasion  ? 
Who  can  believe  that  these  poor,  broken 
creatures,  who  have  just  had  their 
houses  burnt  over  their  heads  at  Glen- 
beigh,  broken  in  spirit,  with  their  frames 
emaciated  by  hunger,  body  and  soul  worn 
out  in  the  long  struggle  with  the  harsh- 
ness of  Nature,  and  the  worse  harshness 
of  man — who  believes  that  they  will  be 
welcomed  in  new  countries  which  require 
all  the  energy,  all  the  spirit,  and  all  the 
physical  strength  of  the  population  ?  I 
may  remind  the  House  of  the  ;experi- 
ence  of  that  zealous  and  benevolent 
man,  Mr.  Tuke,  who,  in  his  emigra- 
tion work,  found  that  he  had  aroused 
antagonisms — not  political  antagonisms 
— which  rendered  it  impossible  that 
much  more  could  be  done  at  that  time. 
Mr.  Tuke  left  a  record  of  his  opinion, 
which  I  think  bears  very  precisely 
upon  the  views  of  my  noble  Friend. 
Mr.  Tuke  said — 

"  Though  what  was  needed  was  a  pennanent 
Board  of  Emigration,  which  with  a  foitaUe 
staff  both  in  Ireland  and  America  thoold,  fron 
year  to  year,  and  not  siMimodieaUy,  deal  witk 
a  limited  number  of  applicataoni  for  emigratioot 
and  advise  in  each  case  as  might  seem  the  best, 
yet  it  must  bo  fully  admitted  that  no  meh 
Board  could,  in  the  present  state  of  Irish  poli- 
tics, be  formed.*' 

That  was  in  1884.  The  hoo.  Member 
for  the  Poplar  Division  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Sydney  Buxton)  is  weO 
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acquainted  with  the  facts  of  this  moye- 
ment,  and  will  be  able  to  correct  me 
if  I  am  mistaken.  Mr.  Tuke  said  in 
1884  it  was  hopeless  to  think  of  having 
that  Board  of  Emigration  which  he 
regarded  as  essential  and  indispensable. 
I  want  to  ask  anyone  who  looks  in 
this  direction  whether  he  thinks  that 
in  1887  the  state  of  things  is  more 
favourable  for  a  Board  of  Emigration 
than  it  was  in  1884?  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  knows 
very  well  that  if  a  Board  of  Emigra- 
tion was  impossible  in  1884,  it  is  much 
more  impossible  in  1887.  [  **  No !  "  ] 
We  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  last  night.  I  do  not  think  his 
language  was  very  encouraging  for 
anyone  who  looks  to  emigration  under 
British  control  as  a  likely  way  to  solve 
the  Irish  difficulty.  I  do  not  believe, 
therefore,  that  this  panacea  of  my  noble 
Friend  is  at  all  likely  to  be  a  substitute 
for  the  reform  which  we  attempted  to 
carry  out.  It  is  often  said — **  If  you  will 
only  settle  the  Land  Question  you  need 
not  trouble  yourself  about  Home  Hule." 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh(Colonel  Saunderson),in  his  most 
able  speech  the  other  night,  said  some- 
thing about  the  Land  Act  of  188 1 .  Mr. 
Gt)schen  says  the  Land  Act  of  1881  is  a 
gigantic  failure.  But  although  I  always 
pay  great  respect  to  Mr.  Goschen's  re- 
marks, I  never  have  thought  he  showed 
a  precise  and  specific  knowledge  of  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
however,  knows  Ireland  very  well,  and 
I  never  listen  to  him  speaking  on  Irish 
affairs  without  feeling  that  he  has  the 
welfare  of  his  own  country  at  heart.  He 
says  the  Land  Act  of  1881 — it  is  his 
own  language  and  not  mine — ''  laid  the 
foundations  of  the  true  solution  of  the 
Irish  Question."  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  meant  some  extension  of 
land  purchase.  Now,  when  we  think 
how  we  have  moved  in  the  matter  of 
land  purchase  since  1870  by  succes- 
sive stages,  I  think  we  must  not  be 
too  sure  that  even  the  largest  and  most 
generous  measure  of  land  purchase, 
unless  it  were  accompanied  by  some- 
thing to  satisfy  Irish  political  opinion, 
would  have  the  effect  which  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  and  all  of  us  de- 
sire. Think  how  you  have  advanced  in 
your  inducements  for  tenants  to  become 
the  owners  of  their  holdings.    In  the 


Bill  of  1870  the  advance  of  the  Treasury 
was  two-thirds  of  the  price,  with  4  per 
cent  interest.  In  the  Bill  of  1881  the 
advance  was  three-fourths  at  3^  per 
cent,  and  a  term  of  85  years.  In  1884 
Mr.  Trevelyan  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
advanced  three-fourths  of  the  purchase 
money  at  8J  per  cent,  repayable  in  40 
years.  But  in  1885  the  Government  then 
in  Office,  which  was,  in  effect,  the  pre- 
sent Government,  made  a  further  step 
of  the  most  serious  kind ;  they  agreed 
by  the  Act,  which  is  called  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act,  to  make  the  whole  ad- 
vance repayable  in  49  years,  being  an 
enormous  extension  of  the  privileges 
which  had  been  granted  by  the  previous 
Bills.  I  cannot,  for  my  part,  imagine 
any  terms  being  invented  more  favour- 
able to  the  Irish  tenant,  if  he  is  inclined 
to  purchase,  than  those  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act.  Tes;  but  they  are  not 
terms  very  favourable  or  safe  to  the 
British  Treasury.  That,  however,  is  not 
my  point  for  the  moment.  It  is  that,  even 
with  a  temptation  so  enormous  as  that 
— apparently,  so  irresistible — the  Irish 
tenant  has  not  shown  any  very  great 
anxiety  to  become  the  purchaser  of  his 
holding.  The  Act  has,  indeed,  not  been 
long  in  operation.  But  it  has  been 
quite  long  enough  if  the  Irish  tenantry 
meant  to  avail  themselves  of  its  pro- 
visions—  quite  lone  enough  to  show 
that,  considering  the  reduction  made 
on  the  judicial  rent  and  what  he  was 
paying  before  1881,  the  tenant  will  be 
sitting  at  something  like  40  per  cent 
less  than  he  was  five  or  six  years  ago. 
If  an  offer  of  that  kind  is  not  jumped 
at,  does  it  not  lead  to  the  opinion  that 
there  is  something  in  the  temper  and 
frame  of  mind  of  the  Irish  tenant  which 
proves  that  in  that  direction  you  need 
not  look  for  a  solution  of  your  difficulty  ? 
Even  if  it  were  otherwise,  it  has  a  fatal 
defect  in  the  minds  of  many  of  us ;  and 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  dwell  upoa 
the  fact  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  has  recently  stated  that 
he  is  opposed  to  the  extension  of  an 
arrangement  which  involves  the  Trea- 
sury in  such  risk,  and  which,  besides, 
has  the  political  danger  of  bringing  the 
British  State  into  direct  relations  with 
the  individual  Irish  tenant.  Bir,  I  will 
only  say  further  upon  that  suggestion 
that,  do  what  you  will  in  the  way  of 
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land  purchase,  no  sobeme  will  be  work- 
able or  safe  which  is  nob  backed  bj 
local  authorities,  who,  in  turn,  are 
backed  by  a  central  Goyemment  rest- 
ing upon  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country.  I,  therefore,  must  express  my 
own  emphatic  disbelief  in  any  remedy 
being  found  for  the  present  or  other 
agrarian  or  political  crisis  in  the  direc- 
tion of  land  purchase  if  unaccompanied 
by  some  other  measure  which,  in  terms 
of  the  Amendment,  ''  shall  meet  the 
needs  and  gain  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people."  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
on  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse). 
My  hon.  Friend  said  that  he  will 
vote  for  coercion.  But  he  said  rather 
more.  He  said  the  reason  he  would 
not  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that 
coercion  had  always  failed  was  the  in- 
termittent application  of  such  laws  in 
obedience  to  the  f^xigeucies  of  political 
Parties.  Now,  Sir,  sincerely  f  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  whether  he  thinks, 
in  this  ingenuous  and  artless  aspiration, 
that  the  exigencies  of  political  Parties 
are  coming  to  an  end  now  ?  If  my  hon. 
Friend  will  look  back  for  six  or  seven 
years,  he  will  find  that  in  1880  the  Oo- 
vemment  dropped  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act*  In  1 88 1  the  same  Government 
brought  in  a  tremendous  Ooercion  Act. 
In  1 882  they  let  out  of  prison  men  who 
had  been  locked  up  under  it,  and  then 
proceeded  to  pass  in  many  respects  a 
still  more  stringent  measure — the  Grimes 
Act.  In  1885  there  was  a  change  of 
Government,  and  the  Government  which 
came  in  dropped  all  coercion,  and  de- 
clared their  intention  of  administering 
Ireland  by  the  ordinary  law.  In 
June,  1886,  the  same  Government  said, 
'*  We  must  have  more  powers."  In 
1887  we  now  see  that  they  are  going 
to  turn  back  to  their  former  judgment, 
and  again  to  ask  for  new  and  excep- 
tional powers.  Now,  I  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  House  whether  it  is 
possible,  in  the  face  of  an  experience  of 
that  kind  —  so  many  vacillations,  so 
many  turns  about  in  both  Parties ;  I  do 
not  accuse  one  Party  of  being  more 
vacillating  than  another— to  expect  that 
all  the  exigencies  of  Party,  now  of  all 
times  in  the  world,  are  coming  to  an 
end,' and  we  are  to  have  a  just,  a  steady, 
and  permanent  policy  carried  out  in  Ire- 
land '/    Why,  even  in  the  course  of  this 
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debate  we  have  seen  that  there  is  no 
unanimity  among  those  who  support  the 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  last  night  told 
us  that  he  should  be  disinclined  to  sup* 
port  this  coercive  legislation,  unless  it 
were  extended  all  over  England.  There 
was  domestic  separatism  in  the  Unionist 
camp,  because  tne  hon.  Member  for  the 
Cirencester  Division  (Mr.  Winteibo- 
tham)  said  he  could  not  support  coercioa 
at  all.  Therefore  I  ask  hon.  Members 
who  look  to  coercion  as  a  policy  how 
they  think  that  policy  is  to  be  accepted 
by  the  House,  and  how  long  it  will  be 
carried  out  by  a  Government,  even  if 
they  are  fortunate  or  unfortunate 
enough  to  get  their  Bills  carried  ?  Sir, 
it  is  not  in  that  direction  that  there  is 
anything  to  be  hoped  for  the  better  eo* 
vemment  of  Ireland,  and  I  will  remind 
the  House  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Loard 
Bandolph  Churchill)  said  last  year  that 
he  did  not  believe  for  a  moment  that  a 
renewal  of  the  clauses  of  the  Crimea  Act 
would  have  had  any  effect  in  dealing 
with  the  National  League.  He  said,  in 
his  judgment,  what  was  wanted  was 
something  stronger  and  quite  different. 
The  noble  Lord's  advice  in  that  reqpcot 
seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  good,  and  I 
hope  Ministers  wul  even  now,  if  it  is 
not  too  late,  reconsider  the  deci8i<m 
/which  has  been  foreshadowed  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.  I  am  perfectly  sure 
that  nothing  will  come  m>m  oarrying* 
out  that  decision  but  an  increase  of  the 
difficulties  and  troubles  with  which  they 
and  all  of  us  have  to  deal  in  Ireland. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  said  the  other  night  we 
might  make  ourselves  perfectly  easy,  be* 
cause  Home  Bule  was  now  practically 
at  an  end,  and  that  if  he  could  cnlj 
go  into  a  room  with  hon.  GentlamsA 
from  Ireland,  where  what  they  said 
could  not  be  heard,  he  would  get 
them  to  confess  that  their  aspiratioas 
had  now  no  chance  of  being  satisfied. 
The  noble  Lord  is  not  a  trustworthy 
prophet,  in  matters  affecting  Ireland. 
Well  do  I  remember  one  aftemooB, 
in  the  Parliament  of  1884«  he  made  a 
remarkable  speech,  in  which  he  was 
dealing  pretty  faithfully  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Leader  of 
the  House.  He  was  remonstrating  with 
the  Conservative  Party  for  hesttatisg 
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about  tho  extension  of  tlie  franchise  to 
Ireland.  He  made  this  prophecy,  which 
he  urged  the  House  and  his  Party  to 
accept  from  him.  '' Depend  upon  it," 
he  said,  ^*  if  you  only  extend  the  fran- 
chise in  the  counties  you  will  find  in  the 
Irish  counties  a  Conservative  set  of  in- 
fluences which  will  soon  put  in  order 
the  Fenian  and  Nationalist  tendencies  of 
the  towns."     We  all  know  how  that  pro- 

§hecy  has  been  fulfilled,  and  you  may 
epend  upon  it  that  as  that  prophecy  has 
been  absurdly  brought  to  naught,  so 
will  his  prophecy  about  Home  Eule  be 
brought  to  naught.  The  Conservative 
Party  will  not  act  wisely,  as  it  often  has 
in  the  past,  if  it  shapes  its  policy  upon 
any  such  assumption.  Last  year  the 
same  noble  Lord,  speaking  as  the  Leader 
of  this  House,  and  as  the  Bepresentative 
of  the  Oovemment,  made  a  very  distinct 
promise  to  the  House  and  the  Irish 
Party.  He  said  that  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  desist  from  their  criticism 
upon  certain  Estimates  then  under  con- 
sideration, the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  bring  in  measures,  as  early 
as  might  be,  throwing  the  responsibility 
for  local  government  and  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Works  into  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  people.  Now,  if  you 
will  not  listen  to  our  policy,  is  it  not 
time  that  you  should  fulfil  the  pledge 
given  by  your  own  Leader  for  a  con- 
sideration ?  ['*  No !  "]  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
shakes  his  head;  but  the  pledge  was 
certainly  ^iven. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  There  was  no  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  states  that  there  was  no 
consideration.  Then,  Sir,  the  pledge 
was  sUU  stronger ;  it  was  what  lawyers 
call  a  voluntary  promise.  In  any  case, 
it  was  announcea  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  at  that  time  to  transfer 
large  powers  of  local  government — espe- 
cially powers  connected  with  the  Board 
of  Works— to  the  Irish  people.  What 
is  there  in  the  state  of  things  at  present 
to  prevent  persistence  in  that  policy? 
It  is  ridiculous  to  pretend  that  because 
there  are  disorders — which  I  persist  in 
calling  slight  disorders — in  some  parts 
of  Ireland,  you  have  a  pretext  for  leaving 
your  own  promise  unfulfilled.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  worthy  of  right  hon.  Gen- 


tlemen opposite.  It  is  not  safe — cer- 
tainly it  is  neither  prudent  nor  politic — 
to  leave  the  field  so  bare  of  all  Irish 
legislation  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
himself,  and  every  prominent  respon- 
sible Member  of  the  Irish  Administra- 
tion, and  when  both  sides  of  the  House 
have  agreed  that  remedial  legislation 
for  Ireland  is  in  many  respects  gn^eatly 
needed.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Rossendale  has  before  now  said  very 
strong  things  about  the  need  in  Ireland 
for  local  government  and  remedial  legis- 
lation. He  has  given  no  reason  why  all 
that  legislation  is  to  be  postponed,  and 
why  we  are  to  be  content  with  the  barren 
and  mifichievous  fare  for  Ireland  of  re- 
form in  her  criminal  procedure.  You 
all  hoped  that  when  you  had  got  rid  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
of  our  policy,  this  Chamber  would  be 
able  to  settle  down  to  do  good  legislative 
work  both  for  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 
I  appeal  to  either  side  of  the  House 
whether  there  is  any  prospect  before  us 
of  any  such  thing*?  I  ask  the  House 
whether  any  Session  ever  began  with 
less  hope  in  the  mind  of  any  section  of 
the  House,  less  expectation,  less  inten- 
tion of  doing  good  work?  [^Cries  of 
<<OhI'']  I  misunderstand  the  temper 
of  the  Souse  if  there  is  any  buoyancy, 
any  hope,  or  any  expectation  of  getting  on 
with  legislation  and  Business  for  'Eng- 
land,  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland.  I 
have  never  myself  felt  the  atmosphere 
of  the  House  so  leaden.  \_Minuterial 
oheert,']  You  cheer  that  statement ;  but 
with  whom  does  the  fault  lie  ?  It  lies 
with  those  who  will  not  move  out  of  the 
way  what  for  seven  years  has  been  the 
standing  obstacle  to  the  transactionof  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  a  standing 
scandal  upon  its  character.  This  leaden , 
moveless  cloud  will  not  lift  from  our 
deliberations,  until  you  have  achieved,  as 
your  first  task,  such  a  reform  of  the 
system  of  government  in  Ireland  as  will 
meet  the  needs  and  secure  the  confidence 
of  the  Irish  people ;  and  it  is  because  I 
have  that  conviction  that  I  shall  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  free  from 
the  suspicion  of  insincerity.  He  was 
the  original  Home  Ruler  in  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  he  was,  in  the  opinion  of 
many,  the  one  Home  Ruler  whose  con- 
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victions  on  the  subject  of  Irelond  were 
unqualified  bj  other  motives  and  other 
considerations.  Having  paid  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  compliment,  he 
had  to  express  his  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  said  no- 
thing likely  to  help  the  House  to  arrive 
at  a  right  conclusion  upon  the  matter 
before  it.  He  had  failed  to  find  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  one 
single  helpful  sentence  which  would 
tend  to  mitigate  the  terrible  difficulties 
of  the  position  which  they  had  to  face. 
It  seemed,  as  he  took  up  one  possible 
remedy  after  another,  to  pour  contempt 
upon  them,  that  he  was  prepared  across 
that  Table,  where  a  g^eat  deal  of  gam* 
bling  had  taken  place  in  former  years, 
to  throw  down  as  a  stake  almost  every- 
thing which  was  valuable  to  a  politi- 
cian. He  had  expected  that  a  politician 
with  his  responsible  antecedents  would 
have  refrained  from  adding  one  more  irri- 
tating voice  to  the  many  heard  in  refer- 
ence to  Ireland,  and  would  have  done 
what  he  could  to  mitigate  the  mis- 
chievous effect  of  the  language  heard  in 
many  quarters.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, however,  had  not  taken  that 
course.  He  had  twitted  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  with  falsely  pro- 
phesying that  if  the  Plan  of  Campaira 
were  put  into  force  it  must  lead  to  the 
disintegration  of  society  in  Ireland. 
But  the  reason  why  that  result  had  not 
come  about  wasjthat  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  failed.  If  the  Plan  had  suc- 
ceeded all  over  the  country,  as  its  ori- 
ginators hoped  that  it  would,  matters 
now  would  be  in  a  very  different  and 
worse  condition.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  reproached  the  Qt)vernment 
on  account  of  the  removal  of  Sir  Eobert 
Hamilton  from  the  post  of  Permanent 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  Sir  Eobert  Hamilton  was  not  an 
Irishman  but  a  Scotchman,  sent  over 
from  London  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
for  the  express  purpose  of  carrying  out 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman's  policy.  But 
he  would  not  consider  further  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  miserable  polemics. 
He  preferred  more  profitable  subjects 
of  discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  his  speech  spoke 
with  the  same  passionless  rnetoric  with 
which  he  was  accustomed  to  address 
Mr.  Eoworth 


the  House,  and  which  he  thought 
was  a  great  advantage  to  their  de- 
bates. It  enabled  hon.  Members  to 
approach  these  questions  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  sentimental  ornaments 
so  often  introduced,  and  it  enabled 
the  House  to  judge  of  these  ques- 
tions on  their  merits.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
Amendment  were  both  in  remark- 
able contrast  with  the  speeches  and 
Amendments  made  by  him  in  the 
House  on  previous  occasions.  There  was 
an  absence  of  the  trenchant  and  aggres- 
sive language,  both  in  the  Amendment 
and  in  the  speech,  which  was  usually 
heard  from  uiose  Benches,  and  which 
seemed  to  him  to  reflect  the  preeail- 
ing   feeling  of   depression  which  ap* 

Seared  to  have  overwhelmed  the  hfrn. 
[embers  from  Ireland  at  this  moment. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  natural  that  hon. 
Members  should  have  a  feeling  of  de- 
pression. In  the  first  place,  the  first 
element  which  appeared  to  be  producing 
it  was  the  absence  of  the  ii^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
Where  was  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  ? 
Not  long  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assured  them  that  the  only  object  he 
had  in  the  few  remaining  years  of  his 
political  life  was  to  secure  for  IreUnd  a 
Legislature  and  a  permanent  ExecatiTe 
independent  of  this  country.  But  now 
at  the  first  pinch  of  battle  he  deserted 
his  friends,  and  instead  of  being  in  the 
House  to  support  them  he  f  otmd  it  more 
convenient  to  be  elsewhere.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  a  reasonula 
explanation  of  this  extraordinary  posi- 
tion. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  right  ium. 
Gentleman  owed  a  very  consid«rab]e 
apology  to  his  Friends  below  the  Gmnc- 
way  for  having  deserted  them  at  this 
juncture.  If  they  looked  at  other  fae- 
tors  in  the  problem  the  House  wooidsee 
that  another  reason  for  the  depreasioa 
among  hon.  Gkntlemen  opposite  existed. 
This  was  the  utter  failure  of  the  nan 
of  Campaign.  [*'0h,  oh,"  emd  Lm/fk- 
ter,']  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  laughed  and 
jeered  would  do  a  great  serrioe  to  tke 
House  if  they  would  pablish 
statistics  in  regard  to  the  1?lan  of 
paign,  as  to  Uie  number  of 
which  it  had  been  put  in  force,  and  Hbm 
number  of  estates  on  which  it  had 
proved  successful.  He  thon^t  it  wonld 
be  a  ffreat  surprise  to  the  House  if  tker 
only  knew  what  an  abject  fiulme  it 
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been.  These  and  other  matters  rendered 
the  outlook  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  bis  Party  rather  more  gloomy 
tban  it  had  been,  and  it  was  for  this  reason 
that  they  must  feel  in  a  position  of  great 
and  grave  uncertainty.  He  wished  to 
make  a  special  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
on  this  occasion.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
tbey  had  now  only  two  courses  left  open 
to  them  if  tbey  were  to  retain  that  in- 
fluence which  they  had  possessed  for  a 
long  time  over  the  Irisb  people.  They 
must  either  again  let  loose  those  revolu- 
tionary forces  which  pervaded  the  whole 
country  two  or  tbree  years  ago,  or  they 
must  be  prepared  to  accept  at  the  hands 
of  tbose  who  were  perfectly  willing  to 
give  it  to  them  on  rational  terms  a  policy 
wbicb    they    might    accept    with   the 

greatest  possible  credit  to .  themselves, 
on.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite had  acquired  a  prestige  in  Ireland 
whicb  made  tbem  the  masters  and  not 
the  slaves  of  Irish  opinion,  and  if  they 
were  as  willing  as  they  were  powerful 
to  use  that  prestige  and  influence  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  this  question  on  ra- 
tional and  reasonable  grounds,  he  be- 
lieved they  might  use  it  with  great 
honour  to  themselves  and  g^eat  profit 
to  the  country.  Why  was  it  neces- 
sary that  they  should  continue  to  be  a 
mere  shuttlecock  between  the  two  great 
English  Parties  ?  Was  it  not  possible 
for  them  to  realize  at  last  that  they 
were  this,  and  nothing  more?  Could 
they  not  make  some  advances  to  some 
other  section  of  the  House  with  whom 
they  might  arrange  something  of  great 
advantage  to  their  country?  On  his 
own  side  of  the  House  there  were  a 
number  of  Irish  Members,  who  repre- 
sented Irish  opinion  just  as  much  as 
hon.  Members  opposite.  It  was  the  con- 
tinual gulf  that  existed  between  those 
two  sections  of  Irish  opinion  which  made 
it  impossible  for  hon.  Members  to  accept 
the  propositions  put  before  the  House 
by  the  Kepresentatives  of  Irish  opinion. 
If  it  were  possible  to  shake  hands  across 
the  gulf;  if  it  were  possible  for  the  two 
sections  of  Irish  opinion  to  come  to  the 
House  and  say — *' We  agree  that  these 
great  changes  would  be  beneficial  to 
Ireland,  would  be  a  rational  settlement 
of  this  question,  would  tend  eventually 
to  the  peace  of  the  two  countries,"  both 
Parties  would  be  delighted  to  give  what 
was  asked.  Here  then  was  the  difficulty. 
Members  on  that  one  side  had  some 


claims  on  the  sympathy  of  their  oppo- 
nents. They  had  prevented  Ireland  from 
becoming  a  sort  of  poor  relation  by  the 
side  of  England,  with  no  attention  paid 
to  its  needs;  and,  consequently,  they 
were  in  a  position  at  this  moment  to 
make  oflers  to  their  real  Friends  on  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House,  not  only 
English  Members,  but  Irish  Members, 
who  had  the  same  yearnings  as  theirs, 
and  who  were  wishful  and  ready  to 
accept  a  modified  policy,  which  would 
be  acceptable  to  those  who  wanted  it, 
if  only  made  on  rational  lines.  They 
were  ready  to  press  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  anything  which  should  have 
the  element  of  permanence  if  combined 
with  equity.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  the  only  policy  which  would  ever 
secure  for  Ireland  the  satisfaction  of  hor 
needs.  But  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  those  demands  should  not  be  made 
merely  by  the  Hepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  peasantry;  but  by  them,  in  con- 
junction with  those  who  represented 
Irish  education,  Irish  wealth,  and  the 
other  elements  in  Ireland  which  were 
the  elements  of  stability.  If  it  were  pos- 
sible for  these  two  bodies  of  Members 
in  the  House  to  be  persuaded  that  this 
was  the  only  rational  way  in  which  the 
question  should  be  settled,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  solution  was  more  hopeful 
than  that  contained  in  the  concluding 
sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  In  regard  to  the  economical 
side  of  the  question,  it  seemed  to  him  a 
matter  of  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  his  great  knowledge 
of  the  problem,  should,  instead  of 
assisting  to  solve  its  exceedingly  difiB.- 
cult  elements,  throw  every  obstacle  in 
the  way  by  means  of  mere  futile  criti- 
cism. Take  the  question  of  emigra- 
tion. Who  was  there  in  the  House  who 
would  not  say  that  in  the  congested 
districts  of  Ireland  the  only  possible 
remedy,  whether  imposed  by  that  House 
or  an  Irish  Parliament,  was  emigration? 
Either  they  must  protect  those  poor 
people  against  the  competition  of  fo- 
reign traders,  or  else  they  must  emigrate 
them  to  some  other  place  where  it  was 

Possible  for  them  to  gain  a  livelihood, 
t  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  it  was 
impossible  that  this  problem  could  ever 
be  solved  except  by  a  rational  system  of 
emigration.  Why  had  emigration  failed 
so  often  hitherto  ?  Because  it  had  had 
the  opposition  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
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and  because  it;  had  had  the  opposition  of 
another  powerful  element  in  Irish  so- 
ciety— that  of  the  Irish  priesthood.  But 
one  of  the  most  hopeful  sig^s  he  had 
seen  in  Ireland  of  late  was  the  altered 
attitude  of  the  priests  on  this  question. 
They  thought  differently  years  ago ;  but 
now  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  the  only  possible  remedy.  There 
were  a  number  of  people  who  talked 
about  embarking  in  a  great  fishing  in- 
dustry on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland ; 
but  they  forgot  the  enormous  difficul- 
ties of  nursing  such  fisheries,  and  the 
almost  utter  impossibility  of  bringing 
fish  to  market.  One  of  the  great  diffi- 
culties attending  emigration  hitherto 
had  been  that  it  was  of  the  character 
of  individual  emigration.  He  did  not 
believe  in  it,  for  the  effect  on  the  Irish 
peasant  was  that  he  was  transplanted  at 
once  to  an  American  town,  where  he  not 
only  lost  his  character  for  respectability, 
but  the  iDfluence  of  the  priest  as  well. 
These  people  should  be  emigrated  in 
communities,  their  priest  being  taken 
with  them.  In  spite  of  the  fears  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  sought  to 
excite,  many  countries  would  be  glad  to 
have  them.  Australia  and  Canada 
would  be  willing  to  have  those  poor 
creatures  if  we  emigrated  them  m  a 
rational  fashion.  Canada,  of  course, 
like  other  countries,  did  not  desire  to 
have  her  population  enormously  aug- 
mented by  a  great  influx  of  extremely 
helpless  people  from  Ireland ;  but  she 
would  be  deUghted  to  have  her  magni- 
ficent western  lands  planted  by  Irish 
colonists  who  would  go  out,  with  some 
hope  of  success,  in  small  communities ; 
and  he  hoped  the  problem  would  be 
faced  by  the  Oovemment  in  that  way. 
That  done,  he  would  then  like  to  see 
some  system  of  arterial  drainage  intro- 
duced into  parts  of  Ireland,  where  it 
would  add,  at  all  events,  to  the  material 
prosperity  of  the  country.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was  on  those 
lines  that  the  problem  would,  with  more 
hope  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
haa  expressed,  be  presently  solved. 
Nor  did  he  fail  altogether  to  hope  that 
it  would  be  solved  with  considerable 
assistance  from  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway.  As  one  who,  on  many 
an  occasion,  both  in  print  and  in  speak- 
ing, had  sought  to  tbrow  light  on  this 
question^he  hoped  in  a  fair  way,  and 
without   the  use  of   exasperating  lan- 
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guage — he  would  venture  to  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  to  forego  a  good  deal  of  whiU 
they  deemed  the  ideal  solution,  and  to 
accept  rather  its  practical  side.  Those 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  nothing  to 
fear  in  regard  either  to  prestige  or  posi- 
tion, by  accepting  the  more  rational 
solution,  and  they  would  make  Ireland 
a  more  prominent  factor  in  the  world's 
history  than  it  had  hitherto  been.  Let 
there  be  less  of  the  miserable  rancour 
as  between  the  classes  they  represented 
and  those  represented  on  mis  side 
of  the  House,  and  let  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  one  side  of  the  House  endeavour 
to  make  terms  with  the  Irish  Members 
on  the  other.  In  this  way  Irishmen 
would  increase  their  national  import- 
ance,  and  would  be  helping  the  House 
in  the  solution  of  these  questions.  He 
did  not  like  to  hear  one  set  of  Iriahmoi 
abusing  another  set.  It  was  not  troe 
that  the  gifts  of  th^  Irish  race  were  con- 
fined to  one  set  of  Bepresentativee  only. 
It  was,  on  the  other  hand,  a  remarkable 
fact  that  the  dro^eries  and  witdcisms 
made  by  Irishmen  on  one  side  of  the 
House  always  found  their  warmeet  wel- 
come amon^  Irishmen  on  the  other  side^ 
and  it  womd  be  a  great  loss  to  that 
community  if  they  were  not  both  repre- 
sented in  the  Legislature.  He  wanted 
them,  laying  aside  wrangling,  and  gibes 
and  jeers,  to  unite  in  miudng  aoommoa 
demand  upon  that  House,  in  the  same 
way  as  demands  from  Scotland  weie 
maide,  which  would  be  listened  to  and 
responded  to  by  hon.  Members  as  the 
genuine  expression  of  the  feeling  and 
the  opinion  of  Ireland.  It  was  with 
that  view  that  he  had  ventured  to  inter- 
vene in  the  discussion,  to  stop,  if  pos- 
sible, the  torrent  of  recriminatioii*  and 
to  draw  the  debate  into  more  froitfei 
and  promising  fields. 

Sir  EDWABD  GBET  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel 
that  I  must  ask  the  House  for  ita  ic- 
dulgence  iu  addressing  them  for  the 
first  time;  but  I  will,  at  any  rafie» 
promise  that  my  remarks  shall  be  bdeC 
and  that  they  shall  not  add  to  tiie 
rent  of  recrimination  of  whioh  the 

Member    opposite  (Mr.  Howorth)  

already  complained.  We  shall  be  rmdfi 
upon  shortly  to  give  our  votes  oa  the 
most  important  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress proposed  by  the  hon.  Geatfomss 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  ParneU 
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I  mean  to  vote  for  the  Amendment; 
and,  as  I  know  that  my  vote  will  be  Bub- 
jeot  to  many  interpretations — the  hon. 
Oentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  for 
instance,  said  that  Members  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  Honse  are  actuated  by 
▼ery  qualified  motives — I  wish  to  make 
clear  the  reasons  why  I  intend  to  sup- 

fort  the  present  Amendment,  and  why 
am  sure  I  shall  never  have  to  regret 
my  decision.  It  will  be  said  that  those 
of  OS  who  vote  for  this  Amendment  will, 
in  doing  so,  endorse  the  Flan  of  Cam> 

Eaign,  whidi  is  declared  to  be  hope- 
Msly  illegal,  and  hopelessly  immoral.  I 
am  not  concerned  to  defend  the  questbn, 
whether  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  illegal 
or  not.  I  think,  perhaps,  the  best  that 
can  be  said  on  that  ground  is,  that 
whether  it  is  technically  illegal  or  not, 
it  has,  at  any  rate,  endeavoured  to  sup- 
plehient  the  law  by  purposes  which  are 
opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the  law  as  it 
now  stands ;  but,  before  I  pass  any  con- 
demnation on  the  morality  or  immorality 
of  it,  and  before  hon.  Members  pass  any 
fall  condemnation  upon  it,  I  ask  them  to 
remember  who  are  the  authors  of  the 
Plan  of  Oam|>aign.  The  authors  are 
the  Irish  Members.  The  Irish  Members 
may  be  actuated  by  the  motives  which 
have  been  complained  of,  and  which 
have  been  called  in  question.  Some 
hon.  Members  may  believe  that  the 
Irish  Members  are  actuated  by  improper 
motives ;  but,  at  any  rate,  I  think  every- 
one will  agree  that  the  Irish  Represen- 
tatives do  know  the  circumstances  and 
conditions  of  the  Irish  peasantry.  Be- 
fore the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  insti- 
tuted they  were  far  better  aware  of  what 
was  going  to  happen  in  Ireland  than  the 
Government  were ;  they  recognized  that 
the  condition  of  affairs  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  during  last  autumn  would  be  des- 
perate. They  felt  that  doAporate  condi- 
tions called  for  desperate  remedies.  I 
therefore  think  that,  before  we  pass 
any  full  condemnation  on  the  mo- 
rality or  immorality  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  we  must  remember  that 
die  Iri^  Members,  in  instituting  it, 
have  been  subject  to  temptation  from 
which  mercifully  most  English  and  Scotch 
Members  have  been  free.  And  I  will  say 
this  farther,  thatif  hon.  Gentlemen  are  dis- 
posed to  condemn  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
they  should  also  be  disposed  to  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  action, 
tending  in  die  same  direction,  which  they 


took.  I  do  not,  however,  wish  to  con- 
demn the  action  of  the  Government  for 
a  moment;  I  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  in- 
spired by  generous  and  humane  motives ; 
but  I  do  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
remember  that  what  is  justifiable  reason 
for  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ought,  even  in  their  opinion,  to  be 
some  palliation  for  the  line  taken  by  the 
authors  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  This 
I  must  say  before  I  leave  this  part  of  the 
subject,  that  neither  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign nor  the  action  of  the  Government 
can  be  looked  upon  as  other  than  tem- 
porary expedients ;  and  that  it  does  not 
matter  whether  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  illegal  or  not,  one  thing  which  I  think 
Home  Eulers  in  this  country  have 
grasped  thoroughly  is,  that  the  longer 
Uie  settlement  of  die  Irish  Question  is 
delayed  so  much  more  objectionable 
will  many  phases  of  that  question  be- 
come. Upon  that  ground  we  ought  to 
welcome  an  early  solution  of  the  Irish 
problem.  I  should  like  now  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  a  still  more  important 
part  of  the  Amendment  which  we  are 
asked  to  consider.  It  is  that  part  which 
applies  to  the  future  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  part  which 
applies  to  the  coercive  proposals  which 
are  to  be  brought  before  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  object  to  the  term  coer- 
cion ;  they  say  it  is  a  nickname  which  hsM 
been  applied  to  an  entirely  unobjection- 
able policy.  It  may  be  a  nickname ;  but 
it  is  a  nickname  which  has  fitted  the 
policy  carried  out  so  admirably  that  we 
are  unable  to  get  rid  of  it.  But  to 
adopt  for  a  moment  the  term  which  is 
applied  to  this  policy  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  to  speak  of  the  policy  of 
the  enforcement  of  the  law,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  this  is  enforcement  of  the 
law  by  unconstitutional  methods,  or,  at 
any  rate,  by  methods  which  are  foreign 
to  the  British  Constitution.  I  believe 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  the  British 
Constitution  includes  as  two  integral 
parts — trial  by  jury  and  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act.  Both  of  these  parts  have 
been  suspended  when  we  resorted  to  the 

folicy  of  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in 
reland.  Some  time  ago  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  gave  advice 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  which 
was  so  simple  that  I  may  venture  to 
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repeat  it.  It  was,  do  not  legislate 
until  you  know.  The  Government  have 
acted  on  that  advice.  Before  they'have 
legislated  on  any  subject,  they  have  ap- 
pointed a  Oommission  to  inquire  into 
the  subject ;  they  have  appointed  Com- 
missions to  inquire  into  certain  phases 
of  the  Irish  Question.  I  wish  they  had 
gone  a  little  further,  and  appointed  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  effect  of 
a  coercive  policy  as  regards  Ireland. 
I  think  that  such  a  Commission  might 
not  unreasonably  have  been  expected  to 
produce  a  Eeport  which  would  have  in- 
cluded, among  other  things,  four  main 
statements.  First,  that  the  policy  of 
coercion  has  been  tried  by  Lord  Spencer 
and  Sir  George  Trevelyan  to  its  utter- 
most limits  and  has  failed,  and  that  it 
is  extremely  difficult  to  say  whether  it 
is  possible  to  repeat  the  experiment 
again ;  secondly,  that  it  has  become  so 
unpopular  that,  even  many  Members 
opposite,  seeing  its  failure  demonstrated, 
have  foresworn  it  as  an  evil  thing,  and 
declared  that  they  will  never  vote  for  it 
again ;  thirdly,  that  coercion,  whenever 
it  has  been  tried,  has  operated  merely 
as  a  temporary  check — it  has  been  pos- 
sibly one  step  forward  towards  the  sup- 
pression of  a  temporary  outburst  of 
outrage  and  crime,  but  it  has  always 
been  two  steps  backwards  in  the  solu- 
tion of  the  one  great  question — how  are 
we  to  govern  Ireland?  Fourthly,  that 
this  coercive  policy  has,  more  than  any- 
thing else,  diminished  the  security  of 
property  in  Ireland ;  that  it  has  done  so 
m  this  way,  it  has  brought  property  in 
Ireland  to  look  for  its  security  to  outside 
influences,  and  not  to  inside  influences. 
Internal  influences  in  a  country  are  con- 
tentment, satisfaction  between  class  and 
class,  and  general  prosperity ;  these  act 
automatically,  and  outside  influences 
have  to  be  summoned  in  whenever  they 
are  wanted.  These  outside  influences 
have  been  brought  into  requisition  in 
regard  to  property  in  Ireland,  but  can 
anyone  say  tnat,  even  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  in  Office, 
property  in  Ireland  is  as  secure  at  the 
present  moment,  and  as  freely  changes 
from  hand  to  hand,  as  property  in  Eng- 
land? If  that  is  so,  surely  it  is  be- 
cause some  difficulty  is  found  in  calling 
in  outside  influences;  and  because  you 
can  never,  by  outside  influences,  give 
the  property  the  same  security  which  is 
obtained   from    inside    influences    and 
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from  good  government.  Now,  the 
Coercion  Bill  which  has  been  promised 
will  be  framed  specially  and  exception- 
ally  to  deal  with  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and,  it  may  be,  will  succeed. 
What  then?  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
will  be  succeeded  by  something  else  in 
Ireland,  it  may  be  succeeded  by  a  gene- 
ral system  of  '*  Boycotting,"  or  by  some- 
thing worse;  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment must  then  proceed,  if  Uiej  axe 
consistent,  with  other  exceptional  mea- 
sures to  meet  other  exceptional  circum- 
stances. 7»hey  will  get  deeper  and 
deeper  into  the  mire,  and  the  result 
will  be  that  they  will  possibly,  at  last, 
have  to  be  dragged  out  of  the  mire  with 
the  aid  of  a  rope  extended  to  them  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  Now,  Sir, 
the  two  policies  before  this  House  are 
the  policy  contained  in  the  Amendment, 
and  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernment.  The  policy  embodied  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  PameU's)  Amend- 
ment is  simply  a  policy  of  responsi- 
bility. Why  should  we  think  that  it 
will  fail  ?  Surely,  a  policy  of  responsi- 
bility has  succeeded  in  England  before 
now,  when  individual  Members  have 
been  found  transgressing.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  can  think  of  instances  in 
which  violent  and  injudicious  sentiments 
have  been  expressed  by  Members  ol 
their  own  Party,  sentiments  which  hare 
caused  not  a  little  anxiety  to  the  Party 
generally.  But  I  will  not  pursue  that 
point  further,  the  policy  of  responsibility 
has  been  tested  in  other  countries.  We 
find  it  has  succeeded  in  Hunearj,  in  tke 
United  States,  in  Switzerland,  and  else- 
where. It  has  been  said  that  none  of 
these  instances  apply  to  the  case  of  Ire* 
land,  because  they  and  it  are  not  on  aU 
fours;  but  none  of  these  were  exactly 
the  same  as  each  other.  They  ate  as 
different  from  each  other  as  the  case  of 
England  and  Ireland  is  from  them ;  and 
I  think  some  conclusion  may  be  ixmwm. 
from  this  experience.  There  had  beea 
difficulties;  but  with  a  different  sei  of 
conditions  to  be  provided  for  ia  the 
different  cases,  self  -  government 
succeeded.  In  Ireland  we  have  a 
of  conditions  and  of  details  for  the  ^ 
posed  self-government  differing  from  tW 
conditions  and  provisions  existinf^  in  ths 
other  cases  to  whirh  I  have  relwrv«2; 
but  I  fail  to  see  why  Ireland  should 
as  all  these  other  countries  hare 
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participate  in  the  advantages  that  have 
aooruea  from  being  repsonsible  for  their 
own  Oovernment.  The  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  be  roughly 
described  as  confidence  in  itself  as  a 
British  Government  sitting  at  West- 
minster; but  the  question  is,  whether 
the  country  have  reason  to  place  con- 
fidence in  that  Government.  Was  not 
that  the  policy  they  advocated  last  Sep* 
tember?  Was  it  not  the  one  general 
answer  to  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  that,  if 
hardships  were  likely  to  arise,  confi- 
dence should  be  placed  in  the  Govern- 
ment to  set  the  matter  right  ?  What  has 
been  the  result?  Evictions  have  taken 
place  which  have  caused  a  feeling  of 
shrinking  and  shame  to  pass  through  this 
country,  and  the  Government,  while 
admitting  that  fact,  have  endeavoured 
to  throw  the  responsibility  upon  others. 
What  does  Her  Majesty's  Government 

Sropose  to  do  in  regard  to  the  congested 
istricts  in  Ireland  F  It  is  already  known 
that  many  tenants  have  pledged  their 
future  crops  to  pay  their  rent ;  so  that 
the  question  must  again  arise.  What 
is  to  oe  done  in  their  case  ?  If  confidence 
is  to  be  placed  in  the  Government,  how 
18  it  that  there  is  no  mention  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  of  the  condition  of 
affairs  in  the  congested  districts  of  Ire- 
land ?  What  I  do  feel  most  strongly  is 
that  we  want  this  question  of  Irish  Go- 
vernment and  of  Irish  distress  really 
faced.  I  believe  that  it  will  be  best 
faced  by  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  on  good 
security,  and  I  am  convinced  that  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  has  said 
to-niffht,  such  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  can 
only  be  made  to  work  through  the  re- 
sponsible authorities  in  Ireland.  If  an 
Irish  Parliament  is  not  to  be  allowed  to 
solve  the  difficulty  of  congested  districts 
in  Ireland,  is  there  any  chance  that  the 
House  of  Commons  will  face  the  ques- 
tion? In  the  first  place,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  not,  and  never  will  have, 
the  time,  because  the  exigencies  of 
Parliamentary  Government  will  never 
leave  it  the  time.  It  has  not  the  know- 
ledge,  as  past  experience  shows,  and  if  it 
had  it  is  doubtful — looking  back  to  the 
Devon  Commission — whether  it  would 
use  the  knowledge.  But  if  it  made  an 
honest  attempt  to  solve  the  difficulty 
from  the  information  it  has  acquired,  it 
is  very  probable  it  would  fail,  as  it  has 


continually  failed,  from  not  understand- 
ing the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people. 
There  is.  consciously  or  unconsciously, 
a  conviction  that  the  Irish  people  ought 
to  be  in  love  with  emigration,  that  they 
ought  to  be  pleased  to  leave  their 
wretched  hovels,  and  the  country  where 
they  are  so  badly  off.  But  from  all  I 
have  heard  of  the  Irish  peasants,  that  is 
not  the  case.  Certainly,  in  trying  to 
carry  out  any  scheme  of  that  kind,  the 
House  of  Commons  lacked  tact.  From 
not  undexstanding  the  feelings  of  the 
Irish  people,  we  in  Westminster  set 
our  hands  heavily  upon  the  most  tender 
parts  of  the  Irish  character.  I  be- 
lieve an  Irish  Government  will  be  in 
every  way  more  qualified  for  the  task. 
Irish  Members  have  proved  that  they 
have  far  more  of  the  necessary  know- 
ledge for  it  than  English  Members  have. 
They  understand  the  Irish  people  ;  and 
the  result  of  leaving  the  task  to  them 
will,  I  believe,  be  the  taking  up  the 
difficulty  of  the  Irish  land  with  un- 
wavering resolution,  with  tact,  and  with 
a  thorough  understanding  of  the  Irish 
people.  Ireland  will,  by  degrees,  be 
relieved  of  some  of  her  misery  and  dis- 
tress, and  the  British  Parliament  will 
be  free  from  the  strain  which  is  injuring 
the  Constitution,  upsetting  the  Business 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  embitter- 
ing the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  two 
countries. 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
he  would  endeavour,  in  discussing  the 
question  upon  its  merits,  to  avoid  the 
exaggeration  which  had  too  often  cha- 
racterized speeches  with  reference  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  to  speak  the 
truth,  without  fear  or  favour.  He,  un- 
fortunately, laboured  under  considerable 
disadvantage ;  because  he  did  not  fulfil 
any  of  the  conditions  which  seemed  to 
be  usually  recognized  as  a  qualification 
for  speaking  on  Irish  subjects  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- West 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Graham)  had  laid  it 
down,  as  a  first  qualification,  that  the 
speaker  should  never  have  been  in  Ire- 
land. He  (Colonel  Waring)  was  free  to 
admit  that,  as  far  as  he  could  judge, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  spoke 
upon  Ireland  usually  had  that  qualifica- 
tion, and  derived  what  knowledge  they 
possessed  from  having  conversed  in  a 
railway  carriage  with  a  commercial  gen- 
tleman of  more  or  less  intelligence.  He 
wished  he  could  entirely  apply  the  same 
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description  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  own  side ;  but  one  speech  had  been 
made  from  those  Benches  which  had 
convinced  him  that,  not  only  had  the 
speaker  not  been  in  Ireland,  but  that  if 
he  had  the  adTantage  of  conversing  with  a 
commercial  traveller  he  was  a  singularly 
unintelligent  one,  or  the  hon.Member  was 
strangely  slow  in  receiving  information. 
He  (Colonel  Waring)  had,  unquestion- 
ably, the  misfortune  to  be  one  of  those 
gprievances  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
his  followers  would  remove  from  Ireland. 
He  was  a  small  landowner ;  but  he  was 
also  an  Irish  tenant  farmer,  paying  a 
rent  of  over  £200  a-year,  and  paying  a 
rate  per  acre  which  would  make  some 
hon.  Gentlemen's  hats  rise  off  their 
heads  when  they  knew  how  heavily  he 
was  rack-rented.  He  was,  in  fact,  one 
of  the  down-trodden  Irish  tenants,  of 
whom  so  much  had  been  heard,  and  it 
was  very  hard,  he  thought,  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  not  been  brought 
to  his  relief. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Have 
you  got  a  reduction  of  rent  ? 

CoLQNBL  WARING  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  say  he  had  not ;  but  he  was  carefully 
attending  to  what  had  been  done  by 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  these  cases, 
and,  no  doubt,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  instructed  him  how  to 
go  about  it,  he  should  receive  a  reduc- 
tion. Putting  that,  however,  on  one 
side,  he  intended  to  address  himself  to 
the  one  short  paragraph  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  which  spoke  of  rent 
abatements  which  were  called  for  by 
the  state  of  prices  of  agriculturfd 
and  pastoral  produce.  He  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  state  of 

g rices,  if  not  very  greatly  exaggerated, 
ad,  to  some  extent,  been  misstated,  and 
that,in  all  probability,  it  would  be  proved, 
on  careful  investigation,  that  the  great 
depreciation  which  was  alleged  to  have 
taken  place  was,  more  or  less,  not  borne 
out  by  facts.  It  was  far  from  his  wish 
to  deny  that  a  depreciation  of  a  serious 
character  had  taken  place ;  but  in  deal- 
ing with  a  question  of  this  kind,  it  was 
only  right  and  fair  that  they  should 
take  a  series  of  years  for  the  purpose  of 
reliable  comparison  before  drawing  their 
conclusions.  He  did  not,  therefore, 
think  it  unfair  to  make  his  calculation 
on  the  basis  of  a  comparison  of  present 
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prices  with  those  of  30  years  ago,  when  a 
valuation  of  Ireland,  that  of  Sir  Biohard 
Griffith,  was  taken,  which  he  knew  waa 
discredited  by  many.  An  average  taken 
of  the  36  years  previous  to,  and  in- 
cluding 1885,  putting  one  thing  ag^ainst 
another,  showed  that  the  year  1885  was 
an  average  year  out  of  those  36  years. 
A  tenant  farmer  of  his  acquaintance, 
and  one  not  strongly  in  sympathy  with 
the  landlords  on  tlus  subject,  had  made 
a  valuation  of  the  financial  results  ol 
cultivating  five  acres  of  land  with  the 
usual  crops  in  1852  and  1886.  He  had 
made  the  calculation  very  carefully  as 
to  each  crop,  and  he  found  that,  after 
making  allowances  for  the  increased 
cost  of  labour  and  all  the  outgoings,  the 
net  profit  in  1852  was  £24  16r.  Zd^  asd 
in  1886,  £28  8t.  \\d.  No  doubt,  the 
Sub-Commissioners  had  proceeded  on  a 
different  basis,  and  statements  had  been 
made  in  that  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  North  Meath  (Mr.  Mahoney),  who 
had  been  a  Sub- Commissioner,  which 
represented  that  there  had  been  a  tre- 
mendous fall  in  prices.  He  (Oolong 
Waring)  was  not  prepared  to  plaee 
much  confidence  in  those  opinionb ;  Ux 
the  chief  qualification  for  a  Sub-Oom- 
missioner  had  apparently  been  that  he 
should  have  previously  failed  in  one  or 
more  walks  in  life.  The  four  or  five 
articles  of  produce  which  formed  the 
basis  of  Griffith's  valuation  had  all,  with 
the  exception  of  wheat,  risen  from  17  to 
57  per  cent  in  1885;  and  the  article* 
not  included  as  the  basis  of  Griffith'* 
valuation,  but  which  were  largely  pro- 
duced in  Ireland,  and  live  stock  had,  as 
compared  with  1852,  risen  from  41  to 
193  per  cent.  Taking  the  36  years  siaos 
1852,  the  year  1885,  as  he  had  said«  ap- 

geared  to  be  a  fair  average  year.  Tha 
on.  Member  for  Oork  assarted  that 
prices  were  still  falline.  But  that  ha 
(Oolonel  Waring)  emphatically  denied. 
The  only  things  that  could  be  bought 
cheaper  were  hay  and  straw  ;  and  that 
was  oecause  the  crops  last  year  were  so 
good  that  they  were  equivalent  to  the 
crops  of  two  ordinaiy  years.  Ha 
thought  it  was  dear  there  had  beaa 
some  exaggeration  in  regard  to  the  Ul 
in  prices,  which  appeared  to  him  to  ba 
assumed  without  any  data  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  who,  to  say 
the  least,  were  interested  in  the  matter. 
The  decline  which  had  oocnned  la  oaa 
oommodify  was  not  without  caaaa.    Al- 
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tention  bad  already  been  called  to  the 
matter,  and  that  was  the  great  deteriora* 
tion  in  the  quality  of  the  young  stock 
offered  in  the  Irish,  markets.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  was  so,  but  thought  it  was 
largely  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  land- 
lords,  who  usually  kept  breeding  estab- 
lishments, for  the  improvement  of  stock, 
had  been  forced  by  the  circumstances  of 
the  time  to  discontinue  those  establish- 
ments, and  the  result  was  a  deteriora- 
tion in  the  quality  of  the  stock.  Again, 
it  was  said  that  the  tenant  should  be 
able  to  **  live  and  thrive."  Nobody 
would  more  fully  endorse  that  opinion 
than  he  (Colonel  Waring)  ;  but  the 
question  was.  What  sort  of  a  tenant  was 
meant  to  be  kept  at  the  expense  of 
the  landlord  ?  Was  it  to  be  a  lazy,  idle, 
unintelligent  tenant,  or  was  it  to  be  a 
man  of  fair  and  average  industry  ?  The 
question,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  an- 
swered by  the  Nationalist  Members  at 
once.  The  great  fault  and  curse  of  many 
of  the  Irish  tenants,  and  one  that  existed 
long  before  the  Land  League  was  estab- 
lished, was  the  indolent  procrastination 
of  the  people,  and  their  unwillingness  to 
tackle  to  a  job — the  feeling  that  was  ex- 
pressed in  the  Spanish  manana  —  the 
way  in  which  they  put  off  doing  what 
they  should  immediately  apply  them- 
selves to,  that  being  locally  known  as 
doing  a  thing,  '*  Please,  God,  on  Mon- 
day." Procrastination,  in  truth,  had 
been  largely  the  cause  of  what  had  hap- 
nened  in  Ireland,  and  had  that  been 
discouraged  by  what  had  been  done  by 
the  late  Government  ?  It  had  not.  The 
legislation  of  the  late  Government  had 
held  out  a  premium  to  the  lazy  and  un- 
tidy tenant,  to  make  his  land  look  to  the 
eye  of  the  Sub-Commissioner  as  unat- 
tractive as  possible,  so  that  he  should 
obtain  a  reduction  in  his  rent.  Hun- 
dreds of  such  cases  had  come  within  his 
(Colonel  Waring's)  own  personal  know- 
ledge. They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  Glenbeigh  evictions — and 
those  evictions  were  much  to  be  re- 
gretted— but  it  was  clear  that  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  not 
have  prevented  them.  That  Bill,  as  far 
ae  he  (Colonel  Waring)  could  judge, 
would  only  apply  to  cases  in  which  the 
tenants  had  judicial  rents  fixed.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  pry  into  the  finances  of 
the  National  League ;  but  he  would  only 
make  this  remark — that  during  the  past 
few  weeks,  although  only  £200wassub- 
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scribed  for  the  evicted  tenants,  no  less  a 
sum  than  £3,000  was  subscribed  for 
**  general  purposes."  Was  it  unreason- 
able to  ask,  why  more  money  should 
not  have  been  given  to  the  evicted 
people,  looking  at  the  funds  possessed 
oy  the  National  League  ?  Could  not 
the  League,  out  of  that  £8,000,  even 
have  spared  something  to  assist  the 
landlords  ?  \^Laughter.\  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
would  have  been  a  misappropriation  of 
the  money  which  had  been  subscribed 
for  **  general  purposes."  Surely,  the 
loss  which  had  resulted  in  Ireland  from 
the  fall  of  prices  and  other  causes  of  the 
depression  of  agriculture  ought  not  to  be 
thrown  entirely  upon  \h^  landlords, 
nor  ought  the  whole  class  of  landlords 
— ^the  majority  of  whom,  it  was  admitted, 
had  shown  fair  consideration  to  their 
tenants — to  be  made  to  suffer  for  the 
harshness  or  imprudence  of  a  compara- 
tive few.  The  effect  of  all  previous 
legislation  had  been  to  punish  the 
landlords,  and  it  was  not  too  much  to 
ask  now  that,  in  any  future  measures, 
they  might  be  treated  with  some  show 
of  justice.  There  was  one  thing  upon 
which  he  believed  the  followers  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  agree 
with  him  (Colonel  Waring),  and  that 
was  the  question  with  regard  to  the 
thriving  and  unthriving  tenant.  Was  it 
fair  to  blame  the  landlord  for  the  posi- 
tion of  the  tenant  who  would  not  pro- 
perly and  skilfully  cultivate  his  land  ? 
If  a  case  could  be  shown  him  (Colonel 
Waring)  in  which  the  tenant  had  been 
industrious,  and  still  could  not  thrive, 
then,  undoubtedly,  that  was  a  case  in 
which  something  should  be  done  for 
such  a  person.  Another  difficulty  was, 
how  to  ascertain  whether  the  tenant 
could  pay  or  not.  On  that  point  he 
could  throw  some  hght,  from  an  incident 
which  had  been  mentioned  to  him.  A 
tenant,  one  day,  came  to  the  office  of  the 
agent,  it  was  supposed,  to  pay  his  rent. 
The  first  thing  he  did,  however,  was  to 
assure  the  agent  that  he  had  not  a  far- 
thing about  him,  and  that  the  agent,  if 
he  persisted  in  demanding  the  rent, 
would  have  to  put  the  tenant  out.  After 
some  parley,  however,  the  tenant 
thought  he  might  just  be  able  to  pay  a 
half-year's  rent,  and  that  would  take 
from  him  the  last  penny  that  he 
possessed.  The  agent  then  asked  to  see 
what  the  tenant  had  in   his   pocket 
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whereupon    the   latter    drew    forth    a 
bundle  of  bank  notes,  and  with  theee 
the  tenant  offered  to  pay  the  rent.    On 
eounting  the  notes  the  agent  found  that 
they  amounted  to  the  full  year's  rent, 
and  for  that  he  expressed  his  readiness 
to  give  the  tenant  a  receipt.    Suspect- 
ing that    something  was    wrong,    the 
tenant  pulled  out  a  bundle  of  bank  notes 
from  his  other  pocket,  and  his  consterna- 
tion might  be  judged  from  the  fact  when 
he  exclaimed — *^  Sure,  I  gave  you  the 
wrong  bundle."     The  agent,  however, 
got  the  full  rent.    Judging  from  that 
fact,  in  his  (Colonel  Waring's)  opinion, 
a  very  large  proportion  of  ti^e  tenants  in 
Ireland  could  have  paid  the  rents  de- 
manded of  them  if  they  thought  well  to 
do  so.    The  landlords,  certainly,  had  a 
hard  time  of  it,  and  that  despite  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), who,  in  referring  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  entirely 
acquitted  the  landlord  <«  of   any  undue 
harshness  towards  thei   tenants.    What 
were  the  measures  now  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  y    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber recommended  ar  alteration  in  the 
Land  system,  and  a  nu^v  system  of  local 
self-government  for  the  Irish  people. 
He    (Colonel    Waring)    deniea     tiiat 
the    proposal    of    the    hon.    Member 
would  do  what  he  expected  from  it. 
It  would  not  remove  the  evil,  and  spare 
the  good  landlords.    It  would  simply 
punish  good  landlords,  and  secure  a  re- 
duction in  the  rent,  no  matter  whether 
it  was  high  or  low.  Surely,  it  was  rather 
hard  that  the  good    landlords    should 
suffer  for  the  sins  of  the  *'  residuum," 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  called  them.    Now, 
they  had  heard  a  great  deal  about  evic- 
tions ;  but  evictions,  he  would  remind 
hon.  Members   opposite,   were    by  no 
means   so  peculiar  to  Ireland  as  they 
seemed  to  imagine.     Such  things  oc- 
curred in  other  parts  of  the  Britiah  Em- 
pire.     Even    in    the    happy  hunting- 
grounds  of  the  United  States — which  he 
might  call  the  Land  of  Goshen  of  the 
Nationalist     Members,    evictions    fre- 
quently   occurred.      It   would    appear 
from  a  letter  which  had  been  received 
from  a  North  of  Ireland  tenant,  who 
had  emigrated  to  the  United  States,  that 
the  system  which  prevailed  in  that  part 
of  the  State  of  Illinois,  where  the  writer 
of  the  letter  had    settled    down,    was 
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equally  as  bad  as  anything,  that  existed 
in  Ireland.    The  writer   of  the  letter 
mentioned  the  case  of  a  tenant  having 
been  evicted  from  his  holding  14  times 
in  14  years;   but  no  doubt  that  state- 
ment will  be  received  with  oontemptaous 
mockery  by  the  Nationalist  Members. 
He  might  say  that  he  had  lived  among 
his  own  tenants    since   the  Reign  of 
James  I.     [^LaughUrJ]    Since  that  time 
his  family  had  resided  in  Ireland  among 
their  tenants,  and,  although  perhaps  lie 
ought  not  to  say  so,  they  had  always 
been  respected.    With  regard  to  evic- 
tions, there  was  very  great  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  them ;  because,  in  numerous 
cases,  it  was  impossible  to  say  whether 
the  tenant  could  pay  or  not.    In  many 
oases  they  could  pay,  although  they  de- 
clared they  could  not.    He  had  beoi  in* 
formed  also,  on   good   authority,  that 
even  some  of  the  Glenbeigh  tenants  who 
were  evicted  could,    and  would,  haTe 
paid  their  rents  if  they  had  been  advised 
from  certain  directions  that  it  was  pru- 
dent for  them  to  do  so.    Much  had  been 
said  about  looking  at  this  question  of 
Ireland  with  regard  to  the  niture ;  but 
he  wanted  to  look  at  it  in  respect  to  the 
present,  because  so  far  the  present  state 
of  things    had    been   misrepresented. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that  they 
had  touched  bottom  in  Ireland ;  prices 
were  steadily  rising  and  things  were  im- 
proving, and  he  trusted  that  this  fact 
would  be  recognized.  [Mr.  Biooah  :  Oh 
no !  ]    Well,  he  could  tell  hon.  Members 
that  pork  especially  was  going  up.  They 
were  told  that  it  was  necessary  to  do 
something  to  satis^  the  needs  and  seevrs 
the  confidence  of  tne  Irish  people ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site stated  that  nothing  short  of  the  ex- 
treme measures  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  oould  secure  that  end.     Bat, 
speaking  for  himself  and  for  those  wboon 
he  represented — and  these  were  not  the 
'^classes,"   who,  he    might  add,    had 
given  him  but  little  enoouragement  to 
enter  Parliament— after  what  they  had 
seen  and  heard,  it  would  be  imposMMt 
for  him  and  hon.  Meknbers  who  smt  with 
him  on  that  side  of  the  Honse  to 
port  anything  resembling  the 
tions  of  the  late  Prime  IkOnislerr    Tbey 
thanked  the  Government  for  what  Ibay 
had  done  in  the  matter  of  the  Plaa  ol 
Campaign  by  way  of  delaying  aay  vo- 
ceeding  with  regard  to  it»  tlwagh  war 
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action  might  have  been  less  tardy.  In 
80  doing,  the  Government  had  given  the 
Nationalist  Members  an  opportunity  of 
uttering  sentiments  which  they  had  con- 
cealed from  that  House  during  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill. 
Had  the  Goremment  acted  more  rapidly, 
they  would  haye  lost  the  declaration 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  when 
speaking  the  other  day  at  Oastlerea. 
That  hon.  Member  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  speech  which  he  made  on  that  occa- 
sion— and  he  (Colonel  Waring)  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
words — 

*<  In  the  day  of  our  power  we  will  remember 
them.*' 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  rise  to 
Order.  It  is  not  fair  for  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  take  a  single  expres- 
sion from  my  speech,  and  not  give  the 
context.    My  words  were,  that — 

"Those  who  sigiudize  themselves  now  as 
enemies  of  the  people,  in  the  day  of  our  power 
we  would  rememb^  them." 

Colonel  WAEING  said  he  had  se- 
lected a  few  words  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  peroration  of  his  speech. 
If  those  words  were  not  accurately  re- 
ported, perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would 
now  withdraw  them. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Will  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  quote  my  exact  words, 
giving  what  precedes  and  what  follows  ? 

Colonel  wAEING  said,  he  had 
quoted  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  read  to 
the  House  the  long  and  excited  oration 
deliyered  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
occasion  in  question;  but  the  passage 
from  which  he  quoted  was  this — 

'*  Those  who  have  signalized  themselves  now 
as  the  enemies  of  the  people,  in  the  day  of  our 
power  we  will  remember  them." 

If  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  it, 
of  course  he  could  get  up  in  his  place 
and  say  so. 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  invited  me  to  get  up  and 
repudiate  or  acknowledge  those  words. 
I  have  never  the  least  hesitation  in  ac- 
knowledging any  words  I  have  used. 
What  I  did  say  was  this.    I  said  that  if 

**  Men  who  signalized  themselves  by  exceed- 
ing the  law  as  the  enemies  of  the  people,  that 
we  would  remember  them  in  the  days  of  our 
power." 

But  I  immediately  went  on  to  say — 


''And  if  they  wished  promotion  they  must 
go  to  some  other  country  to  look  for  it,"* 

clearly  pointing  to  what  I  meant  by  that. 

Colonel  WAEING  said  that,  in  his 
view,  the  explanation  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  fully  confirmed  his  quotation. 
The  argument  he  (Colonel  Waring) 
founded  upon  it  was  that  the  affectionate 
words  addressed  to  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Saunderaon)  and  him- 
self (Colonel  Waring)  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  to  the  effect 
that  he  could  not  spare  a  single  Irish- 
man, in  his  speech  last  night,  were  prac- 
tically worthless ;  because,  if  the  Par- 
nellites  only  got  Home  Buie,  their  first 
business  would  probably  be  to  proscribe 
their  opponents,  as  was  done  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  of  1689.  The  landlords  had 
already  been  told  that  all  they  could 
expect  was  first-class  tickets  to  Holy- 
head. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  warned 
them  that  the  sands  in  the  glass  were 
running  out.  Perhaps  they  might  now 
only  get  third-class  tickets.  They  had 
been  urged  to  accept  the  safeguards  and 
guarantees  with  which  his  scheme  was 
to  be  surrounded.  They  cared  not  for 
those  safeguards,  and  did  not  believe  in 
the  guarantees.  There  was  but  one  safe- 
guard, one  guarantee,  upon  which  they 
relied,  and  that  was  a  safeguard,  a 
guarantee,  which  no  Parliament,  no 
Government,  had  given,  and  no  Parlia- 
ment, no  Government,  either  Irish  or 
Imperial,  could  take  away. 

Mr.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee): 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  given  us  a  great  deal  of  in- 
teresting information.  Ho  talked  a 
great  deal  about  the  various  kinds  of 
residuum,  and  he  has  presented  himself 
as  a  residuum  from  the  distant  ages  of 
James  I.  To  such  unrivalled  experience 
as  his  must  be,  any  criticism  I  can  offer 
will  be  entirely  irrelevant.  Therefore, 
I  shall  proceed  at  once  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  for  the  purpose  of  supporting 
which  I  shall  make  a  few  observations. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  will 
pardon  me  for  saying  that  although  I 
have  no  hesitation  at  all  in  supporting 
this  Amendment,  it  appears  to  me  some- 
what colourless  and  inconsequential.  It 
is  inconsequential  because  it  presents 
the  demand  for  Home  Bule  apparently 
as  arising  entirely  out  of  the  agrarian 
grievances  in  Ireland.    I  do  not  know 
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whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
meant  to  present  it  in  that  way,  but  for 
my  part  I  consider  there  are  other  classes 
in  Ireland  besides  the  agricultural 
classes,  and  that  Home  Bale  is  to  be 
supported,  not  as  a  remedy  for  agrarian 
grieyanoes,  but  on  its  own  merits,  and 
its  own  merits  alone.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  insinuated  the 
scheme  of  Home  Eule  with  more  cou- 
rage and  more  detail.  That  is  what  I 
mean  by  saying  I  find  the  Amendment 
somewhat  colourless.  In  making  that 
somewhat  depreciatory  criticism,  I  do 
so  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  that 
it  leaves  all  the  less  excuse  for  those 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  who  are 
going  to  vote  against  it.  Those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party  who 
are  still  Liberals  ought,  I  think,  to  feel 
themselves  at  liberty  to  support  it,  for 
the  reason  that  it  commits  them  to  so 
little.  For  my  part  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  notwithstanding  what  has  been  said 
on  the  other  side  abo-t  the  passing 
away  of  Party  feeling  ii  this  House— I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  t;.  it  the  most  ex- 
treme scheme  of  Horn  ^  Kule  that  has 
ever  been  proposed  fr(  i.i  the  Irish  Ben- 
ches is  not  a  sufEcient  excuse  for  any 
Liberal  supporting  a  Tory  Government 
in  power.  I  say  so  now  also,  notwith- 
standing the  comparatively  harmless 
character  of  the  present  Tory  Govern- 
ment. The  present  Tory  Government 
might,  perhaps,  become  formidable  on 
one  condition,  and  I  think  one  condition 
only.  In  the  remarkable  apology  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
which  was  begun  ten  days  ago,  and  will 
bo  resumed,  I  suppose,  six  weeks  hence, 
and  which,  at  all  events,  is  not  nearly 
complete — there  was  one  statesmanlike 
recommendation  to  his  own  Party.  He 
said,  that  the  one  condition  of  their  con- 
tinued existence  as  a  body  was  to  com- 
bine resistance  to  Home  Eule  with  a 
sweeping  reforming  programme  for 
Great  Britain.  I  do  not  stop  to  com- 
ment upon  the  morality  of  this  combina- 
tion— granting  justice  to  Great  Britain, 
and  withholding  justice  to  Ireland — but 
I  recognize  that  upon  ordinary  principles 
that  would  be  a  formidable  policy  if 
there  was  any  chance  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  adopting  it.  I  do  not  believe 
for  a  moment  that  we  are  going  to  have 
from  them  anything  like  progressive 
legislation  for  Great  Britain,  or  for  Ire- 


land  either.  Something  they  may  ^ve. 
They  may  give  us  a  sham  Land  Bill,  or 
a  sham  Allotments  Bill,  or  a  sham  Uni- 
versity Bill,  and  various  other  sliams 
which  may  easily  suggest  themselves  to 
hon.  Members ;  but  I  venture  to  predict 
that  at  the  end  of  the  Session  their  cul- 
minating achievement '  in  the  way  of 
progressive  domestic  legislation  will  be 
the  innocent  little  Bill  which  the  Attor- 
ney General  has  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dispensing  with  the  attendance 
of  Begistrars  at  Nonconformists'  mar- 
riages. I  am  sorry  to  see  so  few  of  my 
hon.  Friends  who  are  Liberal  Unionists 
in  the  House,  but  I  venture  to  offer  a 
remonstrance  to  those  Liberal  Unionists 
who  are  still  Liberals  against  the  line  of 
conduct  they  propose  to  take.  I  do  bo 
with  less  hesitation  because  I  sympa- 
thize very  strongly  with  some  opinions 
to  which  they  have  given  expression.  I 
sympathize  very  strongly  with  the  one 
point  which  I  believe  is  a  point  of  car- 
dinal importance  to  them — ^namely,  the 
maintenance  of  the  supremacy  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  any  new  rela- 
tions wo  may  make  with  Ireland.  I  am 
myself  free  to  insist  on  any  conditions 
in  any  Home  Bule  scheme  that  we  make 
supremacy  plain,  indisputable,  and  ob- 
vious to  all  men  both  on  this  side  tbeChan- 
nel  and  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel. 
Mv  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Mr.  Winterbotham), 
who  is  a  prominent  Member  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party,  will  forgive  me 
for  saying,  that  I  have  never  reconciled 
myself  to  the  line  of  action  which  he, 
professing  the  views  I  know  he  eator- 
tains,  and  with  which  I  so  largely  sym- 
pathize, took  with  regard  to  that 
measure.  What  is  my  hon.  Friend's 
first  and  last  condition  about  Home 
Eule  for  Ireland?  Is  it  not  simply 
that  the  maintenance  of  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
should  be  made  plain  and  indis- 
putable to  all  and  sundry?  Wall,  I 
venture  to  remind  the  House  that 
that  condition  has  been  accepted — ac- 
cepted in  terms  by  the  responsible  Leader 
of  the  Irish  Members  in  this  Hoqssl 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pantdl\ 
speaking  on  the  last  night  of  the  debate 
on  the  Second  Heading  of  the  Hoow 
Eule  Bill — ^I  wish  he  had  spokeo  oa  tbt 
first  night,  because  his  words  would  thsa 
have  had  more  effect — speaking  oa  tiM 
last  night  of  that  debate,  he  said— > 
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'*  Wo  hare  always  known  nnce  tho  introduc- 
tion of  tbia  Bill  the  difference  between  a  co- 
ordinate and  a  subordinate  Parliament,  and  we 
hare  recognized  tbat  the  Legislature  which  the 
Prime  Minister  proposes  to  constitute  is  a  sub- 
ordinate Parliament.'* 

The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say  by  way 
of  defence  for  his  own  poaition-*- 

r  '*  There  are  practical  advantages  connected 
with  the  proposed  statutory  body." 

It  was  not  very  often  indeed  that  the 
hon.  Member  called  it  a  Parliament  at 
all.  He  was  as  guarded  about  tbat  as 
lie  was  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign  last 
night.    The  hon.  Member  said — 

"  There  are  practical  adyantages  connected 
with  this  proposed  statutory  body,  limited  and 
anbordinate  to  this  Imperial  Parliament  as  it 
undoubtedly  will  be.  "We  feel,"  he  said, 
'*  that  under  this  Bill  the  Imperial  Parliament 
will  have  the  ultimate  supremacy  and  the  ulti- 
mate sovereignty.'*— (3  Santard,  [306]  1171-2.) 

That  is  a  most  important  declaration, 
because  it  carries  with  it  not  only  the 
admission  of  the  principle  for  which  my 
hon.  Friend  contends,  but  it  involves 
also  any  detail  and  any  guarantee  which 
my  hon.  Friend  or  anybody  else  may 
think  relevant  to  the  securing  of  this 
ultimate  and  dominating  supremacy.  I 
would  do  my  hon.  Friend  the  justice  to 
say  that  in  the  late  Home  Bule  Bill 
there  were  clauses  and  provisions  which 
certainly  tended  to  throw  some  doubt 
open  the  supremacy  of  Parliament. 
TiLore  was  the  exclusion,  for  instance,  of 
the  Irish  Members  from  this  House — an 
exclusion  which  was  repudiated  not  by 
the  Irieh  Members  themselves,  but 
almost  unanimously  by  the  people  of 
Great  Britain — simply  from  an  instinc- 
tive sense  that  by  excluding  these  Mem- 
bers the  moral  authority  of  this  Parlia- 
ment might  be  to  some  extent  impaired. 
I  give  my  hon.  Friends  credit  for  all 
that,  and  I  go  further  and  say  that  so 
far  as  the  main  purpose  is  concerned  I 
agree  with  them.  By  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament,  however,  I  am  not  quite 
sore  they  mean  the  same  as  I  do.  I 
mean  the  supremacy  of  the  House  of 
Oommons.  That  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  as  supreme  after  the 
passing  of  the  Home  Bule  Bill  as  it  is 
now  is  one  of  the  necessary  conditions  of 
the  settlement  of  the  Irish  problem. 
But  while  this  Parliament  is,  I  hope, 
to  be  supreme  in  Ireland,  whatever 
legislative  changes  may  be  brought 
about,  I  do  not  think  tiLat  it  is  at  all 
necessary  that  the  House  of  Oommons, 


or  any  other  branch  of  tho  Legislature, 
should  be  perpetually  interfering  in 
Irish  affairs.  I  think  the  one  conclusive 
test  of  the  success  of  a  Home  Eule 
scheme  would  be  absolute  absence  from 
interference  on  the  part  of  this  Parlia- 
ment with  the  management  of  Irish 
affairs  by  an  Irish  Parliament.  That  ip 
what  I  look  upon  as  the  necessary  test 
of  the  success  of  any  such  scheme.  The 
Liberal  Unionists  on  this  point  appear 
to  me  to  be  under  tho  domination  of 
what  I  may  call  a  master  fallacy.  They 
appear  to  believe — and.  indeed,  it  is 
the  sole  logical  ground  of  their  position 
— that  there  is  no  alternative  between 
constant  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  and  a  supremacy 
which  shall  be  merely  nominal.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  is 
the  political  philosopher  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party.  He  made  a  speech  the 
other  day  at  Manchester,  in  which,  as 
usual,  he  gave  expression  to  the  fa- 
vourite fallacies  of  nis  section.  I  want 
to  cull  a  few  flowers  of  fallacy  from  the 
nght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
first  is  this.  He  says — **  We  must 
either  govern  and  guide  Ireland  or  we 
must  give  it  up."  That  is  not  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  own  re- 
mark. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  is  not  a  very  original 
mind,  but  this  remark  comes  from  Lord 
Derby,  one  of  his  Colleagues.  Lord 
Derby,  in  the  various  Parties  to  which 
he  has  belonged,  has  been  throughout 
nearly  the  whole  of  his  adult  life  tho 
Member  of  a  Government  which  has 
been  engaged  in  attempting  to  govern 
and  guide  Ireland.  Has  he  succeeded  ? 
Has  any  Party  of  which  he  has  beep  a 
Member  succeeded  in  governing  and 
gliding  Ireland  ?  If  this  wise  maxim, 
which  was  laid  down  with  all  solemnity 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, is  true,  what  is  the  conclusion  to 
which  history  compels  us  to  yield  but 
this — that  Lord  Derby  and  his  kind, 
the  members  of  the  governing  classes, 
having  failed  to  govern  and  guide  Ire- 
land, we  must  give  it  up.  Then  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
speaks,  in  this  Manchester  speech,  of 
what  he  calls  the  impossibility  of 
foreign  and  external  management  being 
with  one  Power  and  internal  man- 
agement with  another.  That  is  what  he 
says  is  an  impossibility,  and  he  gives  a 
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practical  example,  derived  from  his  own 
impression,  of  how  this  impossibility 
would  work  out,  because,  he  says,  under 
a  Home  Bule  scheme  you  could  not  call 
out  the  international  obligations  involved 
in  an  extradition  treaty.  When  I  read 
this  remark  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  I  wondered  whether  he  had 
ever  heard  of  such  a  community  as  the 
United  States  of  America.  I  never 
looked  upon  the  United  States  as  a 
foreign  nation  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
They  have  our  own  language,  our  own 
laws,  our  own  institutions,  and  they  have 
applied  these  to  their  own  conditions  in 
ways  which  in  many  cases  we  might  well 
imitate.  But  in  the  United  States,  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
desired  to  state  in  a  sentence  that  which 
is  the  keynote  if  not  the  essence  of  the 
system,  he  could  not  have  chosen  words 
other  than  he  used.  The  very  essence  of 
the  whole  system  is  that  foreign  and  ex- 
ternal management  is  given  to  one  power, 
and  that  internal  management  is  given 
to  another  power.  The  Federal  power 
with  which  we  deal  in  the  matter  of 
extradition  is  con&onted  on  every  side 
in  the  Union  with,  I  will  not  say  a  hos- 
tile power  in  the  shape  of  a  State  Gt)- 
vemment,  but  an  independent,  an  exclu- 
sive power—a  power  which  can  and  does 
say  to  it,  ^'Thus  far  shalt  thou  come,  and 
no*  farther."  That  example,  which  I 
think  ought  to  have  been  Known  to  all 
intelligent  students  of  politics,  should 
have  been  sufficient  to  warn  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  from  com- 
mitting himself  to  general  propositions 
of  so  astounding  a  character  as  that  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  I  should  like  to 
ask  what  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
has  ever  committed  himself  to  a  scheme 
of  Home  Eule  which  would  prevent  us 
from  carrying  out  our  international  treaty 
obligations.  I  for  one  have  no  such  in- 
tention, and  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
Members  of  the  Party  with  which  I  act 
have  any  intention  whatever  of  assenting 
to  a  scheme  which  would  weaken  in  the 
least  degree  the  power  of  the  Imperial 
Government  for  the  fulfilment  of  au  Im- 
perial obligations.  Let  my  hon.  Friends 
who  dissented  from  the  last  scheme,  but 
who  agree  with  us  on  the  general  prin- 
ciple, come  forward  and  submit  to  us  and 
to  the  Irish  Party  whatever  scheme  they 
may  think  best  intended  to  secure  the 
object  which  they  profess  to  have  in 
view— namely,  maintaining  the  strength 
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and  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment— and  I  am  certain  no  reasonable 
device  for  this  purpose  will  be  objected 
to  by  hon.  Members  on  this  side.  I  re- 
gard it  as  an  essential  part  of  a  Home 
Eule  scheme  that  we  should  maintain  onr 
Imperial  strength  and  supremacy ;  and  I 
deny  that  either  by  us  or  by  any  section  of 
this  House  the  consideration  of  any  pro- 
posal whatever  is  precluded  by  anything 
thathas  passed  in  this  House  oroutsideit. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  want  to  say  one  or 
two  words  about  what  I  may  describe 
as  the  other  extreme  view  in  the  Liberal 
Party  on  this  question.  I  am  sorry  to 
observe  that  atttempts  have  been  made 
on  the  part  of  a  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  drive  the  Liberal  Unionists  of 
all  shades  out  of  the  Liberal  P^irty. 
With  that  attempt  I  cannot  sympathize. 
The  chief  offender  in  this  campaign 
against  all  Liberal  Unionists  has  been 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere).  That  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  recent  times  has  been  going  up 
and  down  the  country  raging  like  a  roar- 
ing lion,  seeking  what  liberal  Unionist 
he  might  devour.  He  has  been  assuming 
to  speak  in  the  name  of  the  whole 
Badical  Party.  He  has  been  dictating 
what  he  calls  conditions  of  surrendw  to 
those  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party 
who  do  not  agree  with  him  and  ns  on 
this  question  of  Home  Bnle.  For  m  j 
part,  I  do  not  recognize  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  as  entitled  to 
speak  with  the  authority  which  he  a»- 
Bumes.  I  do  not  regard  him  as  entitled 
to  set  up  shibboleths  of  any  kind  to  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  recognize  in  all  wM" 
tical  matters  but  one  Leader,  to  whoee 
unrivalled  experience  and  unparalleled 
services  I  should  always  be  willing  to 
yield  my  own  judgment  on  almost  any 
political  question. .  I  can  accept  the 
word  of  command  from  no  sub-leader, 
and  I  recognize  in  no  such  sub-lesder 
the  right  to  drive  out  of  the  liberal 
Party  those  who  say — and  say  honeetlj 
— that,  notwithstanding  their  dirw- 
gence  from  ns  on  this  qneetioii,  tkej 
are  still  in  all  essential  respeets  Maoh 
hers  of  the  Liberal  Party.  I  diatrul 
extremely  the  extravagance  and  dietft- 
torial  tone  assumed,  not  only  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  but  hy 
some  other  Members  from  whom  we 
might  have  expected  better  things.  I 
distrust  that  hon.  Member  vetr  mi»k, 
as  Mr.  Newdegate,  formerly  a  Meibw 
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of  this  House,  used  to  distrust  the  late 
Mr.  Whalley,  whom  he  regarded  as  a 
Jesuit  in  disguise.  I  sometimes  think 
that  so  determined  is  the  hon.  Member 
to  prevent  reunion  that  he  is  in  secret  a 
Conservative.  His  action,  if  he  suc- 
ceeds, will  delay  Home  Eule  by  de- 
laying the  reunion  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
There  are  among  the  Liberal  Unionists 
many  who,  but  for  this  misunder- 
standing on  the  question  of  Imperial 
supremacy,  would  have  voted  for  Home 
Bule  last  Session;  and  who  will  vote 
for  it  next  time  if  that  is  made  clear  in 
the  sense  of  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  My  view  is  that  so 
far  as  Liberals  are  concerned  the 
present  is  a  time  for  conciliation — 
I  do  not  say  for  compromise,  but  for 
conciliation.  This  great  question  of 
Home  Kule  for  Lreland  bristles  with 
difficulties  of  all  kinds.  Our  great  diffi- 
culties will  be  the  difficulties  of  detail. 
What  is  dreaded  more  than  anything 
else  is  not  that  this  Government  is  going 
to  stop  the  way  very  much  longer.  I 
have  no  belief  in  their  stability.  I  have 
no  such  belief,  notwithstanding  that  they 
have  the  sure  support  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  and  the  very  un- 
certain, unsteady,  and  stumbling  and 
staggering  support  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain).  Nor 
have  I  much  belief  in  the  conversion  of 
the  ultra  section  of  the  Liberal  Unionists. 
I  am  addressing  not  so  much  those  who 
follow  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Eossendale  as  those  who  owe  allegiance 
neither  to  him  nor  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  extremists  among  the 
Liberal  Unionists  are  perishing  before 
our  very  faces.  The  extreme  section  is 
day  by  day  breaking  up.  It  is  perish- 
ing by  what  I  may  call  a  slow  and 
gradual  process  of  suicide.  Their  cham- 
pion—the champion  of  all  England — 
who  presented  himself  as  such  to  the 

geople  of  Liverpool  last  week,  presented 
imself  last  night  in  Hanover  Square  as 
a  Tory.  He  is  one  of  their  champions 
gone  over  to  the  Tories.  That  is  not  all. 
There  is  an  election  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. The  Liberal  Unionists  have  a 
candidate  of  their  own,  and  one  of  them, 
being  in  trouble  about  his  political  soul, 
has  consulted  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eossendale.  And  what  is  the 
noble  Lord's  answer  ?    Is  it  to  vote  for 


the  Liberal  Unionist  ?  No ;  it  is  to  vote 
for  the  Conservative.  Therefore  I  say 
the  extreme  section  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  is  melting  away,  and 
merging  itself  gradually  in  the  Party 
which  for  the  time  being  is  represented 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  Government, 
with  such  a  policy,  with  such  principles, 
can  stop  the  way  very  much  longer 
against  any  kind  of  reform.  What  I 
rather  dread  is  that  Power  will  be  upon 
us  before  we  are  ready  for  it — before  we 
have  recognized,  much  less  considered, 
one  tithe  of  the  practical  difficulties  with 
which  the  Irish  Question  is  surrounded. 
Therefore  it  is  I  have  ventured,  in  a  spirit 
of  perfect  loyalty  to  Home  Bule  and  the 
Liberal  Party,  to  protest  against  the  ex- 
clusive and  dictatorial  policy  which  has 
been  taken  up  by  some  hon.  Members. 
I  think  their  policy  is  a  mistake.  I 
think  they  should  welcome  all  to  the  solu- 
tion of  this  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham said  very  truly  the  other  day 
that  this  question  could  not  be  settled 
except  by  accepting  contributions  from 
all  minds.  I  would  add  we  should  in- 
vite the  experience  of  all  peoples  and  all 
times.  I  am  for  conciliation.  I  do  not 
want  to  break  that  Bound  Table  and 
bum  it.  The  Leeds  Conference  put  for- 
ward this  plank  in  its  platform — that  no 
scheme  of  Home  Bufe  would  be  satis- 
factory to  them  which  would  not  satisfy 
the  Irish  people.  I  accept  that  prin- 
ciple heartily.  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
it  should  be  extended.  I  hope  the  time 
may  come  when  the  Irish  people  will 
say  that  no  scheme  of  Home  Bule  will 
be  satisfactory  to  them  which  is  not 
satisfactory  also  to  the  people  on  this 
side  of  the  Channel ;  and  I  believe  that 
time  will  come.  I  do  not  believe  this 
question  is  beyond  the  political  genius 
of  this  country  to  solve.  I  believe  that 
in  the  fulness  of  time  a  solution  will 
come;  and  my  heartiest  desire  and 
prayer  is  that,  in  the  end,  there  shall  be 
added  to  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  the  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  and  Scotch  people,  who  have  al- 
ready declared  for  Home  Bule — I  hope 
there  will  be  added  the  majority  of  the 
English  people  also. 

Mr.  H.  8.  WEIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.) :  Notwithstanding  the  speech  which 
has  just  been  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  I  cannot  forget  the 
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forcible  speech  delivered  last  night  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house),  which  certainly  gave  no  promise 
of  surrender  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists.  Whatever  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell) 
may  appear  to  be  at  first  sight — ^however 
warily  and  ambiguously  it  is  worded — 
there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  its 
aim  is  a  separate  Parliament  for  Ireland, 
which  is  to  bring  about  a  final  separa- 
tion of  Ireland  from  the  United  King- 
dom. It  was  the  same  question  that 
was  before  us  last  summer,  and  was  re- 
jected by  all  who  desire  to  see  the  Union 
maintained.  What  we  all  desire  to  see 
is  the  restoration  of  prosperity  to  Ire- 
land. But  how  is  Home  Kule  going  to 
give  prosperity  to  Ireland?  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan)  has  told  us  that  there 
are  about  150,000  holdings  in  Ireland 
under  five  acres,  and  he  said  ''  Make 
them  ten  acres."  That  might  be  a  very 
good  thing  to  do,  but  would  it  not  in- 
volve a  series  of  evictions  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  existing  tenants  ?  The  hon. 
Member  also  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  carry  out  the  **  Dartford  programme  " 
by  developing  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, especially  its  drainage  systems  and 
fisheries.  I  maintain  that  the  present 
Government  have  all  along  intended,  fts 
soon  as  it  was  practicable,  to  carry  out 
the  programme  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  to  give  to  Ireland  all  it 
needs  to  increase  its  prosperity  and  to 
develop  its  resources.  But  I  say  that 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  have 
been  blocked  by  the  conduct  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  in  instituting  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  I  trust  that  the  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  see  that  if  they 
desire  to  do  justice  to  their  own  country, 
as  well  as  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
the  Government  ought  to  be  afforded  a 
chance  of  doing  something  for  the  res- 
toration of  prosperity  in  Ireland.  Un- 
fortunately, the  land  question  in  Ireland 
is  inextricably  mixed  up  with  trade 
questions,  and  I  maintain  that  the  trade 
of  Ireland  materially  suffers  from  the 
one-sided  system  of  Free  Trade  which 
has  been  introduced  into  that  country. 
No  doubt  in  former  days  England  de- 
stroyed the  trade  of  Ireland.  Free  Trade 
has  destroyed  Irish  industries,  and  we  are 
doing  the  same  in  regard  to  our  own  in- 
dustries in  favour  of  foreign  nations.   If 
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there  were  a  separate  Parliament  in 
Ireland,  one  of  the  first  uses  to  which 
Home  Bule  would  be  put  would  be  to 
give  protection  to  Irish  manufactures, 
but  I  fear  it  would  be  protection  against 
England.  For  my  part,  I  should  like 
the  whole  British  Empire  to  be  mutually 
protected  against  tree  goods  from 
foreign  maniS'acturers.  In  England  the 
land  question  is  a  great  question,  as 
well  as  in  Ireland.  We  have  many 
tenants  who  are  suffering  quite  as  much 
as  the  Irish  tenants.  If  we  could  only 
restore  trade  and  prosperity  to  Ireland 
the  Land  Question  would  soon,  to  a  great 
extent  at  all  events,  solve  itself.  Last 
night,  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  made  some  remarks 
which  I  could  neither  agree  with  nor 
altogether  understand.  He  said  that 
the  Government  must  have  ^'dean 
hands  "  in  dealing  with  Ireland.  Now 
I  thought  that  the  present  Government 
were  being  blamed  for  having,  if  any* 
thing,  done  too  much  in  the  excess  of 
their  benevolence.  Their  action  was 
dictated  by  the  interests  of  humanly, 
and  who  will  blame  them  for  what  they 
did  ?  I  hope  to  see  trade  and  commerce 
brought  back  again  to  Ireland  under 
the  infiuence  of  wise  legislation,  but  no 
one  has  ventured  to  say  what  good 
Home  Bule,  or  a  separate  legislature, 
would  do  for  Ireland  in  the  way  of 
bringing  about  a  revival  of  trade.  Will 
it  make  better  crops,  or  ensure  to  the 
tenants  better  prices  for  their  batter  and 
other  commodities  ?  Do  hon.  Members 
think  that  it  would  encourage  British 
or  any  other  capital  to  go  to  Ireland  ? 
[Mr.  Biggab:  We  do  not  want  it.]  I 
am  of  opinion  that  in  order  to  develop 
the  trade  of  Ireland  a  good  deal  of  eapi* 
tal  would  be  required,  but  hon.  Mem* 
hers  opposite  seem  to  know  better.  An 
hon.  Member  said  the  other  night,  in 
reference  to  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Gladstone),  that  the  proposals  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  fomraid 
last  year  almost  wroueht  a  mirrnde  in 
the  oonstituencies  of  me  United  King^ 
dom.  Yes,  Sir ;  but  it  was  a  miracle  of 
conversion  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  who,  in  the  ahoft 
space  of  a  few  months  gave  up  all  the 
convictions  of  a  long  fife,  but,  nef?«r> 
theless,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  myn 
that  he  is  not  even  converted  yet  to 
Separation,  but  is  desirous  of  preeerrag 
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the  union  of  tho  two  Kingdoms.  The 
real  object  of  hon.  Members  opposite  is 
separation,  and  that  we  are  prepared 
to  resist.  They  seem  to  speak  in  two 
voices.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tjne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  has  interpreted  one  of 
the  two  voices  with  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  have  spoken.  They  have 
one  voice  when  speaking  in  England, 
and  another  in  Ireland.  They  have  even 
a  stronger  voice  when  speaking  in  Ame- 
rica, but  a  different  voice  altogether  in 
this  House.  In  Ireland  they  speak  their 
minds ;  but  in  England  they  speak  in  a 
mild,  hushed  and  dove-like  voice;  and 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  late  Ohief 
Secretary  seems  to  have  listened  only  to 
the  soft,  mild  voice  of  conciliation,  and 
to  have  closed  his  ears  resolutely  to 
that  other  voice.  I  maintain,  however, 
that  it  is  the  utterances  in  Ireland 
and  America  which  wo  are  justified 
in  regarding  as  the  true  utterances  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  as  repre- 
sentingthe  true  meaning  of  the  Irish 
NatimHist  Party.  Those  utterances  in 
the  face  of  all  they  have  proclaimed  as 
their  demands  for  so  long  a  time  past  I 
cannot  disbelieve.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  longer;  but  I  wished  to  make 
these  observations  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, because  I  am  of  opinion  that 
whatever  may  be  said  about  its  con- 
ciliatory tone,  the  one  issue  raised  by  it 
is  no  more  nor  less  than  that  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Union  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  or  the  entire  separation 
of  Ireland  from  Great  Britain. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  B.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) 
said,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  almost  regret  that 
the  Motion  for  counting  the  House  was 
made,  and  I  doubly  regret  it  now,  be- 
cause I  see  departing  from  the  House 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Down  (Oolonel  Waring),  who  of  him- 
self may  be  regarded  as  representing 
more  than  40,  inasmuch  as  he  has  told 
ns  that  he  concentrates  within  himself 
the  whole  of  a  great  race  since  the  time 
of  James  I.  [Colonel  Wabinq  returned 
to  his  seat.]  I  was  delighted  to  hear 
the  tone  in  which  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  spoke  to-night,  and  I  shall 
be  doubly  delighted  to  hear  that  tone 
more  frequently  repeated  on  both  sides 


of  the  House.    I  maintain  that  it  is 
quite  pertinent  to  the  Amendment  to  ex- 

Eress  a  hope  that  as  far  as  possible 
ereafter  there  may  be  the  same  con- 
ciliatory tone  of  language  between  the 
Irish  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
and  those  on  the  other,  as  there  is  be- 
tween the  Irish  and  English  Members. 
Passing,  however,  from  that  matter  I 
must  confess  my  astonishment  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Down  has  not  been  able  to  see  that 
which  has  been  apparent  to  the  rest  of 
the  world— ^namely,  that  there  has  been 
a  large  fall  in  the  prices  of  produce. 

CoLONELWARING(Down,  N.):  No; 
what  I  said  was  that  the  fall  of  prices 
has  been  exaggerated. 

Me.  E.  HARRINGTON :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  says  that  the  fall 
in  prices  has  been  exaggerated.  May  I 
remind  him  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Colleague  (Colonel  Saunderson),  the 
Leader  of  his  Party,  as  they  are  pleased 
to  call  it,  has  actually  given  a  reduction 
of  something  like  25  per  cent  upon  the 
fall  of  prices.  Several  others  have  done 
the  same  thing. 

Colonel  WARING :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  !M  ember,  but  if  he 
will  wait  until  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  is  in  his  place  he 
will  probably  find  that  he  is  mistaken. 

Ma.  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  was  really 
speaking  in  no  antipathy  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh, 
but  I  will  readily  take  any  correction 
from  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  This 
however,  is  not  a  mistake  —  namely, 
that  the  Unionists  who  profess  that 
the  unity  of  England  and  Ireland  must 
be  maintained,  and  that  the  Legislative 
Union  which  exists  between  England 
and  Ireland  must  also  be  maintained 
upon  its  present  footing — some  of  the 
Unionists  who  have  spoken  in  this 
House  have  admitted  that  there  has 
been  such  a  thing  as  a  depreciation  of 
prices.  Formerly  some  of  them  main- 
tained that  there  had  been  no  fall  of 
prices,  but  they  had  since  then  given  a 
reduction  to  their  own  tenants,  and  have 
thereby  acknowledged  the  depreciation 
which  we  have  alleged.  We  have  been 
informed  that  wool  was  going  up,  and 
we  are  told  to-night  that  the  price  of 
pork  has  gone  up,  and,  therefore,  that 
there  is  no  agricultural  depreciation.  I 
do  not  know  what  may  have  affected  the 
price  of  pork,  perhaps  the  Liverpool 
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election  may  have  bad  something  to  do 
with  it ;  but  it  is  well  known  that  there 
has  been  no  general  improvement  in 
agricultural  prices.  Hon.  Members  can- 
not deny  that  with  regard  to  a  large  dass 
of  tenants  whose  holdings  have  been 
under  discussion  in  the  course  of  this 
debate— the  class  of  tenants  engaged  in 
the  production  of  small  stock,  that  within 
the  last  three  years  there  has  been  a  re- 
duction in  the  price  of  two-year-old  stock 
of  at  least  70  per  cent.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  appears  to 
assent  to  that.  It  has  been  sought  to 
divert  the  debate  from  its  real  merits  by 
discussing  the  question  of  congested  dis- 
tricts. I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  remem- 
ber what  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  last 
night,  that  the  lines  and  boundaries  of 
the  congested  districts  are  conterminous 
with  the  mountainous  sea-coasts  of  the 
poorer  localities.  There  has  been  an 
enormous  fall  in  the  price  of  the  stock 
reared  in  those  districts.  A  ^eat  deal 
has  been  said  already  in  this  House,  at 
a  time  when  I  had  no  opportunity  of 
listening  to  it,  on  the  subject  of  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions.  I  feel  that,  im- 
portant as  the  question  is,  I  almost  owe 
an  apology  to  the  House  for  attempting 
to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  question 
again.  I  will  promise  the  House  not  to 
say  much  upon  it,  but  I  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  to  revert  to  it  shortly  because, 
although  it  has  been  clearly  gone  into 
and  put  before  the  House  in  a  very  able 
manner,  there  seem  to  be  some  points 
which  have  not  been  grasped  by  hon. 
Members,  who  appear  to  be  either  wil- 
fully blind  or  to  possess  a  peculiarly 
defective  vision  on  any  special  Irish  sub- 
ject. Glenbeigh  is  what  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  been  pleased  to  describe 
as  a  congested  district.  I  am  able  to 
assert  that  there  has  been  a  fall  of 
between  60  and  70  per  cent  within  the 
last  few  years  in  the  price  of  produce  in 
that  district;  and  if  that  is  so  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  how  it  is  possible  that 
the  people  in  such  a  district  in  Ireland 
can  pay  the  present  high  rents  that  are 
demanded  from  them  ?  I  do  not  speak 
especially  of  Glenbeigh;  but  I  warn  you 
that  there  will  be  many  Glenbeighs  in 
Ireland  if  you  do  not  pay  attention  to 
the  arguments  which  are  put  forward  on 
this  side  of  the  House  in  support  of  the 
Amendment.  All  through  the  congested 
districts,  that  is,  all  through  the  moun- 
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tainous  ooast-line  of  Ireland,  there  has 
been  a  failure  in  the  ^hing  interest  and 
an  enormous  fall  in  the  price  of  the  small 
stock  reared  and  sold  in  these  districts. 
The  consequence  has  been  that  the  people 
have  been  really  in  touch-and-go  with 
starvation,  and  if  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment  is  not  accepted  by  the 
House  and  the  Government,  I  maintain 
that  you  will  have  many  repetitions  of 
the  awful  scenes  which  it  has  been  re- 
cently my  painful  duly  to  witness  In 
Glenbeigh.  I  am  not  very  well  qualified 
to  speak  on  the  question  of  prices,  bat 
I  think  it  will  not  be  denied  by  hon. 
Members  on  either  side  of  the  House 
that  in  regard  to  the  one  item  of  stock 
in  the  agricultural  districts  of  Ireland 
there  has  been  in  the  last  three  yean  a 
fall  of  from  £6  10«.  to  £2  10«.  Conse- 
quently, if  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Oom* 
missioners  wero  just  three  years  agO|  it 
follows  that  such  rents  are  unjust  now, 
and  that  it  is  unjust  not  only  for  the 
landlord  to  claim  them,  but  for  this 
House  to  back  up  his  claim  bj  British 
bayonets.  It  has  been  asserted  thit  the 
Irish  Sub-Oommissioners  who  have  had 
to  deal  with  the  fixing  of  rent  ware 
selected  for  that  task  for  the  reason  that 
they  had  no  particular  aptitude  for  anj 
other  line  of  life,  and,  therefore,  nugfat 
well  be  appointed  Land  Commissioners. 
It  is  a  notable  fact  that  the  only  honour- 
able exception  was  the  case  of  m j  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Heath 
(Mr.  Mahony) ;  and  it  is  also  a  &et  that 
one  of  the  fbrst  acts  of  the  (JovemnMnt 
was  to  discharge  my  hon.  Friend — 4he 
only  man  who  was  equal  to  the  work  the 
Sub-Commissioners  were  appointed  to 
do.  That  is  a  specimen  of  the  QoTem- 
ment  of  Ireland,  and  it  must  be  romem- 
bered  that  the  Amendment  we  aredealin^ 
with  to-night  rests  entirely,  but  never- 
theless stronglv,  on  the  question  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland.  I  own  I  was 
somewhat  surprised  at  the  unfortanate 
criticism  of  the  Amendment  Jbj 
hon.  Member  on  the  liberal 
a  short  time  ago,  when  he 
that  he  thought  the  pith  of  the 
ment  was  to  put  the  agnoohoral  qaee- 
tion  in  the  foreground,  and  thea  to 
declare  that  Home  Bule  follows  ae  a 
necessary  consequence  from  the  agrieal- 
tural  difficulties  of  Ireland.  Now  I  do 
not  read  the  Amendment  in  that  li^t ; 
but  I  think  that  it  speaks  fidrij 
clearly  for  itself.  The  Ame&dmeat 
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in  these  words,  and  I  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  read  it  in  the  light  of  the 
comments  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
passed  upon  it.    The  words  are  these— 

"  But  humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Maiesty 
that  the  relations  between  the  owners  and  oc- 
cupiers of  land  in  Ireland  hare  not  been  seri- 
ously disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners  who 
have  granted  to  their  tenants  such  abatements 
of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of  prices 
of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce  :  and  that 
the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrmriaa  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the 
pursuit  of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconsti- 
tutional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment  in  Ireland,  but 
in  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people." 

Sir,  we  do  not  claim  that  Home  Bole  is 
to  be  a  specific  remedy  for  agricultural 
distress  and  for  the  agprarian  difficulties 
of  Ireland;  but  what  we  do  assert  is 
that  Home  Bule  is  an  alternative  which 
ought  to  place  itself  before  the  minds  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  far  and  away 
in  preference  to  the  specific  they  are 
proposing — namely,  the  reform  of  crimi- 
nal procedure  in  Ireland.  No  doubt,  it 
is  painful  to  come  here,  after  labouring 
in  vain,  as  we  did  last  year,  to  induce 
Her  Majesty's  Ooyernment  to  grant 
to  us  a  partial  and  temporary  mea- 
sure, because  we  believe  that  if  that 
measure  had  been  accepted  the  people 
of  this  country  and  Parliament  would 
have  been  in  a  better  mood  for  doing 
justice  to  Ireland.  It  is  painful  for  us, 
after  all  the  promises  we  got  then  of 
immediate  attention  to  the  grievances  of 
Ireland  and  of  remedial  measures,  to 
ask  you  for  bread,  and  to  receive  only  a 
stone,  and  a  promise  of  further  chains. 
We  have  had  enough  of  chains  and 
coercion  in  Ireland.  During  the  last  87 
years  66  measures  of  coercion  have  been 
passed  for  Ireland,  and  Parliament  is 
now  asked,  in  the  year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee,  to  pass  another  Coercion  Act. 
Yery  recently  we  had  circulars  flying  all 
over  the  land,  at  the  instance  of  one  who 
in  the  course  of  nature  will  probably 
succeed  to  the  Throne,  inviting  the 
loyalty  and  affectionate  regard  of  the 
people  of  this  country  and  of  Ireland 
towards  the  Sovereign  to  be  exhibited 
in  the  celebration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee.  Sir,  as  an  Irishman,  I  should 
be  very  ungallant  if  I  did  not  wish  to 
the  Gracious  Lady  who  fills  the  Throne 
many  happy  returns  of  the  year,  and 


that  all  domestic  happiness  may  attend 
her  in  the  Jubilee  which  is  now  about 
to  be  celebrated ;  but  while  we  have  the 
best  wishes  towards  Her  Ghracious  Ma- 
jesty, we  cannot  forget  the  wives,  the 
sisters,  and  the  daughters  of  those 
among  whom  we  have  been  bred  and 
reared.  We  wish  for  them  some  alle- 
viation of  the  hard  life  they  have  had 
to  endure;  and  we  say  to  this  House, 
to  the  British  people,  and  to  the  world, 
that  there  can  only  be  a  partial  demon- 
stration of  loyalty  ^m  the  Irish  people 
so  long  as  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  is 
being  celebrated  by  the  burning  of  the 
roof-trees  over  the  heads  of  our  im- 
poverished people.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
say  that  the  present  Government  of  Ire- 
land does  not  belie  the  traditions  of 
those  which  have  preceded  it.  The  pre- 
sent Government  is  dangerous  to  Eng- 
land. It  is  shocking  the  sensibilities  of 
the  world,  and  it  will  continue  to  do  so, 
so  long  as  the  appeals  which  are  made 
to  it  from  these  Benches  in  earnestness 
and  sincerity  are  treated  with  contemp- 
tuous indifference.  The  Amendment 
raises  the  question  of  the  novel  and  un- 
constitutional methods  by  which  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  has  been  carried 
on.  I  have  great  respect  for  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  put  forward, 
upon  both  sides  of  the  House,  in  re- 
ference to  the  humanity  and  considera- 
tion of  the  Government;  but  I  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  to  listen  to  what  i  am 
going  to  say  upon  that  subject.  If  it 
be  right  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  dis- 
play humanity  and  consideration,  and  if 
it  be  right  for  the  House  to  endorse  it, 
then,  in  God's  name,  why  not  legalize 
humanity  and  consideration,  and  make 
humane  and  considerate  laws  for  Ire- 
land, or  give  the  Irish  people  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  such  laws  for  tiiem- 
selves.  I  shall  probably  be  met  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with 
the  assertion  that  they  are  ready  to  make 
such  laws ;  but  we  have  to  judge  them  by 
their  acts.  When  we  brought  forward, 
last  year,  a  Bill  whose  mainspring  was 
humanity  and  consideration  for  those 
who  were  unable  to  pay  the  rents  de- 
manded of  them,  how  was  it  met  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  G^tlemen  opposite  ? 
The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  rejected.  I  think  it  was  as  honest 
a  measure  as  could  fairly  be  put  forward 
for  the  acceptance  of  this  House.  There 
were  no  rights  to  be  abolished,  no  privi- 
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leges  to  be  curtailed;  but  the  esseuce 
of  the  Bill  was  that  in  oases  where  the 
tenants  were  manifestly  unable  to  pay 
their  rents,  if  those  tenants  came  for- 
ward and  paid  half  a-year's  rent,  until, 
upon  inquiry,  it  was  found  out  what 
they  really  ought  to  pay,  they  should 
not  be  evicted.  A  great  deal  of  eulogium 
has  been  passed  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  in  which  some  kind 
friends  of  ours  have  joined ;  but  I  would 
say  that  if  the  Qoyemment  are  prepared 
in  this  House  to  sanction  the  recent 
action  of  their  Chief  Secretary  in  Ire- 
land, and  of  all  those  who  haye  acted 
under  him,  how  was  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment which  boasts  that  it  was  a  kindly 
act — an  act  of  kind  and  generous  con- 
sideration— how  was  it  that  they  did  not 
legalize  that  kind  consideration,  and 
make  it  the  law  of  the  land,  instead  of 
allowing  men  to  be  flung  out  on  the 
road-side,  and  the  industry  of  their 
lives  confiscated  in  a  moment?  It 
has  been  stated  that  if  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  been  passed 
it  would  not  havo  affected  such  cases  as 
those  which  have  been  referred  to  in 
this  House.  I  grant  that  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  presented  to  the  House 
it  would  not  have  covered  the  case  of 
the  Glenbeigh  tenantry ;  but  I  would 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  when  the 
Bill  was  presented  to  the  House  they 
were  only  asked,  in  voting  for  or  against 
it,  to  say  whether  the  essence  of  the  Bill 
was  good  or  bad — whether  the  principle 
was  good  in  itself.  If  the  second  read- 
ing had  been  assented  to,  it  could  have 
been  amended  so  as  to  cover  the  whole 
ground  that  was  desired.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  hon.  Members  who  now 
criticize  the  shortcomings  of  the  Bill  had 
only  Toted  for  the  second  reading,  and 
indicated  the  direction  in  which  it  ought 
to  be  extended,  we  should  haye  met 
them  in  a  yery  liberal  spirit ;  but  when 
it  is  stated  that  the  landlords  have  acted 
with  consideration  for  their  tenants  in 
Ireland,  when  it  has  recently  been  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  ex-Uhancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  case  of  the  Glen- 
beigh tenants  was  an  evidence  of  the 
consideration  of  the  Irish  landlords ;  I 
felt  on  reading  those  statements  at  the 
scene  of  the  evictions  by  the  light  of  the 
burning  and  demolished  cabins  of  these 
poor  people,  that  there  was  in  them 
somettdng  akin  to  what  Shakespeare  has 
told  us,  and  which  I  will  slightly  para- 
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phrase  by  saying  that  ''the  smoke  of  the 
Glenbeigh  huts  came  between  the  wind 
and  his  nobility."  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  probably  thought 
that  his  resignation  would  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  the  whole  of 
the  present  Session,  and  he  felt  indignant 
that  such  an  unimportant  matter  as  the 
demolition  of  a  dozen  houses  of  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland,  and  the  eviction  of 
some  score  of  tenants,  should  for  a  mo- 
ment divert  that  attention  which  be 
considered  ought  to  be  bestowed  upon 
him.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  fail  to  see 
the  humanity  of  the  assertion  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  made.  If  hon.  Members 
want  information  on  the  matter,  let  me 
point  out  to  them  that  the  Arrears  Act  was 
passed  to  cancel  outstanding  debts  which 
had  become  due  in  regard  to  small  and 
impoverished  estates ;  but  the  fact  is  that 
the  landlords,  by  their  action,  have  pre- 
vented many  of  the  tenants  from  avail- 
ing themselves  of  the  benefit  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  and  of  giving  them  the  op* 
tion  of  starting  afresh  and  payine  what 
rent  they  could  pay  upon  their  holdings. 
The  result  is  that  these  tenants  have 
been  represented  to  this  country  as  bein^ 
so  dishonest  as  to  owe  five  and  six 
years'  arrears  of  rent.  No  doubt,  it  was 
the  fact  in  1883,  the  Glenbeigh  tenants 
had  fallen  into  two  or  three  years* 
arrear ;  they  were  all  evicted  froni  the 
property,  and  the  first  knowledffa  they 
had  of  the  Arrears  Act  was  vnien,  mX 
one  fell  swoop,  some  300  persons  were 
rendered  homeless.  When  I  have  myself 
seen  the  wives  of  evicted  tenants  nursing 
their  tender  infants  beneath  the  bleak 
hill-side,  their  only  shelter  haying  been 
taken  from  them,  I  think  it  inll  be 
allowed  that  if  I  had  not  done  my  best 
to  secure  the  sympathy  of  the  public  for 
their  sufferings,  1  would  no  longer  be 
able  to  claim  as  my  own  the  commonest 
feelings  of  humanity.  I  have  been  blanKsd 
for  interfering  in  the  case  of  the  Olen* 
beigh  evictions ;  but  grosser  interfereDse 
has  been  practised  by  the  Govemmsat* 
as,  for  instance,  when  Csptsin  Plimkstt 
interfered  to  get  certain  rents  reduced. 
These  people,  who  haye  been  evicted  for 
two  or  three  years'  arrears  of  rest,  bave 
had  the  Crimes  Act  put  in  force 
them.  If  they  attempted  to  retake 
session  of  their  homes  they  wei 
cuted.  Let  me  mention  one  inslaDtew 
to  ^ow  how  a  coercion  law  works  ia 
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Ireland.     While  the   tenant   and  his 
family  who  had  been  evicted  were  shel- 
tering themselves  in  the  oow-house  of 
another  tenant,  upon  a  certain  windy 
day  in  the  month  of  November,  1884, 
the  tenant  saw  the  thatch  being  blown 
off  of  the  house  which  he  had  occupied. 
That  tenant,  acting  from  impulse,  seeing 
that  it  was  the  house  in  which  he  had 
been  born,  the  house  which  probably 
might  shelter  him  again,  and  which  in 
reality  has  done  so,  obtained  a  ladder 
and  proceeded  to  place  some  stones  on 
the  thatch  to  prevent  it  being  blown 
awav.    There  was  an  Emergency  man 
on  tne  premises  and  some  police  inside. 
The  evicted  tenant  was  arrested   and 
prosecuted,  and  he  received  two  months' 
imprisonment  under  the  Crimes  Act.     I 
can  verify  the  fact,  because  I  had  the 
privilege  of  serving  for  six  months  in  the 
same  prison,  and  I  saw  this  man  in  gaol. 
I  have  no  comment  to  make  upon  my 
own  case.    I  do  not  ask  for  the  sym- 
pathy of  any  hon.  Member  opposite ; 
but  I  may  tell  them  that  I  am  free  from 
crime  in  the  matters  which  were  imputed 
to  me  at  the  time  of  my  conviction ;  and 
even  if  all  which  was  charged  against 
me  was  correct,  it  would  not  have  war- 
ranted the    extraordiuary   punishment 
meted  out  to  me.    I  may  add  that  the 
Grown  Prosecutor  met  me  some  hours 
after,  and  he  expressed  his  utter  shame 
at  the  proceedings  in  which  he  had  been 
forced  to  take  part.    My  case,  however, 
was  nothing  in  comparison  to  that  of 
this  poor  tenant,  who  was  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  for  no  other 
crime  than  that  of  saving  the  property 
of  his  landlord.     Sir,  I  think  the  in- 
stance which  I  have  given  will  show  to 
this  House  that,  in  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  strange,   novel,   and    un- 
constitutional measures  are  likely  to  be 
resorted  to  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, because  they  have  already  resorted 
to  very  strange  methodsin  previous  years. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
read  a  few  sentences  from  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  letters   which  has 
ever  been  g^ven  to  the  public  in  recent 
years,  in  connection  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.    It  is  a  letter  written 
by  Judge  Curran,  the   County   Court 
Judge  of  Kerry,  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Elillarney,  complaining  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  parish  priest  of 
Olenbeigh.     It  will  be  said  of  Judge 
Oarraui  that  he  is  one  of  the  links  in  the 


chain  of  consideration  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  is  said  to  have 
manufactured  recently  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man set  aside  the  voice  of  Parliament, 
and,  apparently,  the  voice  of  the 
Cabinet,  because  his  action  in  no  way 
tallies  with  the  words  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury.  He  appears  to  have  relied 
upon  General  BuUer,  Colonel  Turner, 
and  County  Court  Judge  Curran  for  the 
administration  of  law  in  Ireland,  and  to 
have  carried  that  administration  out  in 
the  most  unconstitutional  manner.  In 
the  first  place,  I  maintain  that  it  was 
unconstitutional  to  tamper  with  the 
Judges  of  the  land.  It  is  part  of  the 
British  Constitution  itself,  that  no  Judge 
of  the  land  can  be  removed  from  his 

Eosition,  except  by  a  Joint  Address  from 
oth  Houses  of  Parliament  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  it  would  require  the  com- 
mission of  a  very  gross  offence  to 
necessitate  such  a  proceeding.  A  short 
time  ago,  certain  legal  gentlemen  gloried 
in  the  title  of  Chairman  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions;  but  they  were  recently 
raised  to  the  title  and  dignity  of  Couuty 
Court  Judges.  There  was  one  of  these 
gentlemen  in  Kerry,  a  Mr.  O'Connor 
Morris,  who,  although  of  some  literary 
ability,  was  not,  I  believe,  considered  to 
be  one  of  the  most  capable  Judges,  or, 
perhaps,  I  ought  to  say  he  was  rather 
too  capable.  Where  an  ordinary  Judge 
confined  himself  to  the  delivery  of  one 
judgment  in  the  course  of  a  case,  it  was 
no  unfrequent  occurrence  for  Judge 
O'Connor  Morris  to  deliver  four,  and, 
on  some  occasions,  even  a  fifth.  For  time 
out  of  mind,  it  had  been  a  grievance 
that  he  should  be  in  Kerry,  and,  some 
time  ago,  I  believe  that  he  himself 
applied  for  his  removal,  but  the  late 
Irish  Lord  Chancellor  (Sir  Edward 
Sullivan)  said,  ''Let  him  stick  there; 
you  are  more  used  to  him  than  we  are, 
and  why  inflict  him  on  another  county  ?" 
But  although  his  application  was  re- 
jected at  that  time.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  since  thought  fit  to  in- 
flict him  upon  another  county.  When 
General  Buller  went  down  to  Kerry,  he 
seems  to  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  Judge  Morris  was  too  much  of  a 
**  Paddy,  go  easy  "  for  these  days,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  he  instantly  wrote 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
asked  him,  for  goodness'  sake,  to  send 
down  another  Judge,  whom  they  could 
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do  something  with.  Judge  Curran  was 
accordingly  sent  to  Kerry,  and  Judge 
Morris  was  shunted  off  to  another 
county.  When  Judge  Ourran  went  into 
the  County  of  Kerry,  he  went  in  with  a 
flourish  of  trumpets,  telliog  all  the 
tenants  to  come  into  his  Court  and  he 
would  g^ye  them  splendid  reductions. 
He  said  that  he  did  not  wish  that  the 
League  should  go  into  his  Court,  hut  he 
would  do  everything  for  them  himself. 
Almost  simultaneously  with  the  advent 
of  Judge  Curran  was  the  adveat  of  the 
new  agent  of  the  Glenheigh  property — 
a  Mr.  Boe,  of  Duhlin— vmo  has  signa- 
lized himself  hy  his  recent  barharities. 
He  called  upon  the  tenants  of  Glenbeigh 
to  pay  five,  six,  and  in  some  cases  seven 
years'  arrears  of  rent  due  from  them. 
Hon.  Members  will  probably  think  this 
a  singular  demand  to  make,  when  I 
assert  that,  legally,  not  one-half  of  these 
arrears  were  due,  and,  morally,  none  of 
them.  These  tenants  had  been  evicted 
three  years  ago,  when  the  Arrears  Act, 
if  availed  of,  might  have  cut  away 
one-half  of  the  arrears  that  were  sup- 
posed to  be  owing  at  the  time  of  their 
late  eviction.  There  were  emergency 
caretakers  employed  to  prevent  them 
from  re-entering  their  farms,  and  they 
were  several  times  prosecuted,  fined, 
and  imprisoned  for  re-entering  them. 
These  are  the  men  who  have  been  de- 
scribed as  having  been  in  full  posses- 
sion of  their  farms  for  six  and  seven 
years ;  that,  as  I  have  said,  accounts  for 
three  years.  How  about  the  first  three 
years  ?  If  that  estate  had  been  in  the 
normal  condition  of  other  estates,  the 
landlord  or  the  land  agent  would  have 
said,  when  he  saw  that  it  was  hope- 
lessly impossible  to  extract  three  years, 
that  he  would  take  the  gale  and 
get  a  contribution  from  the  Govern- 
ment which  would  have  wiped  off 
the  arrears,  as  has  been  done  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland.  Surely  that  disposes 
of  both  the  legal  and  the  moral  obliga- 
tions of  these  tenants.  I  believe  that  if 
I  could  camtalize  the  results  of  the 
industry  and  the  exertions  of  these  poor 
people  upon  that  stony  and  wretched 
soil  for  generations,  it  would  realize 
sufficient  to  buy  out  the  fee-simple  of 
a  farm  on  the  richest  plain  in  England. 
Well,  Sir,  the  case  of  these  tenants  came 
before  County  Court  Judge  Curran. 
Some  70  decrees  were  obtains,  and  what 
was  the  actual  state  of  the  case  ?    The 
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land  agent  had  offered  to  take  a  year's 
rent  which  was  proposed  to  be  credited  to 
the  tenants  up  to  the  1st  of  November 
1885,  leaving   them  still  one    year  in 
arrear,  and  then  all  the  other  arrears 
were  to  be  wiped  off.    I  do  not  think 
that  that  was   a  very  generous  offisr, 
although  it  has  been  put  forward  as  such 
by  those  who  have  spoken  on  the  land- 
lords' side  of  the  question.    Many  of  the 
tenants  did  not  go  into  Court,  because 
they  believed  it  was  utterly  impossible 
to    improve  their  condition,  and  they 
thought  that  the  same  powers  were  in* 
herent  in  the  County  Court  Judge  as  in 
his  Predecessor.    They  said — '*  We  owe 
five  or  six  years'  rent,  which  we  will  be 
called  upon  to  pay,  and  we  have  no  de- 
fence."   Some  of  them  who  were  more 
'cute  than  the  rest,  went  there,  and  thej 
found  that  Judge  Curran  had  a  new 
method  of  administering  the  law  in  Ire- 
land. When  the  tenants  presented  them* 
selves  in  Court,  Judge  Curran  oalled  the 
first  man  up  and  said — **  Will  you  pay  a 
year  of  the  arrears  of  rent  and  coats  ?  '* 
The  tenant  said  —  ''I  cannot  do  it.'* 
Judge  Curran  then  said — **Then  I  ahaU 
have  to  issue  a  decree  against  you  for  the 
entire  arrears  " ;  whereupon  the  tenant 
said — '*  I  had  better  take  the  smaller  evil 
of  the  two,  and  you  had  better  decree  nie 
for  one  year's  arrears."    This  is  repre- 
sented to  have  been  the  consent  of  the 
tenants ;  whereas  10  of  the  tenants  were 
coerced  into  making  that  agreement. 
The  County  Court  Judge  kept  his  decrees 
in  his  pocket.    It  was  his  duty  then  mad 
there  to  have  signed  them,  and  to  have 
sent   them  off  in  the  ordinary    waj; 
because,  after  all,  he  was  only  perfiMvi* 
ing  the  functions  confeired  upon  him  by 
the  law.    He  has  no  power  to  abridge 
or  alter  the  law,  and  I  assert  here  tliat 
neither  has  he  any  power  of  arbitratioa. 
His  only  duty  is  to  administer  the  lav. 
He  withheld  the  decrees,  kept  them  ia 
his  pocket,  and  actually  afterwardai  ia 
collusion  with  Oeneral  Buller,  the  pet« 
the  joy,  and  the  gallant  soldier  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Seeretarylbr 
Ireland,  who  was  sent  down  to  pot  dava 
Moonlighting  and  cope  with  crime  ia 
Kerry — ^I  am  sorry  to  say  that  he  has 
left  crime  very  mudi  as  he  found  \t^  aad 
that  he  only  concerned  himadf  with 
meddling  with  the  County  Ooait  J«d|« 
and    the    tenants — in   collnsiim    «i& 
Oeneral  BuUer,  Judge  Ourraa  brcMght 
the  decrees  down  from  one  year  to  half* 
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a-jear,  altering  the  date  of  payment 
from  the  Ist  of  November  1885,  up  to 
the  let  of  May  1886,  thereby  blottinfir 
oat  a  considerable  portion  of  the  rental 
of  the  estate  of  an  Irish  landlord.  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  say  that 
that  is  not  a  novel  and  unconstitutional 
method,  at  all  events,  of  dealing  with 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.  Let  me  not  be 
mistaken  or  misunderstood.  If  it  had 
entered  into  the  mind  of  Judge  Curran 
or  General  Buller  to  wipe  off  all  the 
arrears,  and  to  start  the  tenants  afresh 
with  fair  judicial  rents,  I  should  have 
been  the  first  to  applaud  their  act ;  but 
it  is  because  the  arrangement  was  a  mere 
meohanicalone,  not  taking  intoconsidera- 
tion  the  wants,  the  wishes,  and  the  capa- 
bilitieB  of  these  people ;  and  because  the 
people  have  been  punished  for  not  abid- 
ing by  it,  that  I  now  protest  against 
the  course  which  has  been  pursued 
against  the  tenants  of  Glenbeigh.  I 
trust  that,  with  the  assistance  of  sympa- 
thetic friends,  we  shall  all  be  able  to 
make  a  repetition  of  such  scenes 
impossible  in  any  part  of  Ireland.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
refer  further  to  that  special  matter; 
but  I  propose  to  deal,  m  a  few  short 
sentences,  with  the  political  aspect  of 
this  question.  An  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House — I  believe  it 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Howorth) — some  time  ago  remarked 
that  when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  made  a  joke,  it  was  as  readily 
appreciated  on  these  Benches  as  upon 
those  opposite ;  and  now  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member,  when  he  said  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers understand  each  other,  to  follow 
ap  his  assertion  to  its  logical  conclusion 
by  sending  the  Irish  Members  to  their 
own  country  in  order  that  they  may 
frame  laws  on  subjects  which  they 
understand  better  than  hon.  Members 
here.  The  hon.  Member  also  said  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  been  visibly 
impressed,  notwithstanding  their  hostility 
to  us,  by  the  pathetic  appeals  which  have 
proceeded  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
That  is  a  farther  reason  why  they  should 
give  their  countenance  to  the  policy  I 
am  advocating.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Down  (Colonel 
Waring),  a  short  time  ago,  said  he  was 
doabtfal  whether,  in  these  days,  it  was 
an  honour  to  be  an  Irishman.  I  am 
afhud  it  is  one  of  those  honours  which 


will  stick  closer  to  that  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  than  even  the  military  honours 
which,  I  am  sure,  he  has  worthily  re- 
ceived. He  cannot  attempt  to  deny 
that  he  is  an  Irishman ;  and,  to  demon- 
strate his  nationality,  he  indulged  to- 
night in  what  even  we  Irishmen  re- 
garded as  a  glorious  ''  bull."  The  honl 
and  gallant  Member  said  that  he  had 
been  in  his  farm  since  the  reign  of 
James  I.  I  have  no  desire  to  wish  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  out  of  it  in  a 
hurry  ;  if  there  ever  be  a  James  XXI., 
I  hope  he  may  still  be  found  there. 
As  if  to  prove  their  nationality,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Down 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  always  indulge  in  this 
kind  of  *'  bull,"  and  whenever  either 
of  them  rises  to  speak,  we  are  sure  to 
have  a  ''  prize  bull  irom  one  or  other 
of  them.  The  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
has  expressed  an  opinion  that  Irishmen 
if  left  to  themselves  best  understand 
each  other.  Then,  in  Heaven's  name, 
why  do  hon.  Members  opposite  not  let 
us  do  it?  The  hon.  Member  drew  a 
singular  conclusion  from  that  position. 
He  said  that  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  understood  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  there  are  Members  on  this  side 
who  also  understand  the  Irish  people. 
They  both  understand  them  well ;  but 
he  went  on  to  say — ''  When  you  want  to 
deal  with  an  Irish  question,  keep  every 
Irish  Member  on  both  sides  out  of  it." 
I  was  greatly  impressed  with  the  clear 
and  the  intellectual  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  that,  because  Irish  Mem- 
bers, who  hold  different  views,  yet 
mutually  understand  one  another,  and 
mutually  understand  their  country, 
therefore  they  should  be  entirely  pre- 
vented from  having  a  voice  in  legisla- 
ting for  that  country  within  the  walls  of 
this  House.  Why  should  this  House 
studiously  refrain  from  consulting  the 
Irish  Members,  and  getting  information 
from  them,  in  preference  to  obtaining 
it  from  some  stray  commercial  traveller 
they  might  pick  up  in  a  railway  carriage. 
I  was  guid  to  find  that,  during  the  last 
autumn  and  winter,  many  hon.  Members 
went  over  to  Irelfind  and  made  inquiries 
on  the  spot  into  the  condition  of  the 
tenants  and  the  character  of  the  pro- 
ceedings against  them.  I  can  testify 
to  the  fact,  because  I  saw  them  myself 
in  the  West.  I  rejoice  that  such  a  policy 
has  been  resorted  to — a  policy  of  real 
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examination  and  inquiry  of  those  who 
oomplain  of  grievances.  It  is  one  which 
I  believe  will  be  the  means  of  securing 
the  salvation  of  the  country  and  of  re- 
storing to  us  that  legislative  indepen- 
dence which  is  ours  by  right  and  by 
moral  and  divine  law.  Hon.  Members 
have  been  paying  visits  to  Kerry,  which 
have  not  been  mere  transitory  visits  like 
the  24  hours'  expedition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 
It  is  not  by  a  visit  of  that  kind,  but 
by  a  process  of  thorough  inquiry  into 
the  facts  and  into  the  actual  condi- 
tion of  the  people,  that  Liberal  Members 
of  the  British  House  of  Commons  have 
oome  back  to  this  country  surcharged 
with  real  knowledge  of  the  state  of 
afiPairs.  It  will  require  a  little  time  for 
that  knowledge  to  be  diffused  through- 
out the  country ;  but  when  it  is  diffused 
I  believe  the  electorate  will  rise  up  and 
demand  and  compel  justice  to  Ireland. 
But  whether  that  be  so  or  not,  whether 
the  voice  of  this  country  shall,  in  the 
near  future,  order  you  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland,  or  whether  this  House  will  be 
gradually  weaned  from  the  voice  of 
justice,  our  mission  here  is  to  speak  the 
voice  of  our  country,  telling  you  that 
the  Irish  people  have  been  grievously 
wronged,  and  that  wrongs  which  some 
of  you  think  have  departed  into  the 
domain  of  ancient  history,  are  still 
being  daily  perpetrated  and  will  con- 
tinue unless  you  establish  the  means  of 
doing  justice  on  the  spot  by  men  who 
understand  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
people  who  have  to  be  legislated  for. 
Wh^n  we  bring  forward  Irish  griev- 
vances  here,  we  only  excite  the  laughter 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  if  we 
have  no  remnant  left  of  our  ancient 
liberties,  we  have  still  some  remnant 
of  our  pride  and  scorn  to  be  hawk- 
ing our  g^evances  before  you,  amid 
your  jeers  and  sneers.  There  are  a 
hundred  matters  which  we  have  daily 
to  let  pass,  because  we  know  how  they 
would  be  received  as  long  as  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  consider  it  their  duty  simply 
to  advise  Her  Majesty,  in  the  50th  year 
of  her  Beign  and  government  of  Ireland, 
to  continue  repressive  legislation  until 
Ireland  is  fit  to  receive  those  legislative 
liberties  which  are  enjoyed  by  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales.  I  have  to  apolo- 
gize for  the  discursive  remarks  I  have 
made,  and  I  will  only,  in  conclusion, 
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impress  the  fact  upon  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  it  has  at  last  become  their 
duty  to  follow  out  to  the  letter  the  policy 
which  was  indicated,  but  not  carried 
out,  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  when 
they  declared  themselves  to  be  a  Go- 
vernment of  examination  and  inquiry. 
I  invite  them  to  come  over  themselves 
to  Ireland  and  see  for  themselves  what 
is  the  real  character  of  the  government 
of  that  country.  I  give  them  a  goaraa- 
tee  that  they  will  not  be  molested  in 
going  through  the  country,  and  if  they 
come  over  with  a  fair  mind  to  inquire 
into  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people,  they  will  be  loyally  and  affec- 
tionately received ;  but  it  will  be  worse 
than  useless  if  they  continue  to  study, 
as  they  have  hitherto  done  exdusively, 
the  interest  of  one  class — that  of  the 
landlords  alone, 

Mr.  HOZIEB  (Lanarkshire,  8.)  said, 
he  could  not  help  wondering  how  many 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  now  call  them- 
selves Home  Kule  Liberals  would  not 
have  supported  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
it  been  introduced  or  suggested  14 
months  ago.  In  this  respect  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  occu- 
pied an  almost  unique  position,  for  he 
had  all  along  been  a  Home  Buler ;  he  had 
always,  in  a  Parliamentary  sense,  pro- 
fessed Home  Eule  principles.  Wh^« 
in  the  autumn  of  1885,  there  was  a 
general  Ind$z  Expurgatorius  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party  published  on  the  authority  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  signed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Soo^and 
Division  of  liveroool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor), from  that  mdex  ExpurgaUrimi  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  aeiikir 
Member  for  Northampton  was  expressly 
excluded.  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  could,  in  these  droumstaaeas, 
claim  some  small  amount  of  oonsasteacj 
for  his  conduct  in  regard  to  the  Queetioii 
of  Irish  Home  Rule — ^for,  in  his  cmm& 
there  was  no  special  need  to  find  salva- 
tion, like  the  late  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War  (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman),  be- 
cause in  this  matter  at  any  rate  he  had  no 
original  sin.  On  the  score  of  bis  eoaa- 
parative  consistency  and  his  poeitum  ia 
the  Separatist  Party,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's utterances  on  the  Irish  Qaesrioa 
deserved  careful  and  eanest  alteatMa, 
which  was  more  than  could  be  said  fcr 
his  familiar  Friends  on  the  Opporitiaa 
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Benches  above  the  Gangway.  There 
were  no  speeches  more  eagerly  waited 
for  or  more  eagerly  listened  to  than  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton;  but  at  the 
same  time  the  Members  of  the  House 
had  one  very  good  cause  of  complaint 
against  him.  That  hon.  Member  was 
too  much  inclined  to  reserve  his  tit-bits, 
his  sparkling  epigrams,  and  his  highest 
flights  of  oratory  for  the  platform  rather 
than  for  Parliament.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
was  good  enough  to  go  to  Scotland  and 
enlighten  Scotchmen  on  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. He  did  enlighten  them  very  much. 
He  distinctly  explained  to  them  in 
Glasgow  why  it  was  necessary,  as  often 
as  possible,  to  introduce  such  Amend- 
ments as  that  now  before  the  House, 
and  to  press  them  to  a  Division,  and, 
in  fact,  he  disclosed  to  them  his  Plan 
of  Campaign.  The  hon.  Member's 
object  was  no  doubt  a  most  laudable 
one  from  his  point  of  view,  but  it 
was  doubtful  whether  it  would  so  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Members  of  that 
House  and  the  people  of  this  country  at 
large,  as  to  afford  any  real  and  proper 
excuse  for  a  deliberate  waste  of  the  time 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  spoke  at  Glasgow  on  the 
10th  of  December  last,  and  was  reported 
on  the  following  day  in  The  North 
Jirituh  Daily  Mail^  the  organ  of  the 
Separatists  of  the  West  of  Scotland,  and 
the  organ  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  to  have  said — 

«  All  I  know  is  this— and  I  think  that  Dr. 
Cameron  will  bear  me  out — that  we  mean  in  the 
next  Parliament  to  rah  Mr.  Chamberlain's  nose 
in  the  mire.  We  shall  have  Kesolutions,  we 
shall  have  Amendments  every  evening— good, 
sonnd  Radical  Amendments.  Mr.  Chamberlain 
-will  have  to  choose  either  to  vote  for  them  or 
against  them  :  and  it  seems  to  me,  if  we  can 
judge  by  what  he  says  at  present,  that  he  will 
Tote  against  them,  in  which  case  he  will  come 
away  &om  Parliament  as  naked  and  as  ashamed 
as  old  Joseph  of  the  Bible  was  after  his  inter- 
view with  the  wife  of  Potiphar." 

Thus  they  had  seen  that  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  rub  the  nose  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain)  in 
the  mire;  and  with  regard  to  that 
elegant  extract,  he  (Mr.  Hozier)  thought 
there  were  two  questions  which  might 
l>e  fairlv  put  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  senior  Member  for  Northampton. 
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In  the  first  place,  who  was  pointed  at  in 
the  elegant  simile  as  representing  the 
erring  wife  of  Potiphar,  from  whom 
Joseph  of  old  succeeded  in  making  his 
escape ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  did  the 
hon.  Member  pretend  that  the  conduct 
of  Joseph  of  old,  on  the  occasion  referred 
to,  was  in  any  way  blameworthy  ?  That 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  naturally 
excited  the  greatest  enthusiasm  among 
the  Separatists  of  Scotland ;  and  in  The 
North  British  Daily  Mail  there  appeared 
an  article  next  morning,  headed  ''Mr. 
Labouchere's  Speech,"  in  which  it  was 
said  it  was  the  fashion  of  the  superior 
persons  in  politics — of  bigoted  Tories 
and  stolid  Whigs — ^to  affect  to  look  down 
on  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
ohere)  as  being  something  less  than 
a  serious  politician ;  but  they  were  much 
mistaken.  That  politics  might  be  a  game 
of  shuttlecock  with  such  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  but  were 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  an  earnest  pursuit  in  the  course 
of  popular  progress.  After  his  brilliant 
feat  of  oratory  at  Glasgow,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  went  to  Dublin,  and 
need  they  be  surprised  that  the  toast 
of  his  name  at  the  Mansion  House  of 
Dublin  was  received  with  rapturous  ap- 
plause, and  by  the  band  playing  the 
strains  of  **The  Minstrel  Boy?"  He 
(Mr.  Hozier)  had  already  ventured  to 
say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  occupied  an 
almost  unique  position  in  that  House, 
with  regard  to  having  initiated  the  L^ish 
policy  of  those  who  were  called  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  inasmuch  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
had  been  all  along  in  favour  of  such  a 
system  of  Home  Bule  for  Ireland  as 
that  embodied  in  the  Irish  scheme  of 
the  late  Government.  But  it  was  rather 
curious  to  investigate  how  his  lieu- 
tenants, as  he  supposed  they  must  be 
called,  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
came  to  be  converted  to  his  views.  In 
Truths  on  the  6th  of  May  last,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Labouchere)  said — 

**The  Irish  —  Archbishop  Croke  and  his 
clergy  especially — are  gushing  a  good  deal 
over  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  United  Ireland  grows 
quite  eloquent  over  the  manliness  of  Lord 
Spencer.  All  this  is  very  touching  and  amiable, 
but  after  all  truth  is  Uie  first  of  virtues,  and 
truth  compels  me  to  say  that  these  statesmen 
were  converted  to  Home  Rule  by  a  process 
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precisely  similar  to  that  by  which,  in  my  youth, 
I  remember  to  have  been  converted  to  the  Latin 
Grammar.  If  the  Irish  want  to  gush  over 
anybody  they  had  better  gash  over  Messrs. 
Pamell  and  Davitt.  They  held  the  birch,  and 
the  most  that  can  be  said  for  our  British  states- 
men is  that  they  have  taken  it  very  kindly  and 
profited  by  it,  especially  Sir  William  Harcourt.** 

Well,  tliat  being  so,  and  the  lieutenants 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  having  been  con- 
verted to  Home  Bule  in  that  way, 
how  came  it  that  so  many  other 
hon.  Members  of  the  Party  opposite 
were  converted,  and  that  the  late  Oo- 
yernment  obtained  even  such  a  measure 
of  support  as  they  did  receive  in  the 
country  ?  Most  undoubtedly  it  was 
entirely  due  to  the  extraordinary  per- 
sonal influence  and  personal  popularity 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  exerted  in  the 
recent  Election.  If  they  looked  at  the 
political  map  of  Scotland  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  fled  that  while  the  East  of 
Scotland 

Dr.  tanner  (C.  k.  Co.,  Mid): 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Or  lit,  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  wish  to  know  what  t  he  map  of  Scot- 
land has  to  do  with  the  Amendment 
before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  HOZIEH  said,  he  believed  he  was 
in  Order.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  looked  at 
the  map  of  Scotland  coloured  according 
to  the  political  representation  they 
would  find  that  in  the  East  of  Scotland 
the  Home  Bule  representation  predo- 
minated, while  in  the  West  the  con- 
verse was  the  case.  This  might  be  due 
either  to  the  fact  that  the  West  of 
Scotland,  being  nearer  to  Ireland,  was 
in  a  better  position  to  judge  of  the  Irish 
Question,  or  to  the  generally  conceded 
fact  that  the  influence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  far  (greater  in  the  East  than  it  was 
in  the  West.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  with  the  old  proverb,  *'  that  the 
rose  by  any  other  name  will  smell  as 
sweet,"  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  the 
Home  Bule  scheme  would  not  have 
smelt  anything  like  as  sweet  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  name  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister.  Supposing  that  the  Home 
Bule  scheme  had  been  given  to  an 
astonished  world  as  the  joint  produc- 
tion, and  on  the  joint  authority,  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall 
(Mr.  Conybeare).    What  would   have 

Mr.  Hosier 


happened?  It  would  have  been  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  a  gigantic  prac- 
tical joke,  and  would  have  been  laughed 
out  of  the  House.  Why,  marvellous  as 
was  the  magic  of  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  it  was  terribly  handicapped  by 
the  weight  of  the  Home  Bule  scheme. 
Take,  for  example,  his  (Mr.  Hozier's) 
own  constituency — South  Lanarkshire 
— it  bordered  on  Mid  Lothian ;  and  in 
addition  to  that  circumstance  it  had 
two  important  railway  junctions  in  it» 
where,  occasionally,  between  the  snort- 
ings  of  the  railway  engine,  speeches 
were  emitted  instructing  Scotchmen  that 
they  must  do  their  duty.  In  spite  of 
all  the  influence,  however,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  consequently  able  to 
exercise  in  the  constituency,  his  (Mr. 
Hozier's)  opponent  found  himself  oblig^ 
to  drop  the  Home  Bule  scheme,  and  to 
argue  at  his  meetings  that 

'*  the  Bills  are  dead,  are  dead,  are  dead,  and 
a  good  thing  too.  But  you  ought  to  soppoit 
me  because  I  voted  to  keep  these  Bills  aUve, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Biember 
for  Mid  Lothian  wished  me  to  do  so.*' 

Surely  rather  a  curious  line  of  argu- 
ment, but  one  that  certainly  showed  the 
influence  of  the  late  Prime  Minister's 
name,  both  in  a  constituency  and  on  a 
Member.  At  his  opponent's  meetings 
there  were  loud  cheers  for  the  grand 
old  Leader,  but  there  were  few  dieers 
for  the  brand  new  scheme.  Thanks  to 
the  loyal  aid  of  the  Liberal  Unionists 
he  (Mr.  Hozier)  won  the  seat.  He  had 
no  wish  to  call  the  Liberal  TJnionista  bj 
any  better  name  than  "  truly  loyal 
friends,"  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that 
in  his  case  the  friendship  and  co-opera- 
tion would  be  a  life-long  one.  Uih 
doubtedly,  in  that  Constituency,  border- 
ing on  Mid  Lothian  and  subject  to  all  the 
influence  of  the  great  name  of  the  lata 
Prime  Minister,  they  succeeded  in  torn* 
ing  what  had  been  previously  a  minority 
of  1,338  into  a  majority — ^indeed,  practi- 
cally 2,000,  calculating  a  change  in  the 
Irish  vote,  was  changed  into  a  majority 
— not  a  large  majority  indeed,  but  quit** 
large  enough  to  make  his  opponent  a 
Peer  of  the  Realm  and  to  make  him 
(Mr.  llozier)  a  Member  of  the  Houm 
of  Commons.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  warned  the 
Unionists  to  be  on  their  guard  against 
idolatry — to  be  careful  not  to  be  meralj 
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{?oiog  about  and  saying  ''  Groat  is 
Diana  of  tho  Union."  He  trusted  that 
no  great  Party  would  ever  set  up  an 
idol ;  but  if  they  did  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  that  idol  might  be  a  principle 
and  not  a  man.  His  constituency  in 
returning  him  to  Parliament  wished  to 
emphasize  the  fact  that  law  and  order 
must  be  maintained  in  Ireland.  He  was, 
therefore,  glad  to  see,  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  that  there  were  to  be  re- 
forms in  the  legal  procedure.  There 
were  three  parts  of  the  Scotch  Common 
Law  which  might  be  applied  with  advan- 
tage to  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom. The  first  was  the  preliminary  in- 
vestigation before  the  Procurator  Fiscal ; 
the  second,  the  special  jury  system  ;  and 
the  third,  the  change  of  venue.  The 
Scotch  people  happened  to  have  all  this 
extra  amount  of  coercion,  but  who,  he 
asked,  were  the  worse  for  it?  The 
Scotch  were  not  a  down-trodden  race, 
and  did  not  pretend  to  be.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  everybody  would  say 
that  the  sturdy  independence  of  the 
Scottish  race  was  one  of  their  best  and 
greatest  characteristics.  It  might  be 
urged  that  the  law  was  a  foreign  law. 
He  admitted  that  the  law  which  had  to 
be  enforced  was  a  foreign  law  if  they 
meant  by  foreign  law  the  old  Jewish 
law  of  the  Ten  Commandments.  He 
did  not  suppose  anyone  wished  to  en- 
force all  the  Ten  Commandments  by 
penal  enactment,  but  there  were  two 
which  must  be  enforced — the  Sixth  and 
the  Eighth,  '^Thou  shalt  do  no  mur- 
der," and  **  Thou  shalt  not  steal," — in 
Ireland  as  in  any  other  part  of  the 
Queen's  Dominions  in  order  that  there 
might  be  real  and  true  freedom  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  possible  that  his  idea  of 
freedom  in  Ireland  might  be  somewhat 
different  from  the  opinion  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite.  His 
idea  of  freedom  in  Ireland  did  not  mean 
freedom  to  mutilate  cattle,  to  commit 
moonlight  outrages,  and  to  murder ;  his 
idea  of  freedom  was  that  honest  men 
should  be  allowed  to  do  their  duty  in 
that  state  of  life  to  which  they  should 
be  called.  As  to  local  government,  he 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  a  generous 
measure  of  local  self-government  for  Ire- 
land, such  as  might  be  also  applicable 
to  Scotland,  England,  and  Wales,  but 
never  in  his  wildest  moments  did  he 
ever  use  the  blessed  word  ''  simulta- 
neity."   He  had  all  along  been  of  opi- 


nion that  it  was  possible  to  find  much 
truth  in  the  saying,  **  The  more  haste 
the  worse  speed,"  and  that  one  might 
very  easily  *^  Legislate  in  haste  and 
repent  at  leisure."  As  to  the  Land 
Question,  he  was  always  in  favour  of 
single  ownership  in  land.  He  trusted 
that  there  would  be  some  scheme  for 
making  the  tenant  the  proprietor  of 
the  land  which  he  tilled  on  easy  and 
reasonable  terms,  and  those  whom  he 
(Mr.  Hozier)  represented  were  strongly 
of  that  opinion.  In  addressing  his  con- 
stituents he  rarely  failed  to  quote  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain)  on  that  point. 
Speaking  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  9th  of  April  last  year  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'*!  said  I  shall  object  to  any  scheme  that 
involves  the  British  taxpayer  in  excessive  risks. 
Why  is  tho  risk  of  any  scheme  excessive  ?  I 
have  been  myself  an  advocate  of  large  schemes 
in  England  and  Scotland,  intended  by  the  use 
of  pahlic  money  to  turn  a  small  tenant  into  the 
proprietor  of  the  land  that  he  tilled.  I  have  not 
been  unwilling  to  take  the  risk  in  such  a  casoy 
but  what  I  object  to  is  to  take  a  risk  for  what  X 
believe  in  a  short  time  will  bo  a  foreign  country. 
For  an  integral  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  I 
am  prepared  to  take  a  risk ;  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  take  a  risk  in  order  to  promote  what  is, 
in  my  judgment,  a  thinly  veiled  scheme  uf  sepa- 
ration."—(3  Hansard^  [304]  1194). 

They  could  hardly  expect,  however,  that 
any  such  moderate  proposals  as  these 
would  commend  themselves  to  the  servile 
followers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  or  to  the 
followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
but  he  thought  it  was  hardly  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  Unionist  Party  to  try  to 
fulfil  the  aspirations  of  those  who  had 
been  rightly  described  as  marching 
through  rapine  to  the  dismemberment 
of  the  Empire ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand, 
did  he  think  that  the  Unionist  Party 
need  place  much  value  on  the  opinion  of 
those  whose  ideas  of  honour  were  such 
that  it  was  their  chief  delight  to  de- 
nounce as  turncoats  and  traitors  those 
of  their  own  familiar  friends  who  in  the 
summer  of  1886  committed  the  terrible 
crime  of  remaining  constant  to  the  pro- 
mises and  pledges  which  they  gave  in 
the  autumn  of  1885. 

Mr.  JACOB  BEIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.  W.) :  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Hozier),  in  his  desire 
to  refute  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  seemed  to  me 
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to  forget  entirely  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  be- 
lieve, a  Tory  Member  for  one  of  the 
constituencies  of  Scotland.  Scotland  is 
not  accustomed  to  send  a  great  many 
Tory  Members  to  this  House;  and, 
therefore,  not  being  able  to  send  quan- 
tity, it  makes  up  for  it  by  giving  us 
quality.  I  have  listened  with  painful 
interest  to  much  that  has  been  said  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  I  do  not 
believe  anybody  can  know  anything  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland  without  feeling 
that  the  subject  of  Ireland,  especially 
when  it  is  brought  before  this  House,  is 
always  a  painful  subject.  But  I  have 
had  other  feelings  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  I  have  felt  strongly  surprised 
that  England  should  be  so  unwilling  to 
abandon  a  task  for  which  she  has  clearly 
proved  herself  through  generations  to 
be  wholly  incapable — I  mean  the  task 
of  governing  Ireland.  It  is  no  discredit 
to  JSngland  that  she  is  incapable  of 
governing  Ireland.  It  is  a  difficult 
thing  to  govern  one's  <  wn  country.  It 
is  easy  to  make  many  mistakes  in  doing 
that.  But  it  is  much  *aore  difficult  to 
govern  a  country  at  a  «*  istance  from  us, 
whose  character  and  circumstances  we 
know  little  about,  and  whose  condition, 
in  many  respects,  is  wholly  different 
from  our  own.  I  say  it  is  no  discredit 
to  England  to  have  failed.  The  dis- 
credit, if  there  is  discredit,  is  in  her 
determination  to  continue  to  govern 
when  she  knows  she  has  failed — failed 
always— and  is  incapable  of  succeeding. 
The  Irish  are  held  to  be  a  turbulent  and 
a  difficult  people.  I  have  always  found 
them  to  be,  in  Ireland,  about  the  most 
peaceable  people  of  whom  I  know  any- 
thing. They  suffer  at  our  hands  indig- 
nities and  insults  of  an  extraordinary 
character ;  and  any  other  people  but  this 
would  resent  these  insults  and  these 
indignities  with  more  force  than  the 
Irish  bring  to  bear  in  regard  to  them. 
It  has  been  shown  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  we  suppress  meetings  that 
are  called  for  legal  and  needful  pur- 
poses. It  has  been  shown  that  we  tamper 
with  their  juries  in  the  most  dishonour- 
able fashion.  And  everybody  knows 
that  if  there  is  a  man  in  Ireland  some- 
what more  influential,  somewhat  more  re- 
spectable than  his  neighbours,  that  man 
has  been  pounced  upon  by  the  British 
Government  and  put  in  gaol.  I  say  the 
British  Government,  because  all  Parties 
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have  been  in  this  matter,  up  to  this 
period,  very  much  alike.  The  next  per- 
son to  be  put  in  gaol  is  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon). 
I  suppose  everybody  knows  that  the 
Government  can  so  manipulate  the  jury, 
before  which  he  has  to  be  tried,  that 
they  can  pulrthim  in  gaol  if  they  like. 
They  will  nave  to  determine  what  policy 
they  will  pursue — whether  it  is  sater  for 
them  to  give  him  freedom  or  to  keep  him 
in  gaol.  If  his  imprisonment  would  not 
injure  his  health,  I  confess  I  should  not 
object  to  see  the  Government  make  the 
blunder  of  sending  him  to  gaol ;  because 
the  sooner  and  the  more  we  pile  up 
foolish  deeds  in  regard  to  Ireland,  the 
sooner  the  moment  will  come  when  we 
shall  be  enlightened  enough  to  set  her 
free  and  to  g^ve  her  her  own  Grovem- 
ment.  It  was  shown  from  these  Benches, 
and  not  denied,  that  a  Protestant  may 
commit  a  gp*ave  crime,  and  commit  it 
with  impunity.  He  is  tried  by  a  Pro- 
testant jury^-one  that  partakes  of  hia 
prejudices,  his  passions,  and  his  hatreds. 
That  jury  sets  him  free.  But  a  poor 
Galway  peasant  is  heavily  punished  for 
a  slight  offence.  He  is  brought  before 
a  jury  from  which  every  man  of  his  own 
faith  has  been  excluded.  I  should  like 
very  much  to  see  a  packed  jury  in  Eng- 
land, in  order  that  the  English  people 
might  know  what  it  means.  I  should 
like  to  see  a  few  Protestants  in  this 
country  tried  in  certain  cases  by  ex- 
clusively Catholic  juries.  If  that  were 
so,  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  this  oountry 
would  be  opened ;  they  would  see  them- 
selves as  others  see  us.  By  what  nsht 
do  we  govern  Ireland  despotically? — 
because  we  do  govern  her  despotically. 
Ireland  is  under  a  Parliamentary  despot- 
ism. Ireland  sends  100  men  to  thu 
House,  and  before  she  can  get  anjrthin^ 
she  asks  she  is  obliged  to  oonvince 
some  himdreds  of  men  who  know 
little  of  Ireland,  and,  up  to  recont  times, 
have  cared  very  little  about  Ireland.  Bj 
what  right  do  we  govern  Ireland  ?  By 
the  right  of  force.  The  only  Eo^iah- 
speaking  people  in  the  world  whom  we 
govern  by  force  are  the  Irish.  We  have 
abandoned  that  system  in  every  other 
place.  We  tried  it  with  the  United 
States,  and  they  cast  us  off.  We  tried 
it  with  Canada,  and  Canada  would  have 
cast  us  off  if  the  country  had  followed 
the  advice  of  men  who  belonged  to  the 
Party  opposite.  But  we  ceased  to  goretm 
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Canada  by  force,  and  from  that  moment 
Canada  has  been  united  to  this  oountrj 
and  is  a  close  friend  of  this  country. 
We  govern  Ireland  by  force,  and  we 
have  lost  Ireland — temporarily  we  have 
lost  her.  I  believe  we  can  regain  her, 
and  that  Ireland  may  become  a  source 
of  strength  to  this  country.  Is  she  not 
at  present  a  great  weakness?  What 
does  she  do  to  assist  us  ?  Financially 
she  does  nothing.  Does  she  assist  our 
Army  or  our  Navy  ?  We  keep  30,000 
bayonets  in  Ireland  in  order  to  control 
the  people.  I  say  we  have  lost  Ireland, 
as  we  lost  the  United  states ;  and  the 
only  way  to  regain  Ireland  is  to  do  that 
for  her  which  we  have  done  to  every 
Enelish-speaking  people  in  every  part 
of  the  world.  I  would  like  to  make  one 
or  two  very  brief  remarks  on  the  ques- 
tion of  evictions  and  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  evictions  that  have  recently 
taken  place  have  been,  I  believe,  per- 
fectly legal  transactions.  I  imagine 
those  who  have  evicted  their  tenants 
were  within  their  legal  rights.  But  no 
one  will  dispute  that  these  acts  were 
acts  of  cruelty.  No  one  will  dispute 
that  they  have  damaged  the  reputation 
of  England  throughout  the  world.  If  I 
had  tenants  to  evict — poor,  miserable, 
defenceless  men  and  women  and  children 
— ^I  would  at  least  make  one  concession 
to  them.  I  would  choose  the  time  of 
eviction  in  June  instead  of  January. 
By  so  doing  I  should  have  at  least  the 
poor  consolation  that  I  was  saving  the 
old  and  the  young,  the  half-dad,  and 
the  miserably  feeble  from  mortal  suffer- 
ing. The  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Sossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  made  a  speech  the  other  day 
in  Newcastle,  and  I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  he  endeavoured  to  defend 
these  evictions,  so  far,  at  least,  as  to  say 
they  were  not  more  cruel  or  more  objec- 
tionable than  evictions  that  take  place 
regularly  in  our  towns.  Well,  if  that 
was  the  only  defence  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  to  give,  it  would  have  been 
wiser  to  have  passed  the  subject  over  in 
Bilenoe.  What  is  the  difference?  In 
our  towns,  indeed,  poor  people  are  made 
to  leave  their  houses  or  their  rooms  if 
they  do  not  pay  their  rents ;  but  that 
class  of  persons  in  our  towns  are  migra- 
tory to  the  last  degree.  Instead  of  being 
driven  out  of  the  house  because  they 
cannot  pay  their  rent,  they  leave  the 
house  by  stealth  to  avoid  paying  it. 


Even  where  cases  of  cruelty  occur — 
and  it  may  be  quite  possible  they  do — 
yet  evicting  a  tenant  in  Manchester  or 
London  is  certainly  not  a  sentence  of 
death.  But  the  Irishman  who  is  evicted 
is  very  often  driven  from  the  cabin 
which  he  has  built.  He  may  have  been 
bom  there;  he  may  have  lived  there 
long  years.  His  eviction  is  a  more 
serious  matter  to  him  than  eviction  is  to 
the  people  to  whom  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred. Now,  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
said  to  be  a  scandalous  thing,  and  I  be- 
lieve those  who  are  most  shocked  at  it 
are  lawyers.  There  is,  to  my  mind, 
something  more  scandalous  in  Ireland 
than  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and  it  is 
this — that  there  is  no  tribunal  before 
which  two  men,  each  having  an  interest 
in  the  same  property,  may  both  go  and 
have  their  differences  settled,  and  that, 
under  the  present  system,  the  stronger 
of  the  two  claims  to  have  the  right  to 
eject  the  weaker,  and  to  deprive  him  of 
that  which  belongs  to  him.  That,  to  my 
mind,  is  the  greatest  scandal.  I  believe 
it  is  admitted  that  the  objects,  at  least, 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  are  good.  I 
believe  it  is  admitted  that  the  results 
generally  have  been  good.  The  results, 
too,  have  been  greater  than  have  been 
indicated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  It  is  not  merely  those  to  whom 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  applied  who 
have  got  the  benefit.  The  benefit  ex- 
tends much  further;  because  in  many 
cases,  in  order  to  avoid  the  application 
of  the  Plan  to  their  estates,  men  have 
made  reasonable  concessions  of  rent.  I 
do  not  blame  the  Irish  Leaders  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  It  would  have  been 
to  me  an  extraordinary  thing  if  nobody 
in  Ireland  had  stepped  forward  at  such 
a  moment,  and  endeavoured  to  rescue 
the  wretched  tenant  from  the  fate  im- 
pending over  him.  In  1881  we  passed 
a  great  Land  Act.  It  was  a  revolu- 
tionary Act.  It  was  a  tremendous  inno- 
vation. Why  did  we  do  it?  It  was 
owing  to  the  circumstances  of  the  time 
and  the  pressure  upon  the  tenants.  It 
is  asserted  by  men  who  understand  the 
question  well  that  the  pressure  upon  the 
tenants  owing  to  the  fall  in  prices  has 
been  as  great  last  year  as  in  1881.  That 
being  so,  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Irish 
Leaders  to  come  forward  to  do  some- 
thing to  rescue  these  poor  tenants.  Now, 
is  the  Plan  illegal  ?    The  lawyers  tell 
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us  that  it  is ;  but  surely  it  is  reasonable 
to  wait  till  we  know  exactly  what  the 
Plan  is,  and  what  means  have  been  used 
for  carrying  it  out.  All  this  we  shall 
know  when  it  comes  before  the  Court  in 
Ireland.  It  is  not  surprising  that  the 
Irish  people  look  upon  it  with  confi- 
dence. It  has  the  support  and  sanction 
of  the  highest  ecclesiastic  in  the  Church 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  has  been  closely 
associated  with  the  name  of  a  Member 
of  this  House,  a  man  whose  character 
stands  as  high  as  that  of  any  Member 
of  this  House  —  a  man  whose  moral 
sense,  whose  sense  of  justice,  I  under- 
take to  say,  is  as  fine  as  that  which  is  to 
be  found  on  any  one  of  the  Benches  of 
this  House — I  mean  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  nillon).  ^  But,  »ir, 
even  when  the  law  is  broken  in  Ireland, 
in  my  opinion,  it  is  not  the  same  thing 
as  when  the  law  is  broken  in  England. 
I  hold  that  there  is  an  important  differ- 
ence. There  is  a  difference,  in  my  mind, 
which  no  one  can  eradicate.  When 
a  law  is  not  observed  in  England  there 
is  this  to  be  said  about  it — that  the 
person  who  is  guilty  of  infraction  of  the 
law  is  disobeying  an  English  law — a  law 
made  by  his  own  people,  a  law  made  by 
those  who  understand  the  country  and 
its  wants.  When  an  Irishman  breaks 
the  law  he  is  not  breaking  an  Irish  law 
probably— he  is  breaking  a  law  which, 
if  I  may  quote  the  language  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain),  is 
the  law  of  a  foreign  country.  It  comes 
from  a  place  where  Ireland  is  not  known 
or  understood,  and  it  may  be  a  law  en- 
tirely inapplicable  to  the  country.  But 
I  ag^ee  with  those  who  maintain  that 
disobedience  to  the  law  is  a  serious  thing, 
and  ought  to  be  put  down.  But  how 
should  it  be  put  down  ?  Hon.  Members 
opposite  have  got  a  plan.  It  is  a  plan 
that  has  been  tried  a  hundred  times,  and 
a  hundred  times  it  has  failed.  We  have 
got  a  plan — we,  the  servile  followers  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian — we  have  got  a  plan, 
and  it  has  been  adopted  by  the  English 
Liberals,  not  because  it  was  given  to 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  great 
as  his  authority  has  been,  but  it  was 
adopted  by  the  English  Liberals  because 
it  was  believed  to  be  in  harmony  with 
the  traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
with  their  highest  principles.  We  say, 
put  down   infraction  of    the  law,    but 

J/r.  Jacob  Bright 


do  it  by  letting  Ireland  have  Irish  law. 
Take  that  plan,  and  there  will  be  the 
same  obedience  to  law  in  Ireland  as 
in  England.  I  believe  the  time  is  ap- 
proaching when  Ireland  will  make  her 
own  laws.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),  in  the  last  speech  he  made  in 
this  House,  said  the  battle  of  the  Union 
— I  suppose  he  meant  the  Legislative 
Union — is  over  in  Ireland,  but  that  it 
has  to  be  fought  in  England.  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord.  I  think  the  battle 
is  over  in  Ireland.  When  five-sixths  of 
the  Irish  Hepresentatives  come  to  this 
House  to  declare  against  a  Legislative 
Union,  they  have  done  nearly  all  that  is 
in  their  power  to  do.  But  the  battle 
has  yet  to  be  fought  in  England ;  and  it 
is  being  fought  out,  I  believe,  with  sac- 
cess  in  England.  The  character  of  the 
meeting^  tells  for  something.  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  in  Lancashire  (Sir  Henry 
James)  was  present  the  other  day  at 
a  meeting  in  Manchester.  They  very 
modestly  took  a  small  room.  They  did 
not  expect  to  require  more  than  a  small 
room.  But  I  have  seen — and  where  I 
have  not  seen  I  have  read  accounts  of — 
meetings  in  Manchester  held  in  the  Free 
Trade  Hall  and  the  St.  James's  Hall, 
two  of  the  largest  buildings  in  that 
town,  and  two  among  the  largest  halla 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  I  have  eeen 
these  halls  crowded  by  enthusiastic  audi- 
ences asking  that  the  principle  might  be 
established  that  every  people  may  have 
its  own  Gbvemment.  Now,  in  fighting 
this  battle  in  England  to  whiw  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  I  think  the  Unionists 
are  at  a  considerable  disadvantage.  Take 
their  speeches.  The  noble  Marquees 
the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  will  exonse  me  for 
saying  that  I  think  some  of  his  speeches 
on  this  question  have  had  a  melancholy 
character.  Take  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  His 
propositions  are  so  conflicting,  so  vafy* 
ing,  that  they  do  not  really  attmct 
the  public  attention,  and  they  do  no- 
thing to  command  popular  eonvietkin. 
But  when  the  policy  of  the  ri^it  hos. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
is  placed  before  the  people,  it  is  a  desr 
policy  which  every  man  understaiids  ; 
and  when  I  say  every  man,  I  mean  lar^ge 
numbers  of  men,  and  an  inereaflingnum- 
bor  of  men  every  day.    The  noble  Lard 
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the  Member  for  South  Paddington  Baid 
the  Tory  Party  was  leaoing   upon   a 
crutch.    If  I  had  the  honour  to  sit  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  I  should  not 
care  anything  about  a  charge  like  that, 
provided  always  that  the  crutch  was  a 
sound  one.    I  have  known  a  crutch — a 
sound  crutch — to  out-last  a  natural  limb. 
But  what  is  this  crutch  on  which  the 
Tory  Party  leans  ?  Why,  it  is  made  up, 
we  all  know,  of  very  different  materiid, 
and  material  very  badly  put  together. 
It  is  a  crutch  which  will  fail  in  use ;  and 
I  think  there  are  indications  in  the  last 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hossendale  that  show  he  has 
some  uneasiness  as  to  how  long  the 
crutch  will  hold  together.   But  if  I  were 
an  advocate  of  the  Legislative  Union 
between  the  two  countries,  what  would 
most  alarm  me  would  be  the  fact  that 
the  case  now  rests  upon  the  Tory  Party. 
Whatever  rests  upon  the  Tory  Party 
never  rests  long.    Why,  in  the  great 
contested  questions  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, when  the  Tory  Party  has  taken 
up  a  position  with  all  the  appearance  of 
courage  it  shows  now  in  taking  up  its 
position  on  this  question,  it  has  invari- 
ably been  dislodged  from  that  position. 
The  political  gains  of  the  United  King- 
dom have  always  been  the  losses  of  the 
Tory  Party.     Unless,  for  the  first  time 
in  tibis  century,  the  Tories  shall  be  found 
to  be  right  upon  a  K^^eat  national  ques- 
tion and  the  Liberfds  wrong,  it  will  not 
be  very  long    before    the    Legislative 
Union  will  cease.    But  there  is  another 
fortunate  indication  for  us — it  is  that 
the  Liberal  newspaper  Press  throughout 
the  Kingdom,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
is  in  favour  of  giving  to  Ireland  her 
freedom.    The  newspaper  Press  of  Lon- 
don, true  to  its  character,  takes  the  Tory 
side.    Look  at  The  Times.    Well,  it  is  a 
happy  thing  for  us  that  The  Times  writes 
as  it  does,  because  I  have  always  seen 
that  when  The  Times  has  zealously  and 
passionately  advocated  a  cause  before 
the  country,  it  has  always  been  on  the 
losing  side  in  the  end.     It  defended 
the  Bread  Tax;  it  advocated  the  en- 
deavour to   establish  a  Slave   Empire 
in  America  ;  it  defended  the  taxes  on 
Imowledge.    I  might  go  on  repeating 
ad  infinitum  the  cases,  the  bad  cases, 
"which  The  Times  has  taken  up  and  ener- 
getically advocated.    If  I  were  at  the 
end  of  the  earth,  and  knew  that  a  great 
contest  was  taking  place  in  the  United 


Kingdom,  I  should  only  have  to  ask 
what  side  The  Times  was  taking  to  know 
absolutely  what  would  be  the  final  re- 
sult. Those  who  do  not  want  to  go 
back  to  the  Heptarchy  ought  to  be  in 
favour  of  Home  Rule.  It  is  the  Home 
Eule  principle,  and  that  alone,  which 
enables  great  Empires  to  hold  together. 
Give  up  the  Home  Bule  principle  and 
the  British  Empire  would  dissolve.  You 
would  have  the  disruption  that  is  so 
often  talked  about.  Tne  United  States 
could  not  exist  without  that  principle, 
nor  Canada,  nor  some  of  the  States  of 
Europe.  We  hear  a  good  deal  now 
about  the  possibility  of  Continental  war ; 
and  there  is  some  anxiety  in  this  coun- 
try that  our  Fleets  and  Armies  should 
be  in  good  condition.  I  sometimes  think 
the  best  preparation  for  war  is  a  united 
people.  And  when  I  remember  that  20 
men  out  of  every  100  in  our  compara- 
tively small  Army  are  employed  in  keep- 
ing down  Ireland,  I  am  inclined  to 
question  the  wisdom  of  the  statesman- 
ship of  this  country.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain),  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Eossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
have  all  shown  great  alarm  as  to  the 
possible  disruption  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. Now,  do  they  believe  in  those 
alarms,  or  are  they  merely  simulating? 
They  do  not  act  as  if  they  believed  in 
them.  If  they  believe  that  at  the  next 
General  Election  there  is  some  reason- 
able chance  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  may  be  brought  back 
to  power,  and  that  his  return  to  power 
would  be  followed  by  the  disruption  of 
the  Empire,  surely  they  would  spend 
their  days  and  nights  in  instructing  the 
British  people,  in  order  that  they  might 
avoid  so  terrible  a  calamity.  But  what 
happens?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  goes 
and  suns  himself  in  the  Mediterranean, 
leaving  everything  here  in  the  dangerous 
condition  which  he  says  exists.  I 
do  not  know  —  it  may  be  possible  he 
went  to  study  the  condition  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  Seeing  that  it  has  been 
subjected  to  so  many  disruptions,  he 
may  want  to  know  what  the  disruption 
of  an  Empire  meant.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Bossendale  goes 
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over  to  Bome.  Well,  it  is  a  delightful 
place.  When  I  was  banished  from  this 
House  in  the  last  Parliament  I  also 
went  to  Bome,  and  enjoyed  it  very 
much.  But  the  noble  Marquess  said 
the  other  day  he  was  wanted  to  act  as 
a  guard  at  home,  and  he  laid  special 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  he  would  be 
here  to  keep  charge.  He  took  with  him 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  oppo- 
site me  (Mr.  Ohaplin),  who  also  ought 
to  have  been  doing  something  here  to 
prevent  the  people  going  over  that 
frightful  chasm  of  which  they  speak 
whenever  they  make  speeches  on  this 
subject.  I  believe  these  Gentlemen  to 
whom  I  have  referred  will  live  to  see 
the  measure  passed  which  they  appear 
to  regard  with  so  much  alarm ;  and  I 
believe  they  will  live  to  acknowledge 
that  all  those  predictions  of  evils  have 
followed  the  fate  of  all  the  predictions 
that  have  ever  accompanied  the  passing 
of  great  legislative  measures  in  this 
House. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  Sir,  anyone  listening  to  this 
debate  might  suppose  that  we  were 
still  engaged  in  the  debate  of  last  sum- 
mer. But  the  second  stage  of  the  Home 
Bule  controversy  is  now  reached.  Since 
last  summer  the  country  has,  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  pronounced  a  con- 
demnation on  the  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and 
the  Government  are  boimd  to  acquiesce 
in  that  decision.  The  country  has  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  Legislative  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  yet  speeches  are 
now  being  made  which  are  practically 
appeals  for  the  Bepeal  of  that  Union. 
It  was  not  incompetent  for  an  associa- 
tion in  Ireland  to  assert  that  certain 
laws  of  the  country  should  not  be  obeyed, 
and  that  certain  rights  should  not  be 
enforced.  I  cannot  but  feel  regret  at 
certain  observations  that  fell  this  even- 
ing from  one  whom  I  much  respect.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  made 
some  remarks  in  regard  to  social  dis- 
order in  Ireland  which  .were  of  a  very 
dangerous  character.  The  justification 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  for 
Home  Bule  was  the  necessity  of  restoring 
social  order  in  Ireland,  and  ho  pointed 
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out  the  difficulty  that  there  existed  in 
getting  juries  to  convict  in  cases  of 
agrarian  crime.  Yet  this  evening  the 
House  has  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle  a 
kind  of  condemnation  which  was  really 
a  justification  and  palliation  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  which  has  been  decided 
by  the  Judges  of  the  land  to  be  illegal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  remarked 
that  two  things  could  be  said  in  favour 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign — ^that  it  pro- 
duced no  substantial  injustice,  and  that 
it  was  better  to  have  a  combination  of 
this  kind  than  murder  and  secret  crime ; 
but  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
any  inquiries  which  convinced  himself 
that  no  injustice  is  done  by  this  Plan  of 
Campaign  ?  Does  he  know  anything  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  adopted  on  the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  s  estate?  But 
where  is  combination  of  this  kind  to 
stop  ?  Are  the  Executive  to  permit  any 
combination  of  men  to  set  aside  the 
decrees  of  the  Courts  of  the  country  ? 
If  so,  the  supremacy  of  Parliament  and 
the  authority  of  the  Government  are  at 
an  end.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  laid  stress  on 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  was  rejected.  Bat  he 
scarcely  represented  the  circumstances 
under  which  that  Bill  was  brought  for- 
ward with  correctness.  At  first  uie  bon. 
Member  for  Cork  suggested  that  three- 
fourths,  then  two-thirds,  and  then  one- 
half  of  the  rent  should  be  paid  under 
the  BiU,  80  as  to  entitle  the  tenant  to  a 
compulsory  credit  and  a  stay  of  pro- 
ceedings against  him.  The  Government 
resisted  it  as  unfair  and  unnecessary, 
and  calculated  to  jeopardize  the  reeovexy 
of  the  other  half  of  the  year's  rent.  No 
doubt  there  has  been  a  fall  in  prices  and  a 
strain  upon  the  tenants ;  but,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire* 
land,  during  the  month  of  October, 
after  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  reiiti 
were  fairly  well  paid  all  over  IrelAnd 
until  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  started. 
The  speeches  which  have  oeen  deUvand 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  in  IrslAad 
plainly  show  that  this  l^lan  of  Campaign 
was  primarily  intended  to  be  need  as  a 
political  instrument.  If  there  was  soeh 
a  crisis  among  the  tenants  as  to  requirs 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  how  is  it  that 
the  fact  was  altogether  unknown  to  tbe 
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trusted  Leader  of  the  Nationalist  Party, 
who  so  late  as  the  22iid  of  December 
last  stated  that  he  did  not  propose  to 
express  any  opinion,  as  he  had  not  been 
consulted  with  regard  to  it  ?    Is  it  not 
manifest  that  the  non.  Member  for  Cork 
has  held  aloof  on  purpose,  because  it 
was  seen  that  this  was  a  very  question- 
able and  dangerous  move,  and  because 
it  was  desired  to  preserve  the  appear- 
ance of  strict  Constitutionalism  ?    Only 
a  very  limited   number  of  the  Party 
have  thought  it  well  to  take  an  open 
part  in  the  agitation,  and  certainly  some 
of  the  most  prominent  Members  of  the 
troupe  have  not  performed  at  aU.    That 
is  one  of  the  circumstances  which  in- 
duces me  to  believe  that  the  alleged 
danger  of  the  situation  caused  by  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  has  been,  to  some  extent,  ex- 
aggerated.    On  the  25th  of  January  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Eedmond),  addressing  a  meeting 
in  the  County  Tipperary,  said  that  he 
"had  told  their  kinsmen  at  Chicago 
that  the  very  laws  of  Nature  themselves 
would  prevent  the  possibility  of  a  peace- 
ful winter  in  Ireland."    That  statement 
or  prophecy  was  made  in  the  month  of 
August,   before  the  Bill  of   the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  introduced,  and 
before  it  could  be  known  what  the  fate 
of  that  Bill  would  be,  or  what  would  be 
the  nature  of   the  reforms  proposed; 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  some 
of  the  unkind  feeUng  which  has  sprung 
up  between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ire- 
land is  owing  to  the  language  of  warfare 
which  has  been  used  in  this  question. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  in  addressing    a    meeting  at 
Killorglin,  explained  to  those  present 
that  there  were  men  in  Ireland  who 
are  well  able  to  pay  their  rents,  but 
who  would  not  pay  because  he  told  them 
not  to  do  80. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  did  not 
say  "  well  able."  I  said  they  wore  able 
to  pay,  but  would  not  because  I  told 
them  not  to  do  so. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  They  were  able  to  pay, 
but  would  not,  because  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber told  them  not  to  do  so.  This  cer- 
tainly goes  to  show  that  there  was  a 
feeling  of  expectation  on  the  part  of 
several,  at  least,  of  the  Irish  Members, 
that  social  disorder  and  trouble  might 
spring  up  in  Ireland  in  the  coming  winter, 
and    that    this    disorder   and    trouble 


would  not  be  altogether  unfavourable  to 
Home  Bule.  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  to  say,  on  the 
previous  night,  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  not  pressed  by  him,  or  by 
other  Members  of  the  Party,  on  the 
tenants,  but  that  the  tenants  first  com- 
bined, and  then  came  to  him  to  obtain 
advice  and  assistance.  This,  however, 
does  not  ag^ee  with  the  speeches  which 
the  hon.  Member  and  others  of  the 
Party  have  made  in  Ireland,  for  they 
had  over  and  over  again  directly  urged 
the  tenants  to  adopt  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. I  wan  surprised  to  hear  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  give  utterance  to  such  a 
doubtful  note  in  reference  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  One  of  the  circumstances 
which  has  led  to  difficulty  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  time  is  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  are  preach- 
ing a  doctrine  as  to  juries,  which  is 
absolutely  subversive  of  all  Constitu- 
tional law.  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site thinks,  obviously,  that  the  jurors  lay 
down  the  law.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
an  emphatic  principle  of  our  law  that 
both  what  is  legal  and  what  is  illegal 
must  be  decided  not  by  debates  in  this 
House,  or  by  the  verdicts  of  juries,  but 
by  the  Courts  of  the  land ;  and  if  they 
do  not  ascertain  and  lay  down  the  law, 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  upon  what  the 
Constitution  rests.  The  practice  is  for 
juries  to  accept  the  law  from  the  Judge ; 
but  if  it  is  to  be  laid  down,  as  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  that  juries  are  not  to 
be  guided  in  the  law  by  the  Judges,  but 
are  to  find  verdicts  even  against  the  law 
as  interpreted  by  the  Judge,  the  result 
will  certainly  be  disastrous  to  the  cause 
of  law  and  order  in  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
said  to-night  that  much  of  the  unpopu- 
larity attending  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  the  Executive  in  Ireland  is 
occasioned  by  the  predominance  of  Law 
Officers.  He  said  that  one  of  the  cir- 
cumstances which  made  the  high-souled 
people  of  Ireland  recalcitrate  and  kick 
was  that  they  were  bullied,  lectured, 
and  dominated  bv  lawyers.  In  order  to 
avoid  that  difficulty  the  Government,  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Member,  came  into  this  House  and  en- 
deavoured to  govern  Ireland  without  any 
Law  Officers  at  all.  Now,  is  it  sur- 
prising that  the  delicate  and  tender 
susceptibilities  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  should  be  ruffled  by  the 
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odious  presence  of  men  wlio  may  have 
to  prosecute  them  on  a  subsequent  occa- 
sion? [An  hon.  Member:  Emigrate 
them.]  I  have  called  attention  to  the 
active  part  taken  by  a  select  number  of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Irish  Party  in  recom- 
mending and  pressing  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  I  am  not  quite  certain  whe- 
ther that  Plan  had  not  something  to  do 
with  the  unfortunate  incidents  which 
have  occurred  at  Glenbeigh.  [**  No  ! "] 
I  will  tell  hon.  Members  opposite  why  it 
is  I  say  this.  I  have  a  very  accurate 
memory,  and  I  remember  reading  a 
statement  in  The  Freeman^ b  Journal  that 
a  flag  was  exhibited  at  Glenbeigh,  and 
that  on  that  flag  were  inscribed  the 
words  **The  Plan  of  Campaign." 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man will  allow  me  to  say 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order!  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  in  possession 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  The  view  taken  by 
Judge  Curran  in  the  letter  which  he 
wrote  to  the  Bishop  of  Killarney,  and 
which  has  been  published,  is  a  view 
which  many  Members  will  adopt.  He 
said — 

*'I  believe  that  the  poor  Glenbeigh  tenants 
are  sacrificed  to  keep  alive  the  agitation  in 
Kerry." 

That  was  the  view  of  Judge  Carran,  who 
did  his  best  to  protect  the  tenants  from 
excited  and  suicidal  counsels  when  he 
brought  about  an  agreement  which  was 
favourable  to  them  and  merciful  beyond 
example.  But  that  agreement  was  broken 
through,  and  became  useless.  Now,  as 
to  the  administration  of  justice  and  juries 
in  Ireland,  of  which  we  have  heard  a 
good  deal.  I  recollect,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  in  the 
Home  Rule  speech  which  he  delivered 
in  April  last,  distinctly  put  before  the 
House  that,  from  the  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstances which  existed  in  Ireland,  it 
was  hard  to  get  juries  to  do  their  duty, 
though  we  all  know  that  they  are  sworn 
to  do  it  upon  the  evidence.  We  know 
that  evil  influences  do  exist,  and  even 
when  juries  are  fair  and  are  willing  to 
do  justice  between  man  and  man,  with- 
out affection  or  partiality,  in  many  cases, 
owing  to  commercial  pressure,  and  owing 
to  intimidation,  they  do  not  dare  to  do 
their  duty.  In  these  circumstances,  it 
was  the  duty  of  evoryona  who  conducted 
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Crown  prosecutions  in  Ireland — and  it 
has  been  the  duty  of  the  Government  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary — when 
a  jury  was  impanelled,  to  see  that  men 
were  selected  who  were  independent  and 
fearless,  and  not  men  who  had  made  up 
their  minds  on  one  side  or  the  other.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  appeared  to  me  to-night  to 
convey  that  there  is  something  new,  and 
something  dangerous  and  unjustifiable 
in  what  has  been  done  by  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  in  Ireland,  since 
they  have  succeeded  to  Office.  What 
has  been  done  by  them  was  done  also 
by  the  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary will  recollect  that  in  the  powerfol 
State  paper  issued  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  before  the  election 
in  the  summer  of  1885,  one  of  the 
weightiest  charges  which  he  bron^t 
against  the  late  Prime  Minister  was  the 
great  jury-packing  which  had  prevailed 
under  his  Administration.  [Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor:  Hear,  hear!]  I  see  that 
the  hon.  Member  cheers  that  statement, 
so  that  I  am  perfectly  accurate  in  my 
recollection. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  It  is  always  done. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  The  difficulty  is  one 
which  must  be  faced ;  there  is  no  use  in 
the  Crown  putting  prisoners  upon  their 
trial  before  a  jury  who  have  determined. 
per  fas  aut  nefas,  to  acquit,  or  who  will 
not  fearlessly  resist  external  influences. 
But  with  respect  to  the  alleged  jurj- 
packing  at  Sligo,  I  would  call  attention 
to  some  of  the  articles  in  the  news- 
papers. I  do  not  know  whether  boa. 
Members  have  heard  of  an  article  in 
United  Ireland  called  "Jurora  npon 
their  Trial."  Shortly  before  the  8U^ 
Assizes  it  was  boldly  and  distinetlj  hud 
down  that  the  prisoners  then  in  ga^ 
were  innocent  men,  who  ought  to  be  ae» 
quitted,  and  whose  conviction  would  be 
regarded  as  an  outrage  upon  the  people. 
And  actually  in  one  of  the  artiolea  tifere 
was  an*|  intimation  that  the  names  of 
jurors  who  acted  in  a  narticular  wmy 
would  be  published  and  held  up  to 
public  odium.  That  was  too  much  ap- 
parently for  a  Home  Ruler  of  the  n^ue 
of  Rollestone,  who  wrote  a  letter  oa  thr 
subject  to  United  Ireland.    In  reply  to 
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it,  tbo  editor  wrote  this  note  by  way  of 
comment — 

'*In  a  self -governed  Ireland  it  would,  of 
course,  be  intolerable  that  men  should  not  be 
allowed  to  differ  in  the  jury  box  and  every- 
where else.  But  in  the  state  of  chaotic  rule  to 
which  Ireland  is  reduced  everyone  that  is  not 
with  us  is  against  us,  and  must  expect  to  be 
dealt  with  accordingly.  That  is  not  liberty, 
but  it  is  the  way  of  winning  it — the  only  way 
in  our  power." 

It  is  said  that  the  Sligo  verdicts  were 
not   just    and  righteous  verdicts.      Is 
there  anyone  who  professes  any  know- 
ledge of  law,  and  who  knows  the  facts 
that  were  proved  in  these  cases,  who 
will  say  that  the  verdicts  were  not  just 
and  righteous  verdicts?    The  accused 
men  had  occupied  a  house  by  force,  and 
they  resisted  the  police  by  pouring  hot 
water  and  lime  upon  them,  and  at  length 
it  was  found  necessary  to  bring  up  a  siege 
train  in  order  to  enable  the  police  to 
force  their  way  in.     No  matter  what  the 
moral  guilt  of  the  accused  was — I  am 
not  going  to  refer  to  that  now — but  can 
there  be  the  slightest  doubt  of  their 
legal  criminality?     The  learned    and 
eminent  Judge  who  tried  the  case,  and 
who  has  often  received  the  encomiums 
of  hon.  Members  opposite — Chief  Baron 
Palles — fully  approved  of  the  verdict 
which  the  jury  returned,  and  said  that 
it  was  the  only  one  that  an  upright  and 
conscientious  jury  could  give.     To  show 
what  has  been  the  result  of  a  consider- 
able "  stand  aside  "  in  some  cases,  where 
the  jury  has  consisted  entirely  of  Pro- 
testants— to  show  the  impartiality  and 
fairness  with  which  the  juries  have  acted 
— I  may  say  that  all  the  accused  have 
not  been  ^convicted.      Tully  was  tried 
by  a  jury  who  were  all  Protestants,  and 
he  was    not  convicted;    and  in   other 
cases  there  were  disagreements.  \_Ironical 
Some  Rule  cheers,!     Hon.  Members  op- 
posite below  the  Gangway  do  not  appear 
to  understand  the  point  of  my  observa- 
tions.   The  suggestion,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  that  the  Crown  has  selected  the 
juries  in  order  to  obtain  convictions. 
[Mome  Rule  cries  of  **Hear,   hear!"] 
xes  ;  but  the  juries  which  it  is  alleged 
have  been  selected  did  not  convict — 
they  acquitted  many  prisoners,  and  re- 
commended others  to  mercy.    I  am  not 
going  to-night  at  length  to  justify  what 
has  been  done  in  Sligo,  because  I  be- 
lieve that  matter  will  be  brought  before 
the  House  on  another  occasion ;  but  I 
will  say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the  occur- 


rence at  Tyrone  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  referred. 
The  hon.  Member  asserted  that,  in  a 
case  where  the  prisoner  was  charged 
with  the  murder  of  a  policeman  or  of  a 
soldier,  the  jury  did  not  do  their  duty. 
I  was  not  concerned  in  the  case  myself ; 
I  was  at  Cork  at  the  time.  But  the 
hon.  Member  was  wrong  in  saying  that, 
in  that  case,  there  was  no  *'  stand  aside," 
because  there  was  a  stand  aside.  The 
jury  at  the  Tyrone  Assizes,  who  havo 
received  the  encomium  of  the  Judge  for 
having  convicted  fearlessly  in  all  the 
cases  up  to  this  particular  trial,  did  not 
in  this  case  follow  the  charge  of  the 
learned  Judge,  who  directed  that  the 
prisoner  was  guilty  of  a  legal  murder. 
The  jury  considered  that  the  circum- 
stances  showed  that  the  offence  was 
committed  in  hot  blood,  and  they  were 
anxious  to  bring  in  a  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter. Neither  did  they  acquit  the 
prisoner,  but  they  disagreed. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  misrepresent- 
ing what  I  said.  What  I  said  was  that 
in  Sligo,  whereas  the  Crown  exercised 
its  power  of  ordering  jurors  to  stand 
aside,  to  the  extent  of  setting  aside 
about  20  or  30  Catholic  jurors,  and  by 
that  means  securing  a  jury  of  Pro- 
testants in  the  North  of  Ireland,  they 
did  not  exercise  that  power  of  ordering 
jurors  to  stand  aside,  as  against  the 
Protestants,  but  allowed  an  Orangeman 
to  try  an  Orangeman. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  In  all  the  cases  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  to  which  I  have 
referred,  verdicts  were  found  in  accord- 
ance with  the  summing  up  of  the  learned 
Judge,  except  in  the  particular  case  of 
this  murder.  The  hon.  Member  has 
complained  of  the  change  of  venue  in  the 
case  of  *'  The  Queen  v,  Dillon."  I  will 
make  no  observation  on  that  case  for 
obvious  reasons.  It  is  not  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  discuss  the  wisdom  of 
the  action  of  the  Crown  in  a  pending 
prosecution ;  and  I  have  no  desire  to 
turn  the  House  of  Commons  into  a 
Court  of  Appeal  to  re-try  the  case.  But 
this  I  will  say — ^that  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  the  change  of  venue 
was  obtained  is  not  an  obsolete  Act,  but 
an  Act  which  applies  equally  to  England 
as  to  Ireland,  and  was  passed  for  Ire- 
land in  order  to  assimilate  the  Irish  to 
the  English  law.  It  was  put  in  force 
at  least  six  months  ago  in  tho  Dublin 
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Commission  Court,  on  which  occasion 
the  venue  of  a  case  which  had  been  sent 
for  trial  in  the  City  of  Dublin  was 
changed'  to  the  County  of  DubHn.  [An 
hon.  Member:  What  case?]  It  was 
the  York  Street  case.  There  was  an- 
other charge  made  against  the  Oovem- 
ment  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo— namely,  that  there  was  unneces- 
sary delay  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  in 
obtaining  a  declaration  by  a  Court  of  Law 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  illegal ; 
but  that  is  a  curious  complaint  to  come 
from  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
for  the  simple  reason  that,  ever  since 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  declared  to 
be  illegal,  they  have  persistently  defied 
the  Court.  ["No!"]  I  say  **Yes." 
The  language  which  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  have  been  using 
throughout  the  country  is  that  the  jury 
must  decide  the  question  of  law ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  after 
denouncing  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  went  on  to  assert  that, 
in  apostolic  succession  to  other  Judges  in 
error,  Judge  Fitzgerald  was  altogether 
in  error  m  the  judgment  which  he 
gave.  The  course  pursued  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  has  caused  grave  mischief 
and  injury  to  public  and  social  order  in 
Ireland.  I  have  no  desire  to  refer  in 
detail  to  matters  which  have  accentuated 
the  danger  to  social  order;  but  I  will 
merely  point  to  the  wretched  case  where, 
for  some  small  ofiPence  against  the  law 
of  the  League,  some  ruffians  broke  into  a 
house,  cut  off  the  hair  of  the  girls  in  it,  and 
poured  tar  upon  their  heads.  Nor  am  I 
going  to  enter  upon  the  case  of  Moroney, 
a  tradesman  on  the  O'Grady  estate, 
who  was  committed  to  trial  by  the  Judge 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  for  contempt, 
and  was  serenaded  on  his  way  to  prison. 
\CheerB  from  th$  Home  Rule  Member er} 
And  he  is  getting,  apparently,  an  after- 
clap  of  that  serenade  in  this  House  to- 
night. Something  has  been  said  about 
the  action  which  has  been  taken  by  my 
friend  Judge  Curran  in  Kerry.  I  do 
not  know  whether  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  personally  ac- 
quainted with  Judge  Curran,  or  whether 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  is  acquainted 
with  him ;  but  I  have  been  acquainted 
with  him  ever  since  he  has  been  at  the 
Bar,  and  I  know  no  more  honourable 
or  more  upright  and  resolute  man,  or 
one  who  unites  such  great  faculties  of 
the  brain  with  large-heartedness  and 
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sympathetic  feeling.     In  doing  what  he 
did  in  Kerry,  Judge  Curran  acted  upon  his 
own  responsibility  as  a  Judge,  having 
no  one  to  account  to  but  his  own  con- 
science. Whether  he  was  right  or  wrong 
in  his  action,  hon.  Members  opposite 
below  the  Gangway  ought  to  be  the  last 
to  complain  of  Judge   Curran,  for  he 
has  acted  in  the  interests  of  the  tenants 
of  Kerry.    Why  is  it  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers attempt  to  throw  ridicule  and  eon- 
tempt  upon  Judee  Curran  and  (General 
Buller  for  what  has  been  done  by  them 
in  Kerry  ?    What  they  have  done  was 
for  the  benefit  of  the  tenants,  who  have 
received    substantial    advantage   from 
their  action.    But  I  fear  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  hon.  Members  denounce 
Judge  Curran  now,  is  in  order  to  pre- 
vent him  from  beins^  regarded  by  the 
people  as  that  which  he  is— an  upright, 
just,  and  merciful  Judge.  He  haa  been 
described  in  terms  of  a  very  ambiguous 
character  by  the  hon.  Members  opposite; 
but  if  there  is  any  man  who  is  a  thorough 
Irishman,  and  speaks  with  Irish  voice, 
it  is  Judge  Curran.    Yet  he  has  been 
described  as  a  Cadi  coming  from  the 
East,  and  unable  to  speak  the  language 
of  his  native  land.    There  is  one  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  ol 
the  HousO}  and  it  is  that  not  one  single 
authentic  instance  has  been  adduced  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  in  which  full 
enforcement  of  the  decrees  of  the  Court 
has  not  been  carried  out    There  may 
have  been  delay,  for  it  was  requiatte, 
before  carrying  out  a  writ  of  ejectment^ 
to  make  arrangements  for  the  attendance 
of   the    necessary    number  of   police. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  or  more  danger- 
ous than  failure  in  the  enforcement  of 
decrees,  where  it  is  known  that  they  are 
likely  to  be  resisted ;  and  to  carry  oat  the 
decrees  of  the  Court  it  is  neoeeeary  to 
make  arrangements  beforehand,  as  there 
are  only  a  limited  number  of  pc^ioe  in 
any  particular  spot.    The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  last  night  said  that  one 
of  the  great  evils  from  which  IrelAnd 
suffers  results  from  the  congested  dis- 
tricts, and  that  all  of  them  are  to  be  Icmad 
on  the  poor  lands,  while  the  good  Uads 
are  comparatively  thinly  poptuatad ;  mmd 
he  went  on  to  say  that  the  nnequal  distri- 
bution results  from  bad  English  law,  uul 
would  be  got  rid  of  if  Ireland  were 
This  state  of  affairs,  I  imagine^  is 
the  result  of  any  special  lawa, 
economic  laws  can  be  considered 
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legiBlation.  I  do  not  gather  from  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  that  he  proposes 
any  remedy;  the  only  clue  he  gave  being 
that  if  Ireland  were  free,  men  in  the 
congested  districts  would  make  their 
way  down  to  the  rich  lands.  By  what 
process  they  would  perform  that  opera- 
tion, whether  by  Act  of  Parliament  or 
otherwise,  was  not  explained  by  the  hon. 
Member.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  understand  how  this  economic 
difficulty  in  Ireland  is  to  be  got  rid  of 
by  merely  making  Ireland  free.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in 
introducing  his  Land  Act  in  1881, 
pointed  out  that  one  of  the  main  cir- 
cumstances to  be  kept  in  view,  as  in- 
dicating the  condition  and  gp*eater 
prosperity  of  the  Irish  tenants,  was  the 
diminution  of  the  smaller  holdings,  and 
the  increase  of  the  larger  holdings,  and 
more  especially  of  those  of  15  acres  to 
30,  and  those  of  30  acres  to  50.  They 
are  both  largely  increasing,  while  the 
smaller  holdings  are  decreasing.  Every- 
one interested  in  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land would  rejoice  to  see  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  obtain  holdings  of  larger  size. 
We  do  not  want  enormous  holdings,  but 
good-sized  ones;  but  I  fear  that  is  a 
matter  which  must  be  dealt  with  by 
the  play  of  economic  interests,  as  it  is 
very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  pre- 
vent a  farmer  holding  a  farm  of  any 
number  of  acres  by  legislation  dealing 
with  the  aggregation  of  property. 
No  doubt  it  would  be  very  desir- 
able that  the  tenants  in  the  conc^ested 
districts  should  be  moved  to  better 
places,  by  means  of  purchase  or  other- 
wise, to  be  provided  for  by  emigration. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Mayo  told 
us  that  any  scheme  even  of  emigration 
would  be  regarded  as  extermination  by 
the  unfortunate  tenants.  I  was  sorry 
to  hear  that  from  the  hon.  Member ;  for 
if  anything  will  be  plain  by  the  close  of 
this  debate  it  is  that  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland  is  the  very  kernel  and  heart 
of  the  Irish  Question.  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  right  when  he  says  that  it  is  the 
Land  Question  which  must  be  dealt  with 
and  solved.  The  present  Government, 
who  made  its  first  announcement  in 
Office  in  August  last,  did  not  come  into 
Office  as  a  Government  of  repression 
which  intended  to  grind  down  and  op- 

fress  the  Irish  people.     I  think  the 
[ouse  will  recollect  that  we  came  in 
with  a  programme  which  promised  so 


much  and  went  so  far  that  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  induced  to  sug- 
gest that  it  was  an  impossible  pro- 
gramme, and  that  the  promises  which 
were  made  could  not  be  realized.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  the  necessity  for 
strengthening  the  existing  law  has  been 
forced  upon  the  Government,  and  forced 
upon  them,  I  regret  to  say,  by  an  agita- 
tion which  was  hardly  justified  under 
the  circumstances.  There  is  one  thing 
the  Unionist  Party  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  must  recognize,  and  that  is  that 
we  are  under  a  very  great  responsibility 
— that  of  securing  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament,  and  seeing  that  the  laws  of 
this  Parliament  are  enforced  in  all  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  In  The  Free- 
man^ a  Journal^  yesterday,  I  read  a  speech 
made  by  Mr.  O'Brien,  at  Bosoommon, 
which  represents  the  exact  antithesis  of 
what  I  maintain  must  be  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  He  said — **From 
shore  to  shore  of  this  island  the  law  of 
the  League  must  be  the  law  of  the  land." 
That  is  what  no  Government,  worthy  of 
the  name,  can  allow.  No  law  except 
the  Queen's  law  must  be  enforced  or  set 
up  in  Ireland;  and  we,  the  Unionist 
Party  in  the  House  of  Commons,  are 
bound  to  see  that  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament  is  not  a  nominal  and  illusory 
phantom,  but  a  substantial  fact,  as  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom  intended 
it  should  be  at  the  last  General  Election. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  not  only  contains 
an  incorrect  representation  of  fact,  but 
recommends  as  a  solution  of  the  Irish 
difficulty  a  measure  which  has  already 
been  condemned.  The  time  of  the  House 
is  the  property  of  the  nation,  and  as 
long  as  this  Parliament  remains,  and 
until  it  is  dissolved,  that  time  ought  to 
be  devoted  to  the  interests  of  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Queen.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
have  heard  this  evening  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  the  dismal 
and  hopeless  view,  that  at  the  very 
threshold  of  the  new  Parliament  we  are 
to  give  up  all  hope,  that  we  are  in  a 
leaden  atmosphere,  and  that  we  cannot 
remove  in  this  Parliament  what  for 
years  has  been  the  standing  obstruction 
to  Public  Business.  That  is  a  hopeless 
and  dismal  proposition  to  make. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on-  ' 
Tyne) :  What  I  said  was,  that  we  should 
not  be  able  to  remove  this  obstacle  now, 
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unless  we  dealt  with  the  great  obstacle 
to  legislative  progress — not  Obstruction, 
but  the  non-existence  of  free  government 
in  Ireland. 

Me.  GIBSON :  I  accept  the  explana- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  word 
'*  obstruction,"  which,  no  doubt,  led  to 
the  misunderstanding.  TVe  must,  how- 
ever, keep  this  broad  fact  before  us, 
that  we  are  the  Council  of  tlie  country, 
and  that  the  country  is  watching  to  see 
what  the  speeches  and  action  of  the 
different  Members  who  compose  it  will 
be.  I  submit  that  the  time  of  the  House 
is  very  unprofitably  expended  in  dis- 
cussions raising  over  again  the  issue  of 
Home  Bule,  which  was  decided  at  the 
last  Election.  If  each  night  we  are  to 
have  a  fresh  discussion  as  to  whether 
Home  Bule  is  the  only  panacea  for  all 
the  wrongs  of  Ireland,  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom  will  not  consider  it  fair  poli- 
tical warfare.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  considered  that  one  of  the  great 
recommendations  of  Home  Bule  was 
that  it  would  make  the  Members  of 
the  British  Parliament  masters  in  their 
own  House,  and  that  that  cannot  be  as 
long  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  occupy 
their  present  position.  I  do  not  adopt 
that  view ;  but  I  hope  that  in  the  course 
of  time,  and  seeing  the  fair  play  they 
get  here,  the  Members  from  Ireland  will 
become  quite  as  willing  and  cheerful 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
anyone  in  it.  The  most  humorous  re- 
mark made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  tho  course  of  his  speech  was  the  ob- 
servation he  made  about  the  attitude 
assumed  by  the  Unionist  Party  in  lec- 
turing and  sermonizing  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  all  the 
other  way,  and  that  it  is  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  are  constantly  standing  in  the 
judgment  seat  and  denouncing,  not  al- 
ways with  moderation,  successive  Eng- 
lish Ministers,  setting  forth  to  the  coun- 
try that  they  should  at  once  get  upon 
the  stool  of  repentance  and  admit  their 
faults.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  is  in- 
accurate in  its  statement  of  facts,  is  one 
it  is  quite  impossible  for  us  to  admit, 
and  recommends  a  policy  which  has 
already  been  decisively  pronounced  upon 
and  condemned  by  the  country. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  must  congratulate  the  non. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  upon  being  in 
better  spirits  than  he  was  when  I  last 
saw  him  gliding  away  in  a  railway  car- 
riage from  a  station  in  the  city  a  por- 
tion of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present. I  have  no  wish,  however,  to 
be  ill-natured;  and,  therefore.  I  will 
proceed  at  once  to  congratulate  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  speech 
he  has  made  in  defence  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment.  But,  without  wishing  to  be  dis- 
respectful towards  him,  I  would  say  that 
the  subject  we  are  debating  here  to- 
night is  of  far  too  serious  and  too  broad 
a  character  to  be  treated  in  the  Nui 
Frius  manner  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  approached  it 
He  has  found  fault  with  many  of  the 
statements  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and 
the  way  in  which  he  has  dealt  with  them 
is  certainly  calculated  to  produce  an  en- 
tirely false  impression.  Let  me  give  an 
example.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  de- 
fended the  change  of  venue  in  the  case  of 
the  trial  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  aits  be- 
side me,  which  is,  I  believe,  to  come  on 
on  Monday  next.  He  says  that  changes 
of  venue  similar  to  the  one  complained 
of  have  occurred  frequently  during  the 
last  six  months ;  but  he  did  not,  until 
he  was  interrogated  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton),  give  any  information  as  to  the 
cases  in  which  it  had  taken  place.  My 
hon.  Friend  asked  him  to  name  a  cmee 
in  which  a  change  of  venue  had  taken 
place  from  the  City  of  Dublin,  whetre 
political  feeling  is  mixed,  to  the  Coantj 
of  Dublin,  where  the  jurors  are  almost 
exclusively  landlords.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  named  the  York 
Street  case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  evi- 
dently presumed  on  the  ignorance  of  the 
English  Members,  for  what  was  the  York 
Street  case?  It  was  a  change  from  a 
City  jury  to  a  County  jury  in  tho  case 
of  an  Orangeman  who  was  aocaaed  of 
firing  a  shot  into  a  crowd  in  the  City  o( 
Dublin  out  of  the  window  of  an  Orange 
Club  ;  and  it  is  easy  to  understand  irhj 
a  Government,  partly  consisting  of 
Orangemen,  and  largely  supported  bj 
Orangemen,  desired  to  transfer  the  trial 
of  an  Orangeman  from  a  City  to  a 
County  jury.  [An  hon.  Mcmbee:  Ha 
was  acquitted!]  Of  course  he  was 
acquitted.  I  did  not  think  it  necessaty 
to  inform  the  House  of  that  fact,  £t«^ 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  Hooee  nmat  hairc 
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known  perfectly  well,  when  I  stated  the 
kind  of  action  taken  by  the  Government, 
the  course  they  adopted,  and  the  charac- 
ter of  the  prisoner,  what  the  result  must 
hays  been.  The  transfer  of  the  case 
from  the  City  jury  to  the  County  jury 
in  the  case  of  the  Orangeman  was  to 
procure  an  acquittal;  and  the  transfer 
of  the  case  of  my  hon.  Friend  from  the 
City  jury  to  the  County  jury  is  to  pro- 
cure a  conviction ;  and  the  action  in  both 
the  one  case  and  the  other  is  tinged  with 
equal  criminality.  Now,  Sir,  let  me  take 
one  or  two  more  of  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
asks  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)    whether    he    personally    ac- 

2uainted  himself  with  the  estates  in 
reland  where  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  adopted ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  whose  elocution  leaves 
nothing  to  be  desired,  laid  particular 
stress  on  the  word  ''personal."  The 
moment  he  uttered  these  words  there 
resounded  through  the  House,  from 
another  master  of  elocution — namely, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin) — an  emphatic  "  Hear,  hear !  " 
[An  hon.  Mbmber:  He  is  right  hon. !]  I 
beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon. 
I  see  him  sitting  on  the  Bench  below 
the  Gangway  opposite ;  were  he  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  such  a  mistake  as 
that  into  which  I  have  fallen  it  would 
not  have  been  so  easy  to  make.  I 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  con- 
doling with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  his  recent  misfortunes.  I  am  sure 
he  is  a  good  deal  better  fitted  to  be  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  than  some  who 
have  seats  there.  I  observe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  taking 
copious  notes  during  the  debate,  and 
what  I  want  to  ask  him  with  his 
**  Hear,  hear !"  still  ringing  in  my  ears, 
18  this,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon  every  case  to 
which  he  himself  has  not  devoted  an 
attentive  personal  examination?  I  am 
not  sure  whether  my  country  has  ever 
had  the  honour  of  a  visit  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  have  been  there  often. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :   To  Punchestown  ! 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Yes,  Punches- 
town  !  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  said 
that  the  rents  were  paid  regularly  in 


October,  and  the  suggestion  he  made  to 
the  House  was  that  they  would  have 
been  paid  with  continued  regularity  had 
it  not  been  for  the  continued  interven- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
It  is  true  that  rents  were  paid  regularly 
in  some  cases  in  October,  but  surely  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  has 
an  intimate  personal  acquaintance  with 
Ireland,  knows  very  well  that  the  num- 
ber of  rentals  paid  there  in  October  are 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  entire  rentals. 
October  is  not  one  of  the  special  rent 
paying  months.  November  is  the  great 
rent  paying  month,  and  the  rents  that 
were  paid  in  October  were  a  small  por- 
tion of  all  the  rents  in  Ireland,  and  were 
paid  upon  those  large  estates,  on  which, 
partly  owing  to  the  encouragement  of 
the  Government,  good  and  reasonable 
landlords  had  already  given  very  con- 
siderable reductions.  Bents  were  well 
paid  on  estates  like  those  of  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire,  the  Earl  of  Devon  and 
others,  such  landlords  as  were  under  the 
pressure  of  the  Government  giving 
tenants  those  reasonable  abatements 
which  in  England  are  matters  of  right, 
but  in  Ireland  are  characterized  as  acts 
of  generosity  on  the  part  of  the  landlord. 
Let  me  say  one  or  two  other  words  as  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
speech.  He  said  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  something  to  do  with  the  evictions 
at  Glenbeigh.  I  give  a  most  emphatic 
contradiction  to  that.  The  case  of  Glen- 
beigh arose  naturally  and  spontaneously. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  has  pledged  himself,  and  I  am 
sure  there  is  not  a  Member  on  either 
side  of  the  House  who  doubts  his  state- 
ment, that  he  never  heard  of  the  Glen- 
beigh case  until  the  cruel  evictions  and 
burnings  were  in  progress.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  there  was 
a  banner  displayed  at  Glenbeigh  bear- 
ing the  words  "  Plan  of  Campaign."  So 
there  was.  On  the  second  or  third  day 
of  the  evictions  a  banner  bearing  those 
words  was,  I  understand,  raised  over 
one  of  the  houses,  but  the  evictions  had 
begun,  and  this  small  tittle  of  evidence 
of  the  banner  is  the  only  thing  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  able  to  give 
in  proof  of  his  statement  that  the  Glen- 
beigh evictions  were  aggravated  and 
accelerated  by  the  action  of  the  National 
League.  No,  Sir,  the  National  League 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it :  the  Plan  of 
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Campaign  bad  nothing  to  do  with  it 
either.  These  evictions  stand  isolated 
by  themselves,  entirely  separated  from 
the  general  movement  in  Ireland. 
Now,  I  come  to  the  question  of  jury 
packing.  I  am  glad  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  the  rij^bt  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  his  Colleague  have 
taken  a  manlier  attitude  than  was  taken 
up  by  some  of  their  Predecessors — 
Liberals  though  they  were  called.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  avowed 
jury-packing;  he  has  defended  jury- 
packing,  and  now  the  question  no  longer 
remains  for  discussion  in  this  House 
whether  or  not  there  is  jury-packing  in 
Ireland.  That  question  has  already 
passed  beyond  the  region  of  dispute, 
and  the  question  now  is  whether  or  not 
jury-packing  is  under  any  circumstances 
justifiable.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  made  allusion  to  the  attitude 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  these  Benches, 
including  myself,  took  up  in  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  late  Government  in 
Ireland.  Does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  think  we  bave  changed  our 
opinion  as  to  that  ?  We  condemned 
coercion  when  it  was  carried  out  by 
Lord  Spencer  and  his  Law  Officers ;  we 
condemn  it  still.  We  have  never  said  a 
single  syllable  to  lead  anyone  to  believe 
that  our  opinions  in  that  respect  have 
changed  one  iota  or  jot.  If  the  fight 
with  Lord  Spencer  had  to  begin  again 
to-morrow,  he  occupying  his  old  ground, 
and  we  standing  in  our  old  position,^ 
there  would  be  no  lack  of  vehemence 
and  energy  in  our  resistance  and  in  the 
protest  we  should  make.  I  would  point 
out  that  in  the  first  place  I  dislike  to  see 
any  question  of  importance  and  gravity 
of  the  Irish  Question  degraded  down  to 
a  miserable  iu  qmque  between  the  two 
sides  of  this  House.  What  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  this :  he  is  precluded  from  using  the 
action  of  Lord  Spencer  and  the  late 
Irish  Government  as  offering  him  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  present  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  Lord  Spencer 
tried  coercion  in  Ireland,  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  under  Lord  Spencer 
packed  juries — not  quite  so  shamelessly 
as  the  present  Government,  but  they 
did  pack  them.  But  has  not  Lord 
Spencer  come  before  the  country  and 
the  world,  and  with  a  frankness  and 
manliness  which  have  softened  the 
memories  of   the    struggle,     acknow- 
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ledged  that  the  system,  of  which  he  was 
the  most  able  exponent,  was  a  mistaken 
system,  and  that  Ireland  could  not  be 
governed  by  coercion  ?  To  jury-packing 
and  the  other  mean  and  miserable  re- 
sorts the  Conservative  Government  of  a 
freely  governed  country  like  England, 
with  all  her  traditions  of  freedom,  is 
obliged  to  resort  in  the  administratioQ 
of  the  affairs  of  a  country  lying  so  close 
to  her  doors  as  Ireland.     Such  obsolete 
and  rusty  weapons  as  jury-packing  are 
still  to  be  availed  of,  although  they  have 
been  given  up  by  Liberal  statesmanship 
and  never  more  will  form  a  portion  of 
the  armoury  of   a   good   Gk>vemment. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
appeals  to  Lord  Spencer  as  a  precedent 
he  oufi^ht  to  add  that  such  weapons  as 
this   Lord   Spencer,    having  used  and 
tested  them,  has  been  the  first  to  most 
strongly  and  vehemently  condemn.    I 
remember  one  of  the  cases  of  jury-pack- 
ing in  Sligo  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.    It  has  been  pointed  out  that  a 
Catholic  was  allowed  to  be  on  the  jury. 
Yes,  but  who  was  this  Catholic  ?    He 
was  a  landlord  whose  tenants  were  en- 
gaged in  the  consideration  of,  if  they 
had  not  actually  adopted,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.      And,    Sir,   is  it    not   an 
abuse  of   words  and   a   contradiction 
of  all  accepted  ideas  of  trial  by  jury 
when  you  put  into  the  box  to  tnr  a 
prisoner  a  man   of  a  different   class, 
of     different    politics,     and    a    bitter 
enemy  in  thepresent  bitter  and  social 
struggle  ?    Why,  Sir,  it  is  gross  imfiair- 
ness.    Now  the  Government  had  trans- 
ferred the  case  of  my  hon.  Friend  from 
the  City  jury  to  the  County  jury  in 
Dublin.      Everyone    knows    what  the 
character  of  the  County  jury  in  Dublin 
is.    The  jury  is  one  in  which  the  rast 
majority  belong  to  the  landlord  elmn. 
It  has  upon  it  landlords,  who   at   th« 
present  moment,    in   many  cases   are 
suffering  from  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  who  regard  my  hon.  Friend  as  its 
author  as  little  less  iniquitous  than  the 
author   of  all  evil.      These  landlords 
are  suffering  in  their  pockets;  and  to 
put   my  hon.    Friend   upon   his    trial 
before  a  jury  composed  of  men  like  that, 
is,  to  use  a  very  well-known  aimilsi. 
like  trying  a  cow  by  a  jury  of  batdiacs. 
Let  me  bring  before  the  Hooss  this 
fact.    There  are  250  men  on  the  panel 
altogether.     Of  these  my  hon.  Fritod 
will  have  the  power  of  persmplarily 
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challenging  but  six,  whicli  leaves  244 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Qovernment  pro- 
secution, and  I  think  I  am  within  my 
right  in  saying  that  of  these  244,  some- 
thing like  200  are  friends  of  the 
Goyernment,  and  may  be  relied  upon 
to  give  a  verdict.  The  property  quali- 
fication to  be  a  member  of  the  jury  of 
the  County  of  Dublin  is  £40.  The 
reason  why  this  jury  has  been  selected 
is  told  in  the  columns  of  The  Times 
newspaper.  On  January  25,  the  well- 
known  Dublin  correspondent  of  that 
journal  said — 

'*  The  report  that  the  Crown  intended  to  ap- 

Sly  for  a  change  of  vtniu  for  the  trial  of  the 
ofendants  cluirged  with  conspiracy  is  not 
correct.  No  such  intention  is  entertained. 
The  trial  will  take  place  in  the  Commission 
Court,  Green  Street,  but  the  bills  will  be  sent 
to  the  grand  iury  of  the  County,  instead  of  the 
City,  of  Dublin  :  a  very  necessary  aud  proper 
arrangement  in  order  to  obtain  a  better  panel." 

Now,  what  Dr.  Patton,  the  Orange 
editor  of  The  Dublin  Express^  considers 
a  '*  better  panel "  I  leave  it  to  the  in- 
telligence of  any  Member  of  this  House 
to  imagine.  Sir,  they  will  try  next 
week  to  convict  my  hon.  Friends  by  a 
packed  jury  of  their  bitterest  political 
enemies.  I  put  it  to  hon.  Members  on 
this  Nde  of  the  House :  it  has  been 
complained  that  the  law  is  not  respected 
in  Ireland,  but  the  way  in  which  the  law 
is  administered  has  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  the  feelings  entertained  towards  it 
by  those  who  are  subject  to  it.  You  can 
make  even  a  good  law  an  object  of  dis- 
like if  you  administer  it  impurely  and 
unfairly.  Is  not  the  law  which  tries  a 
patriotic  man  by  juries  of  their  political 
opponents,  carefully  packed,  a  law  ut- 
terly dishonest,  and  to  say  that  so  long 
as  law  is  administered  in  this  manner  in 
Ireland  you  can  expect  the  Irish  people 
\o  honour,  or  have  any  devotion  to,  the 
law,  is  as  much  as  to  say  that  you  might 
fairly  expect  a  man  to  admire  the  noble 
sport  of  horse-racing  if  introduced  to  it 
in  a  stable  of  blacklegs  on  the  Derby 
course.  I  am  astonished  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solioitor 
General  for  Ireland  is  in  such  excellent 
spirits  to>nigbt.  It  seems  to  me  there  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Government  who 
ought  nut  to  appear  in  the  Parliamentary 
equivalent  for  sack- cloth  and  ashes,  be- 
cause never  in  recent  history  has  there 
been  a  better  illustration  of  the  fallacy 
of  the  mode  of  governing  Ireland, 
adopted  by  English  Governments,  than 
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we  have  had.  of  late.  The  rig'it  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, speaking  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench  some  months  ago,  declared  that 
rents  could  be  paid  in  Ireland,  and  that 
reduction  in  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  was  an  invention  of  our  wicked 
imaginations. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  never  said  that. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Then  why  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppose  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?  Our 
whole  case  was  founded  on  reduction  of 
prices,  and  the  opposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  Bill  was  based  on  the  conten- 
tion that  prices  had  not  been  reduced. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
I  could  not  help  interrupting  the  hon. 
Member,  because  he  stated  what  was 
directly  contrary  to  the  fact.  I  never 
stated  in  this  House  that  prices  had  not 
fallen. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Then  why 
did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sup- 
port the  Bill  ?  The  fall  of  prices,  which, 
he  now  admits,  means  a  reduction  of  the 
ability  of  the  tenants  to  pay  rent,  and 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  dealt  with 
cases  of  clear  inability  to  pay  rent.  Yet, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  admitting  that 
prices  had  fallen,  and  that  the  tenants 
were,  consequently,  less  able  to  pay 
rent,  rejected  the  Bill  for  their  relief. 
I  will  leave  the  House  to  draw  its  own 
inference  from  that — ^I  refrain  from 
going  through  the  whole  ABC  of  politi- 
cal economy  and  logic  to  convince  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  inconsistency, 
for  I  should  be  all  night  on  the  point. 
I  am  unable  to  reconcile  his  admission 
that  prices  had  fallen  with  his  conten- 
tion— as  manifested  in  his  rejection  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  Bill — that  tenants 
were  just  as  well  able  to  pay  rent  as 
they  were  when  prices  had  not  fallen. 
Why  does  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
get  up  and  declare  candidly  that  his 
policy  and  statement  and  arguments 
were  all  incorrect  ?  WeU,  perhaps  that 
is  an  unreasonable  thing  to  expect.  I 
must  say,  Sir,  I  have  been  very  much 
pained  to  observe  the  high  point  which 
equivocation  has  reached  in  this  House. 
Is  there  a  man  on  either  side  of  the 
House  that  has  the  least  doubt  in  his 
mind  that  the  Government  have  been 
bringing  all  the  pressure  they  can  com- 
mand to  bear  upon  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
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land  in  order  to  induco  them  to  give  ] 
j;enerou8  reductions  of  rent  ?  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  says  they  used  pressure 
**  within  the  law."  He  will  pardon  me 
for  saying  thafc  he  is  guilty  of  confusion 
and  contradiction  of  phrases.  There  is 
no  such  thing  as  **  pressure  within  the 
law  "  for  preventing  a  man  from  doing 
that  which  he  has  a  perfect  legal  right 
to  do ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman confessed  to  the  House  the 
use  of  pressure,  he  thereby  stood  con- 
fessed to  us  of  an  illegal  act.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  asks 
us  to  give  proof  of  the  pressure.  He 
thinks  we  blame  him.  Well,  I  must 
say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  generally 
misrepresents  our  case  against  him.  We 
do  not  blame  him  for  having  used  pres- 
sure against  the  landlords.  We  admire 
him  for  having  done  it;  we  appraise 
him  for  it.  In  the  difficult  position  in 
which  his  policy  had  placed  him,  no 
doubt  he  adopted  the  best  course  he 
could  adopt  by  puttin,'^  pressure  upon 
the  landlords.  What  we  do  find  fault 
with  the  right  hon.  Gontleman  for  is, 
for  having  **  done  goo- 1  by  stealth  and 
blushed  to  find  it  fame" — we  find  fault 
with  him  because  his  whole  effort  now 
is  to  try  and  blind  the  public  to  the  fact 
of  the  pressure  that  he  used  in  order  to 
make  the  landlords  give  an  abatement 
of  rent.  He  asks  us  to  jirove  the  state- 
ment that  ]io  has  brought  pressure  to 
bear  upon  the  landlords.  He  says  that 
tlie  Government  only  used  arguments 
and  reasoning  and  representations  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  agreement  with 
his  views ;  but  are  not  arguments  used 
by  the  Governor  of  a  country  with 
30,000  soldiers  at  his  back,  with  13,000 
police  under  his  orders,  very  likely  to 
be  construed  into  commands,  especially 
when  used  to  a  class  that  depends  for  its 
very  existence  on  the  Government  of  the 
day  ?  The  fact  is,  every  man  in  his 
senses  knows  that  the  only  difference 
between  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  is  this — 
that  one  adopted  the  system  of  making 
private  representations  to  the  land- 
lords; whilst  the  other  adopted  the 
system  of  public  representations — both 
systems  being  adopted  for  precisely  the 
same  object.  Now,  a  good  many  ana- 
logies have  been  used  with  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  I  am  rather 
afraid  to  venture  on  the  ground  of  ana- 
logy ;  still  I  will  say  this,  that  it  appears 
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to  me  to  bo  admitted  by  everyone  that 
the  Irish  tenant  is  now  part  owner  of 
the  soil  with  the  landlord.  That  is  ad- 
mitted not  only  on  this  side,  but  it  is 
the  basis  of  the  complaints  made  on  the 
other  side,  of  the  House.  I  think  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armaprh  (Colonel  Saunderaon), 
or  some  other  Member  on  the  Conser- 
vative side,  said  a  few  nights  ago  that 
the  landlords  had  been  deprived  of  all 
their  rights.  I  think  it  was  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  said  that, 
but  I  may  be  mistaken ;  it  may  have 
been  said  by  an  hon.  Member  of  a  less 
Liberal  turn  of  mind  than  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  At  any  rate  it  is 
contended  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House — and  the  statement  is  cheered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) — 
that  the  Irish  landlords  had  been  de- 
prived of  all  their  rights  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  What 
does  that  mean?  If  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  think  that  the 
landlords  of  Irelana  have  been  deprived 
of  their  rights,  and  that  what  has  been 
taken  from  them  has  been  g^ven  to  the 
tenants,  they  agree  with  us  in  thinking 
that  the  landlord  is  not  the  sole  pro- 
prietor of  the  land,  but  has  been  ren- 
dered, through  what  they  consider 
unjust  legislation,  only  part  proprietor. 
Well,  I  contend  that  the  proper  analogy 
to  extend  to  the  case  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland,  so  far  as  their  con- 
nection with  the  soil  is  concerned,  is  an 
analogy  drawn  from  partnership  in  a 
common  business.  I  would  ask  any 
busiuess  man  in  the  House-— even  any 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side — whe- 
ther, if  he  were  in  partnership  with  an- 
other person,  he  would  think  it  fair  that 
at  the  end  of  the  year  one  partner 
should  have  all  the  profits,  wmlst  the 
other  should  be  asked  to  bear  all  the 
losses  ?  I  contend,  in  this  analogy,  that 
the  action  of  the  landlords  who  refuse 
abatements  to  their  tenants  is  the  action 
of  fraudulent  partners  in  a  common 
firm  who  endeavour  to  take  all  the 
profits  to  themselves,  and  leave  all  the 
losses  to  those  with  whom  they  are  asso- 
ciated in  business.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  equitable  division  of  profits 
between  the  two  parties.  I  do  i»ol 
deny  that  it  was  a  very  rough-and-readj 
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method,  but  it  was  not  quito  as  rough, 
not  quite  as  ready,  as  that  of  Judg^  Cur- 
ran  or  of  Captain  Plunkett,  who  actually 
made  a  division  of  profits  on  a  farm  he 
had  never  seen ;  whereas  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  the   division    was  made  by 
men  who  had  satisfied  themselves  of  the 
justice  of  the  case  by  making  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  would  call  an 
intimate    personal    acquaintance    with 
the  land.    But  I  am  not  concerned  this 
moment  in  discussing  the  question  of 
legality.     That  will  come  before  a  tri- 
bunal in  the    course  of  a  few  days. 
What  I  do   contend  is  that,  if  there 
was  illegality  in    the    Plan   of  Cam- 
paign,   so   was   there    also    illegality 
m  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary ;  and  what 
I     charge     against    him    is    that  he 
has  substituted  an  illegal  remedy  for  the 
legal  remedy  offered  to  him  last  Session 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork.     The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  remove  the  question  of  rent 
from  the  partizanship  of  landlord  and 
tenant— it  acknowledged  that  both  these 
persons  were  too  deeply  interested  to  be 
fair  judges,  and  referred  the  question  to 
the  impartial  judgment  of  a  legal  tribu- 
nal.     The    Government  rejected    that 
Bill,  and  they  have  found  themselves 
left  to  the  rough-and-ready  method  I 
have  described,  of  endeavouring  to  bring 
about  the  object  that  measure  had  in 
view.     Let  the  responsibility  rest  with 
them  for  adopting  an  illegal  method  of 
doing  that  which  we  offered  them  legal 
means  of  effecting.    I  do  not  think  I 
need  deal  further  with  the  question  of 
migration.     Migration,  of  all  the  pro- 
blems for  relieving  the  congested  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland,  is  the  most  difficult 
and  delicate  to  carry  out.  The  objections 
to  this  remedy  are  many.      It  would 
afford  abundant  opportunity  for  jobbery 
and  favouritism,  and  would  require  most 
careful  attention  and  a  most  intimate 
acquaintance  with  the  wants  and  wishes 
of  the  people,  in  those  entrusted  with  the 
execution  of  such  a  project.    Intimate 
attention  would  have  to  be  paid  to  the 
feelings  of  the  people  about  to  be  moved, 
and  the  feelings  of  the  people  who  were 
not  intending  to  emigrate ;  and  I  main- 
tain that  such  a  project  is  one  which 
could  only  be  carried  out  with  even  a 
moderate  degree  of  success  by  a  Native 
Government,  acquainted  with  all  the 


wants  of  the  people.     Then  we  have  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), and  other  Liberal  Unionists, 
declaring  that  if  you  settle  the  Land 
Question  you  will  get  rid  of  the  National 
Question.    I  regard  it  as  a  very  states- 
manlike  suggestion  which   came  from 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  that 
the  ultimate  solution  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion rested  with  the  Irish  people.    I  in- 
terpret that  as  implying  that  the  Irish 
Question  will  never  be  solved  until  the 
Irish  people  accept  the  form  of  Govern- 
ment which  is  offered  to  them. — [**  No, 
no."] — Well,  if  that  is  not  so,  I  do  not 
know  what  the  ultimate  solution  of  the 
Irish  Question  resting  with  the    Irish 
people  means.  But  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of    Hartington)    think 
that    directly    the    Land    Question    is 
settled  the  National  Question  will  dis- 
appear.   That  is  our  antiquated  notion. 
I  remember  the  time  when  Nationalists 
used  the  argument  that  every  concession, 
every  relief,  given  to  the  Irish  tenant  in- 
jured the  National  cause.  I  remember — 
I  think  it  was  in  1869 — hearing  a  speech 
by  the  late  Isaac  Butt,  in  which  he  ar- 
gued at  great  length  the  question  as  to 
whether  any  step  in  the  direction  of  re- 
forming   the    Land    Laws    would,    or 
would  not,  do  more  to  retard  the  estab- 
lishment of  National    self-government 
in  Ireland   than    anything  else.      He 
argued    the    question    this     and    that 
way  to  disprove  the  fact  that  if  you 
gave  the  tenant  fixity  of  tenure  you 
would  make  him  a  bad  Irishman  and  a 
bad  patriot.    But  has  not  that  matter 
been  settled  within  the  last  few  years  ? 
In   1871,   and   1881,   Land   Acts  were 
passed,   but  have  the  tenant  farmers 
become  worse  patriots?    Are  they  not 
more  intense  Irishmen  and  Nationalists 
than  ever  ?    Has  not  your  improvement 
of  the  condition  of  the  tenant  farmer 
strengthened    the    National    cause  — 
strengthened  the  farmer  in   his  devo- 
tion to  that  cause?     Why,    the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  would  not  have  85  Members  at 
his  back  to-day  if  it  were  not  for  the 
land  legislation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
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the  Ballot.  If  you  want  to  use  the  Land 
Question  for  the  purpose  of  putting^ 
down,  the  National  movement,  you  will 
have  to  adopt  a  dififerent  system  to  that 
you  are  at  present  practising.  You  will 
have  to  repeal  all  the  Acts  of  land  re- 
form which  have  been  passed  in  recent 
years,  and  restore  the  Irish  peasant  to 
the  condition  in  which  I  have  seen  him 
myself,  of  a  poor,  shivering  serf,  who 
did  not  dare  address  the  landlord  with 
his  head  covered ;  who,  when  he  went 
into  the  polling  booth,  was  confronted 
by  the  agents  of  his  master,  and  knew 
very  well  that  if  he  did  not  vote  ^s 
required  it  meant  a  notice  to  quit  from 
his  master.  Unless  you  can  bring  back 
the  condition  of  things  of  years  ago; 
unless  you  can  make  the  Irish  tenant  a 
serf  once  more,  abolish  the  Laud  Acts, 
and  put  a  stop  to  voting  by  Ballot,  you 
will  never  be  able  to  destroy  the  Na- 
tional cause.  Then  we  are  told  there 
should  be  some  system  of  land  purchase. 
If  I  were  an  Englisli  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative Member,  I  shf^uld  oppose  every 
measure  of  land  purchase  unaccom- 
panied by  self-government,  for  I  imagine 
that  every  penny  you  a:ive  to  Ireland  for 
land  purchase  will  be  at  the  risk  of  the 
British  Treasury.  I  speak  quite  plainly 
on  this  subject.  Supposing  you  have  a 
large  scheme  of  land  purchase  in  Ire- 
land ;  supposing  you  enabled  all  the 
tenants  to  buy  their  farms  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Exchequer,  I  imagine 
you  would  desire  to  have  the  money 
returned,  and  would  attempt  to  collect 
it.  I  should  like  to  see  you  do  it 
without  the  assistance  of  a  Native 
Legislative  Body  sitting  in  Dublin. 
The  one  solid  guarantee  against  repu- 
diation is  the  making  of  the  liberties  of 
Ireland  hostages  for  the  payment  of  the 
money  ;  and  if  you  had  a  Parliament  in 
Ireland  this  object  would  be  attained. 
You  would  have  then  every  farmer  in 
Ireland  compelled,  by  his  own  con- 
science and  honour,  to  be  a  sponsor  and 
bail  for  his  country,  because  the  liberties 
of  the  country  would  be  dependent  upon 
its  solvency,  and  every  insolvent  tenant 
would  be  regarded  as  a  traitor  to  those 
liberties.  But  adopt  a  system  of  land 
purchase  only,  and  I  can  imagine  a  large 
system  of  repudiation  being  preached 
by  the  apostles  of  Irish  liberty  for  the 
purpose  of  compelling  an  Irish  Parlia« 
ment  to  be  given  to  the  Irish  people. 
Therefore,  I  say  thathon.  Members  who 
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propose  land  purchase  in  Ireland  with- 
out the  accompaniment  of  self-govern- 
ment, are  risking  the  treasure  of  this 
country  in  such  a  manner  as  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see.  But  we  have  hon.  Mem- 
bers getting  up  at  this  stage  of  the  de- 
bate,  and  saying  that  they  would  give 
self-government  to  Ireland  on  certain 
conditions.  That  was  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house),  who  reminds  me  of  a  phrase  of 
George  Eliot — that  the  human  bosom  is 
capable  of  containing  at  different  times 
opposite  propositions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  he  is  in  favour  of  self-go- 
vernment for  Ireland  in  case  the  Par- 
liament in  Dublin  is  made  subject 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Well, 
Sir,  if  that  means  that  this  Par- 
liament has  supreme  and  ultimate  aur 
thority,  then  the  hon.  Oentleman  and 
I  are  in  agreement ;  and  he  ought  to 
have  voted  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleiuan 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone).  But  if  it  means  that 
every  Act  of  tiie  Parliament  in  Dublin, 
before  it  passes  into  law,  must  be  re- 
discussed  and  re-debated  and  re-passed 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  then  the 
hon.  Member  and  I  are  at  issue.  What 
would  that  imply  ?  Imagine  the  posi- 
tion which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderaon) 
would  take  up  under  such  an  arrange- 
ment ;  and  I  am  sure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  will  live  to  see  the  day  when 
he  will  take  a  very  honourable  and 
active  part  in  it ;  but  imagine  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  in  an  Irish  Par- 
liament of  which  no  measure  could  be- 
come law  until  it  was  first  discussed 
here.  Why,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  satistied  with  the 
petty  platform  in  College  Green ;  he 
would  come  to  this  platform,  in  order 
that  he  might  give  you  the  benefit  of 
his  eloquence.  The  proposal  would 
mean  then  that  every  Bill  of  the 
slightest  importance  would  first  be 
dragged  through  the  Irish  Parliament 
and  then  through  this  House.  Bat  a 
Parliament  which  had  no  power  to  make 
law  until  its  measures  had  been  die- 
cussed  in  this  House  would  be  a  beg- 
garly and  a  sham  Parliament,  wilboat 
strength  or  authority.  And,  then,  what 
would  be  the  case  with  the  Kngliwh  Fv- 
liament?  This  House,  as  long  as  I 
have  had  a  seat  here,  has  beea   the 
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victim  of  a  yampire  in  Ihe  shape  of 
of  Irish  debate.  We  Irish  Members 
haye  done  all  the  talking ;  and  what  is 
the  fact  that  has  brought  rational  men 
to  consider  that  an  Irish  Parliament  is 
necessary  ?  It  is  that  this  never-ending 
Irish  debate  has  been  an  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  English  affairs  and  English 
legislation.  But  the  consequence  of  the 
carryingout  of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  would  be  that  there  would 
be  more  Irish  debate  than  before ;  it 
would  go  on  from  Session  to  Session ; 
and,  while  you  had  an  Irish  Parliament 
without  strength,  you  would  have  the 
English  Parliament  without  peace ;  in- 
stead of  one  Parliament,  there  would  be 
two  paralyzed  Parliaments.  The  Go- 
vernment is  hopeless  in  this  struggle. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to-night 
almost  went  out  of  his  way  to  repudiate 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  If  I  could  read 
the  heart  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
I  believe  I  should  find  there  difficulty, 
doubt,  hesitation,  and  dread,  not  pbysi- 
cal  or  moral,  but  dread  of  the  difficulty 
and  impossibility  of  the  task  he  has  un- 
dertaken. I  think  that,  before  long,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  convinced 
that  the  Irish  Question  is  insoluble,  ex- 
cept in  one  way,  and  that  is  by  leaving 
it  to  be  solved  by  the  Irish  people. 
What  is  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  Does  anyone  suppose  that  they 
are  going  to  propose  any  remedial  mea- 
sure for  Ireland?  I  have  never  seen 
the  time  of  the  House  wasted  with  such 
cordial  assent  on  both  sides  as  now ;  in- 
deed, I  may  say  that  the  Treasury 
Bench  is  thoroughly  delighted  with  the 
waste  of  time  which  has  relieved  the 
impossible  task  of  proposing  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland.  What  do  the 
Government  propose  in  the  programme 
laid  before  the  House?  You  do  not 
like  the  word  **  coercion ; "  but  the  pro- 
posals you  make  are  coercion.  There 
has  been  a  faint  indication  that  the  pro- 
posal you  make  will  be  extended  to  all 
parts  of  the  country.  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
rather  seduced  by  the  prospect  of  a  law 
against  boycotting,  intimidation,  and 
bribery  in  England.  I  have  seen  a  good 
deal  of  England ;  I  know  something  of 
the  circumstances  which  surround  the 
political  struggles  of  the  country ;  and  I 
will  say  that  there  is  more  boycotting, 
more  intimidation,  and  more  bribery  in 
one  English  county,  and  under  half-a- 


dozenhabitalions  of  the  Primrose  League 
in  England,  than  there  is  in  all  the  32 
counties  of  Ireland,  I  have  heard  Eng- 
lishmen say  that  their  blood  boils  at  the 
instances  of  tyranny  that  have  come  to 
light — of  men  driven  from  town  to  town 
and  from  village  to  village  by  the  agents 
and  friends  of  landlords,  because  they 
dared  to  have  the  courage  of  their  con- 
victions, and  to  vote  and  speak  in  ac- 
cordance with  them.  I  should  be  curious 
to  see  the  clause  against  boycotting  tried 
in  Leicestershire,  Buckinghamshire,  Lin- 
colnshirey  or  some  of  the  other  counties  of 
England ;  buteveryone  knowsthat  if  coer- 
cion were  applied  in  Scotland  and  England 
in  the  same  manner  as  it  is  carried  out 
in  Ireland,  it  would  produce  a  revolt. 
But  if  it  is  not  to  include  the  three 
countries,  I  say  it  is  a  sham;  and  if 
there  is  one  thing  more  detestable  than 
another,  it  is  the  masking  of  despotic 
measures  under  Constitutional  forms.  I 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  is  not  unacquainted  with  Ireland 
and  its  administration,  or  with  coercion 
there;  and  I  ask  him  this.  Does  he 
think  he  is  going  to  succeed  where  so 
many  others  have  failed  ?  You  are 
going  to  recur  to  coercion  in  Ireland; 
but  do  you  think  you  can  get  a  drafts- 
man to  draw  up  a  more  potent  Bill  than 
the  last?  Do  you  think  you  can  get  a 
man  more  able  to  carry  out  a  Coercion 
Act  than  Lord  Spencer  ?  And  yet  that 
noble  Lord  has  come  home  to  eay  that  that 
most  stringent  measure,  the  Crimes  Act, 
was  a  failure.  What  will  be  the  end  of 
coercion  in  Ireland  ?  You  will  put 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  in  gaol,  and 
hundreds  or  thousands  of  others,  and 
you  will  suppress  the  National  League  ; 
but  will  you  be  any  nearer  to  the 
solution  of  the  problem?  Be  assured 
that  the  ultimate  solution  must  come 
from  the  people  themselves;  and  will 
you  be  any  the  nearer  to  that  solution 
by  putting  1,000  or  2,000  Irishmen  in 
gaol  ?  You  will  not  terrorize  the  Irish 
people.  I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  got  rid  of  that  vainest  of 
all  dreams — that  a  people,  who  have 
fought  as  Irishmen  have  for  nationality, 
will  be  cowed  by  poor  Brummagem 
imitations  of  Cromwellianism.  You 
will  not  succeed  by  coercion ;  and  when 
your  coercion  has  come  to  an  end,  there 
will  be  a  stronger  National  Party  than 
before,  and  you  will  have  hatred  and 
bitterness  towards  this  country  as  the 
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result  of  the  terrible  and  odious  policy 
wliioh  is  recommended  to  this  House  by 
men  who  call  themselves  friends  of  the 
Union.  We  have  approached  a  period 
which  makes  men's  minds  naturally 
take  a  retrospect  over  the  memorable 
reign  of  the  present  Queen.  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  if  the  loyalty  and 
unity  of  those  Colonies  have  not  been 
purchased  by  the  gift  of  self-govern- 
ment ?  Why,  then,  cannot  you  trust  to 
the  affections  and  the  willing  obedience 
of  the  Irish  people,  when  self-govern- 
ment has  been  found  to  be  a  panacea 
for  disloyalty  and  discontent  elsewhere  ? 
Why  not  give  Ireland  a  chance  as  well 
as  Canada  and  Australia  ?  Let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  throw  his  Coercion  Acts 
into  the  waste-paper  basket  of  the  Irish 
Office,  and  come  forward  with  some- 
thing worthy  of  the  name  of  a  scheme  of 
self-government  for  Ireland,  and  I  will 
promise  that,  at  the  eod  of  the  present 
year  Her  Majesty  will  reign  over  a  united 
ind  a  contented  Empire. 

Motion,  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  Coleridge.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

COMHITTBE  OF  PUBUC  A0C0T7KT8. 

The  Select  Commitlee  on  Public  Acooants 
wu  nominettd  of  —  Mr.  Baden-Powell,  Mr. 
Barrao,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  ^Ir.  Jackaon,  Mr. 
Lane,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Mason.  Mr. 
Arthar  0*Gonnor,  Mr.  Salter,  and  Sir  Richard 
Temple.-(Jtfr.  jMciem.) 

GLEBE   LAXDS  SILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  BaggaUay,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  occapation  of  Glebe 
Landa  by  Incambenta  in  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Baggallay,  Mr.  Childeri,  Iilr. 
John  Talbot,  and  Mr.  Tomlinaon. 

BiU /^rtnifM/,  and  rand  the  flrattime.[Bill  16*2.] 

House  adjoomed  at  twenty  ninutea 

before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  9th  Fehruary,  1837. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  Ordfrtd  —  Firtt 
JS^Mftira  — Employera*  Liability  Act  (1880) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [162]. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  UER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  ORACHOUS  SPEECH. 

AIiJOUBNED  DEBATE.     [TENTH  KIOIIT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [7tQ  Februaryl. 
proposed  to  the  Question— [See  page  84.] 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

At  the  end  of  the  8th  pi&ragniph,  to  insert  the 
words,  *'  Bat  hnmbly  to  represent  to  Her 
31aiesty  that  the  reUtions  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  distarbed  in  the  cases  of  those  ownera 
who  have  granted  to  their  tonante  such  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
steingency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.'* — (Mr. 
PameU). 

Question  again  proposed/'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
Debate  runmed. 

AORARUN  AFFAIB8  (IRELAND). 
Ma.  TUITE  (Westmeath«  N.)  said  ha 
represented  a  county  in  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  adopted  in  only  two 
cases;  but  that  was  no  evidence  that 
the  people  oyer  the  rest  of  the  county 
had  been  able  either  during  the  past 
season  or  preceding  seasons  to  make  the 
rent  out  of  the  land.  To  his  own  cer- 
tain knowledge  a  large  number  of  ten- 
ants in  the  County  Westmeath  had  been 
obliged  to  draw  upon  their  capital  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  their  rent  Thai  ciq[>i* 
tal  was  being  reduced  erexy  year,  and 
next  year  uk%  people  who  had  paid 
freely  hitherto  would  not  be  able  to  pay 
one  shilling,  and  would  be  obligea  to 
seek  salvation  in  the  Plan  offend  to 
them.  He  claimed  to  belong  to  a 
county  in  which  tho  first  victory  for  the 


Jfr.  T.  P.  O'Cvnnar 


1005 


3la)estyU  Most  {JPebruarV  9,  18b7}  Gracious  Speech,        iO(,6 


Plan    of    Campaign  was  won— on  the 
estate  of  Oaptain  Dawson,   in    West- 
meath.     It    had    been    stated    in    the 
House  that  the  Plan  was  not  willingly 
adopted  by  the  tenants,  but  was  forced 
upon  them  by  Members  of   the   Irish 
Party.     Well,  in  the  case  to  which  he 
alluded,*  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  was 
entirely  due  to  the  people  themselves. 
The  people  went  to  the  priest,  repre- 
sented to  him  the  state  of  things  on  the 
estate,  and  asked  him  to  accept  the  rents 
in  trust  to  the  landlord.     He  did  so,  and 
with  what  result  ?    The  landlord,  who 
had  previously  refused  any  abatement, 
wrote  to  say  that  he  would  give  the  20 
per  cent  demanded  by  the  tenants,  and 
in  some  cases  he  gave  as  much  as  30  and 
even  50  per  cent.     The  other  case  in  the 
County  Westmeath  in  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  adopted  was  on  the 
estate  of  Lady  Nugent.     That  lady  had 
no  voice  at  all  on  the  estate,  it  being 
mortgaged  up  to  the  chin,  and  it  was  the 
mortgagees  who  had  to  be  consulted — 
mortgagees  whose  desire,  of  course,  was 
to  extract  the  heaviest  interest.    The 
tenants  now  paid  their  rents  hoping  for 
hotter  times  and  better  legislation,  but 
he  feared  very  little  better  legislation 
was  to  be  looked  for  from  the  present 
Ministry.     They  talked  of  the  Commis- 
sion which  had  been  appointed.     But 
the  Irish  people   had   had    enough    of 
Commissions.     They  had  had  the  Devon 
Commission,   which  sat  40  years  ago, 
and  though  they  reported  that  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland  was  a  disgrace  to 
civilization,  no  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject followed  for  30  years.     It  was  now 
said  that  the  Irish  people  were  to  be 
treated  to  further  coercive    legislation. 
In  Westmeath  they  had  had  special  gifts 
of  that  kind  from  that  House.     A  par- 
ticularly stringent  Act  was  passed,  but 
had  it  made  the  people  more  law-abiding 
or  fond  of  English  institutions,  or  had  it 
brought  about  better  feeling  between 
landlord  and  tenant?     Quito  the  con- 
trary.    During  the  sitting  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  State  of  Westmeath 
it  was  sworn  that  the  landlords  leagued 
themselves  with  the  Riband  Society — an 
excrescence  which  had  grown  out  of  the 
exterminations — in   order  to  carry  out 
those   great  clearances  for  which  that 
county  had  been  so   celebrated.     The 
people  had  gained  sense  since  then,  and 
that    murderous    conspiracy    had     dis- 
appeared, not  on  account  of  any  coercive 


legislation,  but  on  account  of  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Nationalist  Party,  and  of  the 
spread  of  the  National  sentiment,  which 
had  led  them  to  trust  in  Constitutional 
Eeform.      The     first    victim     of     the 
last    coercive    measure   was   the    hon. 
Member  for    the    Harbour  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington),  who  was 
charged  with  inciting  mrmers  against 
labourers.     The    Tory    Party    claimed 
credit  to  themselves  for  having  reduced 
the  number  of  outrages ;  but  if  evictions 
were  permitted  to  take  place  in  consider- 
able   numbers  under  their  rule,   they 
would  soon  find  that  their  claim  had 
no  foundation  in  fact.    The  published 
statistics  showed  that  in  1879,  when  the 
number  of  evictions  was  4, 5 15,  the  num- 
ber of  outrages  was  870 ;  in  1 880,  when 
the  number  of  evictions  was  10,657,  the 
number  of  outrages  was  2,590  ;  and  in 
1881,  when  the  Government  had  more 
than  1,000  of  the  most  respectable  men 
in  Ireland,  including  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, town  councillors,  and  clergymen 
in  gaol,   what  was  the  result  ?    The 
evictions  swelled  to  17,341,  and  the  out- 
rages to  4,439.     Therefore,  if  the  Tory 
Party  thought  that  they  would  stop  out- 
rages by  means  of  coercion  they  would 
soon  find  out  their  mistake.  The  statistics 
of  outrages  before  and  after  the  adoption 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  most  in- 
structive.    The  number  of  outrages  in 
the  quarter  ending  September  30  last, 
before  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, was  306,  of  which  107  assumed 
the  mild   form  of  threatening  letters; 
while  in  the  quarter  ending  December 
31  last,  after  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  that  number  dwindled  down 
to  166 ;  abundantly  showing  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  preferred  to  rely  upon 
Constitutional  agitation  for  a  redress  of 
their  grievances,  rather  than  upon  the 
wild  justice  of  revenge  or  other  rough- 
and-ready  measure.     Why  had  not  the 
same  amount  of  outrage  followed  the 
rejection  last  year  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  which  had  followed 
the  rejection  of  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  ?    Simply  because  the 
Irish  people  were  convinced  that  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  would  yet  be  carried  successfully 
through  that  House.      The  Irish  people 
knew  that  behind  the  Irish  Party  in  that 
House  was  a  strong  Liberal  Party  ready 
and  willing  to  follow  them  into  the  Lobby 
when  any  measures  of  justice  to  Ireland 
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result  of  the  terrible  and  odious  policy 
which  is  recommended  to  this  House  by 
men  who  call  themselves  friends  of  the 
Union.  We  have  approached  a  period 
which  makes  men's  minds  naturally 
take  a  retrospect  oyer  the  memorable 
reign  of  the  present  Queen.  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  if  the  loyalty  and 
unity  of  those  Colonies  haye  not  been 
purchased  by  the  gift  of  self-goyem- 
ment  ?  Why,  then,  cannot  you  trust  to 
the  afifections  and  the  willing  obedience 
of  the  Irish  people,  when  self-goyem- 
ment  has  been  found  to  be  a  panacea 
for  disloyalty  and  discontent  elsewhere  ? 
Why  not  give  Ireland  a  chance  as  well 
as  Canada  and  Australia  ?  Let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  throw  his  Coercion  Acts 
into  the  waste-paper  basket  of  the  Irish 
Office,  and  come  forward  with  some- 
thing worthy  of  the  name  of  a  scheme  of 
self-goyemment  for  Ireland,  and  I  will 
promise  that,  at  the  end  of  the  present 
year  Her  Majesty  will  reign  over  a  united 
•ind  a  contented  Empire. 

Motion,  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Cokridge,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow, 

MOTIONS, 

COMMITTEE  OF  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

Tho  Select  Committee  on  Public  Accounts 
was  nominated  of  —  Mr.  Baden-Powell,  Mr. 
Barran,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr. 
Lane,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Salter,  and  Sir  Richard 
Temple. — ( Mr,  Jackaon.) 

OLEBE  LANDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  BaggaUay,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  occupation  of  Glebe 
Lands  by  Incumbents  in  England,  ordm-td  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Baggallay,  Mr.  Childers,  £Ir. 
John  Talbot,  and  Mr.  Tomlinson. 

'B}Mpre$ented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  162.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
JTedneitday,  9tA  Fehmarg,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  Ordered  —  FirMt 
Beading  —  Em^loyen'  LiabUity  Act  (1880) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  *  [162]. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  ORAaOUS  SPEECH. 

AIiJOTTBKED  DEBATE.     [tENTH  KIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [7th  Febmaryl. 
proposed  to  the  Question — [See  page  84.] 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

At  the  end  of  the  8th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words,  "  Bat  hambly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners 
who  have  granted  to  their  tenants  such  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
s&ingency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  in 'Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  ol 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  tho  Irish  people.'* — ( Jfr. 
Pamell), 

Question  again  proposed/'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
Debate  reeumed. 

AGHARIAN  AFFAIBS  (IRELAND). 
Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath«  N.)  said  ha 
represented  a  county  in  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  adopted  in  only  two 
cases ;  but  that  was  no  evidence  that 
the  people  over  the  rest  of  the  county 
had  been  able  either  during  the  past 
season  or  preceding  seasons  to  make  the 
rent  out  of  the  land.  To  his  own  cer- 
tain knowledge  a  large  number  of  ten* 
ants  in  the  County  Westmeath  had  bean 
obliged  to  draw  upon  their  capital  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  their  rent  That  capi- 
tal was  beine  reduced  every  year,  and 
next  year  we  people  who  had  paid 
freely  hitherto  would  not  be  able  to  pay 
one  shilling,  and  would  be  obligea  to 
seek  salvation  in  the  Plan  offered  to 
them.  He  claimed  to  belong  to  a 
county  in  which  tho  first  victory  for  tho 
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Plan  of  Campaign  was  won — on  the 
estate  of  Oaptain  Dawson,  in  West- 
meath.  It  had  been  stated  in  the 
House  that  the  Plan  was  not  willingly 
adopted  by  the  tenants,  but  was  forced 
upon  them  by  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party.  Well,  in  the  case  to  which  he 
alluded,*  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  was 
entirely  due  to  the  people  themselves. 
The  people  went  to  the  priest,  repre- 
sented to  him  the  state  of  things  on  the 
estate,  and  asked  him  to  accept  the  rents 
in  trust  to  the  landlord.  He  did  so,  and 
with  what  result  ?  The  landlord,  who 
had  previously  refused  any  abatement, 
wrote  to  say  that  lie  would  give  the  20 
per  cent  demanded  by  the  tenants,  and 
in  some  cases  he  gave  as  much  as  30  and 
even  50  per  cent.  The  other  case  in  the 
County  Westmeath  in  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  adopted  was  on  the 
estate  of  Lady  Nugent.  That  lady  bad 
no  voice  at  all  on  the  estate,  it  being 
mortgaged  up  to  the  chin,  and  it  was  the 
mortgagees  who  had  to  be  consulted — 
mortgagees  whose  desire,  of  course,  was 
to  extract  the  heaviest  interest.  The 
tenants  now  paid  their  rents  hoping  for 
better  times  and  better  legislation,  but 
he  feared  very  little  better  legislation 
was  to  be  looked  for  from  the  present 
Ministry.  They  talked  of  the  Commis- 
sion which  had  been  appointed.  But 
the  Irish  people  had  had  enough  of 
Commissions.  They  had  had  the  Devon 
Commission,  which  sat  40  years  ago, 
and  though  they  reported  that  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland  was  a  disgrace  to 
civilization,  no  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject followed  for  30  years.  It  was  now 
said  that  the  Irish  people  were  to  be 
treated  to  further  coercive  legislation. 
In  Westmeath  they  had  had  special  gifts 
of  that  kind  from  that  House.  A  par- 
ticularly stringent  Act  was  passed,  but 
had  it  made  the  people  more  law-abiding 
or  fond  of  English  institutions,  or  had  it 
brought  about  better  feeling  between 
landlord  and  tenant?  Quite  the  con- 
trary. During  the  sitting  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  State  of  Westmeath 
it  was  sworn  that  the  landlords  leagued 
themselves  with  the  Biband  Society — an 
excrescence  which  had  grown  out  of  the 
exterminations — in  order  to  carry  out 
those  great  clearances  for  which  that 
county  had  been  so  celebrated.  The 
people  had  gained  sense  since  then,  and 
that  murderous  conspiracy  had  dis- 
appeared, not  on  account  of  any  coercive 


legislation,  but  on  account  of  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Nationalist  Party,  and  of  the 
spread  of  the  National  sentiment,  which 
had  led  them  to  trust  in  Constitutional 
Eeform.      The     first    victim     of     the 
last    coercive    measure   was   the    hon. 
Member  for    the    Harbour  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington),  who  was 
charged  with  inciting  rarmers  against 
labourers.     The    Tory    Party    claimed 
credit  to  themselves  for  having  reduced 
the  number  of  outrages ;  but  if  evictions 
were  permitted  to  take  place  in  consider- 
able   numbers  under  their  rule,   they 
would  soon  find  that  their  claim  had 
no  foundation  in  fact.     The  published 
statistics  showed  that  in  1879,  when  the 
number  of  evictions  was  4, 5 15,  the  num- 
ber of  outrages  was  870 ;  in  1 880,  when 
the  number  of  evictions  was  10,657,  the 
number  of  outrages  was  2,590  ;  and  in 
1881,  when  the  Government  had  more 
than  1,000  of  the  most  respectable  men 
in  Ireland,  including  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, town  councillors,  and  clergymen 
in  gaol,   what  was  the  result  ?    The 
evictions  swelled  to  17,341,  and  the  out- 
rages to  4,439.     Therefore,  if  the  Tory 
Party  thought  that  they  would  stop  out- 
rages by  means  of  coercion  they  would 
soon  find  out  their  mistake.  The  statistics 
of  outrages  before  and  after  the  adoption 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  most  in- 
structive.    The  number  of  outrages  in 
the  quarter  ending  September  30  last, 
before  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, was  306,  of  which  107  assumed 
the  mild   form  of  threatening  letters; 
while  in  the  quarter  ending  December 
31  last,  after  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  that  number  dwindled  down 
to  166 ;  abundantly  showing  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  preferred  to  rely  upon 
Constitutional  agitation  for  a  redress  of 
their  grievances,  rather  than  upon  the 
wild  justice  of  revenge  or  other  rough- 
and-ready  measure.    Why  had  not  the 
same  amount  of  outrage  followed  the 
rejection  last  year  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  which  had  followed 
the  rejection  of  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  ?    Simply  because  the 
Irish  people  were  convinced  that  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  would  yet  be  carried  successfully 
through  that  House.     The  Irish  people 
knew  that  behind  the  Irish  Party  in  that 
House  was  a  strong  Liberal  Party  ready 
and  willing  to  foUow  them  into  the  Lobby 
when  any  measures  of  justice  to  Ireland 
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were  to  be  carried.  That  was  the  reason 
that  there  was  so  little  crime  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment.  Therefore,  the 
Tory  Party  need  not  congpratulate  them- 
selves upon  having  restored  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  Do  not  let  the  Tory 
Party  imagine  that  the  Irish  Members 
dreaded  coercion.  It  would  fail  for  the 
87th  time.  Irish  Members  bad  gone  to 
prison  before  and  they  were  ready  to  go 
there  again,  with  the  result  that  they 
would  be  more  than  ever  endeared  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  while  the  present 
rulers  of  the  country  would  be  hurled 
from  power,  and  they  would  have  re- 
stored to  them  the  only  Prime  Minister 
who  had  given  a  gleam  of  hope  to  the 
Irish  people. 

Viscount     EBEINGTON      (Devon. 
Tavistock)   said,  the    defenders  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  argued  that  the 
end  justified  the  means ;  but  he  failed 
to  see  how  poverty  could  bo  held  to 
j'ustify  dishonesty,  and  he  could  not  see 
in  what  point  of  principle  the  Plan  dif- 
fered from   the  No    Bent    manifesto, 
which  had  been  so  greatly  condemned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) and  suppressed  by  his  Govern- 
ment.    In  a  question  of  this  kind,  the 
end  could  not  justify  the  means  which 
fiucli  an  eminent  authority  as  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Herschell)  had 
pronounced   to  be    manifestly    illegal. 
Indeed,  both  that  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James),  who  had  been  the 
law  advisers  of  the  Government  which 
prosecuted    the    authors    of    the     No 
Kent  Manifesto,  were  of  opinion  that 
the  principles  of  the  two  movements 
were  identical.     He  (Viscount  Ebring- 
ton)    fully  admitted    that    there  were 
some  bad  landlords  in  Ireland ;  but  only 
five  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  declared  that  the 
result  of  a  full  and  careful  inquiry  into 
the  question  was  to  show  that  the  gene- 
ral body  of  Irish  landlords  were  not 
guilty  of  the  offences  that  had  been 
imputed  to  them.    It  had  been  shown 
before  the  Commission  that  was  then 
held,  that  in  many  of  the  cases  where 
it  had  been  alleged  that  the  landlords 
had    turned  the    tenants  out  of  their 
homes,  while  the  tenants  had  built  the 
houses,  the  landlords  had  supplied  the 
materials.     There  was  no  question  that 
the  tenants  had  reclaimed  a  considerable 
quantity  of  land ;  but,  whatever  the  rea-  [ 
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son  might|be,  the  land  was  not  cultivated 
well  or  scientifically,  and  the  falling  off 
in  the  crops  must  be  largely  attributed 
to  the  deterioration  of  the  soil.    Indeed, 
many  landlords  would  be  glad  to  have 
their  virgin  soil  back  again.  If  the  rents 
charged  in  past  years  had  been  so  large 
and  outrageous  as  they  had  been  repre- 
sented, it  would  necessarily  follow  that 
the  arrears  would  have  been  considerable 
in  the  greater  number  of  cases ;  but  it 
was  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  it  was  only  io 
exceptional  cases  that  the  arrears  had 
been  considerable.    He  (Viscount  Eb- 
rington)    believed    that  there  was  no 
country  in  the  world  in  which  the  fact 
that  an  occupier  built  a  house  gave  him 
an  interest  in  the  house  superior  to  that 
of  the  owner  of  the  land.     He  never 
heard  of  any  contract  to  that  effect  in  this 
or  any  other  country.    If  the  law  in 
that  respect  were  wrong,  let  it  be  altered; 
but  while  it  was  what  it  was,  irrespon- 
sible individuals  should  not  be  aUowed 
to  put  themselves  above  it.    Nobody 
could  have  failed  to  be  struck,  by  the 
■peech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon),  pointing  out  that  the  real 
difficulty  of  the  Irish    Question  lay  in 
the  fact  of  some  districts  being  over- 
populated  and  some   under-populated. 
Yet  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say 
that   emigration,  or  migration,  if  con- 
ducted under  the  British  Government, 
would  be  regarded  by  the  Irish  people 
as  extermination.     But,  if  the  diffictutj 
could  not  be  solved  by  that  means,  how 
on  earth  could  it  be  met?     The  hon. 
Member  said  the  people,  if  they  were 
left  to  themselves,  would  soon  re-settle 
themselves   on    the    richer  lands;  bat 
was  it  to  be  done  in  the  way  that  had 
been    suggested    in    some    speeches? 
The    suggestion    was    that    the    land 
should  be  appropriated  at  three,  fire, 
or    10    years'    purchase.      If  emigra- 
tion   and    migration    were    to    be  re- 
sisted   as    a    policy  of  exterminatios» 
there  was  little  hope  for  improremeiit. 
There  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  split  msdoom 
the  Home  Balers.  One  section  appealed 
to  seek  Home  Bole  in  order  to  ODtain  a 
settlement  of  the  Land  Qaestion;   the 
other  wished  the  Land  Qaestion  to  be  kept 
alive  in  order  to  promote  the  caose  ol 
Home  Rule.    While  these  two  sectioM 
worked  together,  and  while  Home  Bole 
bore  the  interpretation  put  on  it  bj  boo. 
Members  both  in  this  Uoase  and  else* 
where,  he  despaired  of  much  geiog  done* 
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There  were  vexy  few  Members  of  the 
House  who  would  not  be  glad  of  the  co- 
operation of  the  Home  Bule  Members  in 
settling  the  Land  Question,  and  in  giving 
such  a  re-arrangement  of  the  system  of 
local  goTomment  as  would  enable  the 
people  to  haye  a  fair  voice  in  their  own 
affairs.  Indeed,  they  would  heartily 
promote  a  settlement  such  as  would  en- 
able them  to  remedy  the  undoubted 
grrievanoes  under  which  they  suffered. 
But  their  desire  to  do  that  was  checked 
and  hampered  by  the  knowledge  that  if 
hon.  Members  meant  half  of  what  they 
said,  they  would  use  any  improve- 
ment that  might  be  made  in  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
promoting  the  attainment  of  an  object 
to  which  the  Unionists  could  not  give 
their  consent.  Mr.  Davitt,  on  returning 
to  Dublin  from  America,  expressed  his 
pleasure  at  being  back  again  to  co- 
operate with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
the  struggle  for  a  free  land  and  national 
independence.  [**  Hear,  hear !"]  The 
idea  was  promptly  cheered  ;  but  unless 
the  hon.  Members  who  cheered  would 
give  up  the  idea  of  national  indepen- 
dence it  was  difficult  for  others  to  co- 
operate with  them.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  justify  giving 
them  greater  freedom  in  their  own 
country  to  work  for  the  realization  of 
that  idea  ?  But  if  they  abandoned  it  the 
constituencies  which  elected  them  would 
have  reason  to  complain.  As  long  as 
Irish  Members  talked  as  they  did  they 
put  difficulty  in  the  way,  not  only  of 
Members  of  that  House  who  desired 
reforms  in  Ireland,  but  also  of  voters 
outside  of  it,  who,  though  sick  and 
ashamed  of  the  state  of  things  in 
that  country,  hesitated  to  support  men 
who  had  been  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  as  marching  through  rapine 
to  the  disintegration  of  the  Empire. 
r«*Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  that  was  the 
description  given  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues  by  their 
best  Friend  in  this  House.  The  descrip- 
tion was  accepted  and  applauded  at  the 
time ;  and  had  anything  been  done  since 
then  to  falsify  it  ?  If  anything  had  been 
so  done  the  case  would  be  different;  but, 
as  matters  stood,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
-voting  against  the  Amendment. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Cow,  &c.)  said,  that  though  he  repre- 
sented a  Metropolitan  constituency,  he 
bad  been  closely  connected  with  Ireland; 


and  for  the  last  17  years — since  he  left 
the  public  service — he  had  chiefly  re- 
sided in  Kerry,  and  yielded  nothing  to 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  in  his  deep 
interest  in,  and  in  his  desire  for,  the 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
people.  They  had  heard,  once  more, 
the  threadbare  argument  that  Ireland 
was  governed  by  30,000  bayonets;  but 
the  presence  of  troops  there  was  rather 
to  the  advantage  of  Ireland  and  to  the 
disadvantage  of  Great  Britain.  At  all 
events,  the  distribution  of  our  troops  was 
simply  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
on  which  our  system  of  national  defence 
was  based.  He  believed  that,  on  a 
numerical  calculation,  about  90,000 
troops  ought  always  to  be  available  for 
service  in  the  United  Kingdom,  not  for 
purposes  of  law  and  order,  but  for  exter- 
nal defence.  If  the  programme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  were 
carried  out — ^if  the  30,000  troops  whose 
presence  in  Ireland  was  complained  of 
were  withdrawn,  the  only  result  would  be 
the  establishment  of  another  Irish  griev- 
ance. Directly  troops  were  removed 
from  a  district  there  was  an  outcry 
against  it.  The  Nationalist  Corporation 
of  Limerick,  on  the  withdrawal  of  a 
regiment,  had  petitioned  for  its  return, 
and  their  request  was  acceded  to.  The 
presence  of  troops  increased  the  trade 
and  business  of  the  districts  where  they 
were  quartered.  The  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
last  night  had  passed  strictures  on  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  and 
denied  that  emigration  was  the  panacea 
for  the  woes  of  Ireland ;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  had  only  said  it  was  one  of 
the  remedies,  and  that  had  been  ad- 
mitted even  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  himself,  who  had 
expressed  his  willingness  to  accept  Gt)- 
vemment  assistance  in  the  way  of  pro- 
viding, not  only  passage  money,  but 
money  to  start  the  emigrants  with  in 
their  new  homes.  His  (Captain  Col- 
omb's)  experience  entirely  confirmed  the 
noble  Marquess's  recommendation  of 
Government  assistance  in  co-operation 
with  local  authorities.  The  district  in 
which  he  (Captain  Colomb)  resided  was 
congested ;  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Morley)  cavilled  at  the 
idea  of  emigration,  he  must  say  that  he 
knew  little  of  the  recent  history  of 
Ireland.      Towards  the   end  of    1882 
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bail  were  actiDg  in  virtue  of  powers 
conferred  by  a  statute  of  Charles  I. 
This  statute  was  unearthed  by  Law 
Adviser  Naish,  recently  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland,  and  now  one  of  the 
Lords  Justices  of  Appeal;  and  it  was 
announced  publicly  that  this  was  the 
statute  under  which  the  Crown  were 
acting  in  the  cases  of  Miss  Heynolds,  of 
the  Ladies'  Land  League,  and  Father 
Feehan,  and  also  in  the  cases  of  Messrs. 
Davitt,  Healy,  and  Quinn,  who,  like  thQ 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  had  been 
cited  before  the  Queen's  Bench.  But  it 
appears  the  public  had  been  under  a  mis- 
apprehension;  and  this  was  the  point. 
In  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  the  Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
expressly  waived  that  statute  of  Charles, 
and  put  every  statute  out  of  the  question 
altogether.  They  waived,  in  fact,  every 
statute  passed  by  Parliament  —  they 
waived  Parliament  itself  out  of  the  way ; 
and  going  behind  Parliament  went  back 
to  the  old  Hoyal  Prerogative — the  right 
Divine  of  absolute  monarchy,  to  that 
right  as  delegated  to  —  according  to 
Judge  Johnson's  phrase — and  inherent 
in,  the  Court  of  the  King's  or  Queen's 
Presence,  otherwise  the  Court  of  King's 
or  Queen's  Bench.  Judge  Johnson  ex- 
pressly declared  that  the  defendant  was 
under  a  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court ;  that  it  was 
not  derived  from  any  law,  but  from  the 
old  right  which  the  Court  possessed  when 
it  used  to  follow  the  King  or  Queen 
about  the  Bealm  for  the  purpose  of  aid- 
ing in  the  preservation  of  the  peace.  He 
said — 

"  The  King's  or  Queen's  Majesty  is  the  con- 
servator of  the  peace  in  this  country.  The 
Court  was  held  originally  coram  rege  and,  hy 
law,  whether  the  King  was  present  or  not,  it 
took  plaee  in  his  presence.  The  authority  was 
delegated  to  the  tJudges  of  Queen's  Bench." 

In  this  view  Judge  O'Brien  concurred, 
adding  that  they  did  not  proceed 

"  By  the  lines  of  forgotten  statutes,  hut  by 
the  inherent  authority  of  the  Court  as  ^e  Court 
of  Chief  Magistracy  of  the  Kingdom  charged 
with  maintaining  social  and  pubhc  peace." 

It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  power 
claimed  by  the  Judges  of  Queen's  Bench 
was  the  identical  power  which  was  abo- 
lished by  Parliament  when  King  Charles 
I.  was  executed,  and  which,  until  now, 
had  never  been  claimed  by  any  Court 
in  the  Kealm.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  had  asked  to  be  tried  by  a  jury  of 
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his  countrymen,  but  he  was  refused,  as 
John  Hampden  was  ref  used,  and  for  the 
very  same  reason — because  the  Crown 
knew  that  no  honestly  chosen  jury  of  his 
countrymen  would  find  him  guilty  of  evil 
conduct.  That  the  jurisdiction  now 
claimed  by  the  Irish  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  was  nothing  less  than  that  exer- 
cised by  the  Star  Chamber,  could  easily 
be  proved  from  the  writings  of  such 
authorities  on  constitutional  questions  as 
Coke,  Hallam,  Clarendon,  Blackstone, 
and  Green.  Coke  described  its  consti- 
tution as  a  court  held  coram  rege ;  and 
Hallam  claimed  that  its  authority  was 
simply  that  of  the  ancient  concilium  regi^t 
whose  encroachments  so  many  statutes 
had  endeavoured  to  repress ;  and  this 
was  exactly  the  authority  invoked  by 
Judge  O'Brien  and  Judge  Johnson. 
The  part  played  by  the  Privy  Oouncnl  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Star  Chamber 
was  most  significant,  for  in  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  they  had 
not  only  the  suppositious  presence  of  the 
Queen,  but  they  had  also  the  virtuml 
presence  of  the  Privy  Council.  Most  of 
the  Judges  were  Privy  Counciilors,  and 
what  generally  happened  in  an  Irish 
State  prosecution  was  this — that  a  eoaple 
of  Judges  would  attend  the  Council  in 
Dublin  Castle — where  they  had  it  their 
own  way  most  of  the-  time — and  com* 
maud  as  Privy  Councillors  the  proseen- 
tion  of  certain  individuals,  and  would 
then  walk  down  to  the  Four  Courts  and 
as  Judges  try  the  individuals,  they  them- 
selves had  caused  to  be  proseonted. 
This  had  happened  over  and  over  again 
in  Ireland.  Indeed,  it  had  happened 
in  this  very  case  of  the  hon.  Monber 
for  Bast  Mayo.  Another  thing  tfa^ 
would  do :  as  Privy  Councillors  thej 
would  frame  a  proclamation,  and  tfiea 
subsequently  as  Judges  they  would  try 
the  people  charged  with  disregarding^ 
the  proclamation.  If  that  was  not  Star 
Chamber  procedure  to  a  <*  T  "  he  did 
not  know  what  to  call  it.  In  Doblin 
they  had  out-Star*Chambered  the 
Chamber,  for  in  Clarendon's  day  tl 
who  issued  proclamations  frooL  tke 
Council  table  were  usually  difiersat  per* 
sons  from  those  who  sat  in  jndgnient  fm 
offenders  against  the  proclamationa  in 
another  room ;  whereas  in  Ireland  it  was 
mostly  managed  that  those  who 
claimed,  those  who  prosecuted, 
who  tried,  were  one  and  the  sa«e 
viduals.    And  against  what  olaes  of 
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suited  to  agricultural  pursuits,  which 
demanded  a  steady-going  and  plodding 
temperament.  The  people  there  neces- 
sarily must  be  agricultural,  and  to  be 
successful  and  prosperous  they  must  face 
the  difficulties  of  competition  of  produce 
from  other  countries,  and  adopt  the  best 
methods  of  cultivation.  It  was  exceed- 
ingly difficult  for  a  purely  agricultural 
population  to  thrive  when  it  could  buy 
more  cheaply  than  produce.  The  diffi- 
culty was  deep-seated,  and  could  not 
be  solved  by  one  Parliament  or  in  a 
single  Session,  or  in  one,  two,  or  three 
years;  it  would  be  a  long  process. 
What  Ireland  wanted  more  than  any- 
thing else  was  an  improved  system  of 
practical  education,  in  which  the  children 
should  be  taught  practically  the  pursuits 
by  which  they  would  have  to  gain  their 
livelihood.  National  School  Teachers 
should  not  be  left,  as  now,  at  the  mercy 
of  private  hands,  but  should  be  tho- 
roughly organized  by,  and  be  entirely 
under  the  control  of,  the  State.  The  re- 
sult of  improved  methods  of  education 
would  be  that  in  25  years,  when  the 
present  coming  generation  should  have 
grown  up,  national  aspiration  would  be, 
not  in  the  direction  of  separation,  but  in 
that  of  a  closer  union  with  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  in  his  schemes  for  the  regene- 
ration of  Ireland,  especially  as,  on  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  own  show- 
ing, those  schemes  would  take  so  long 
to  produce  any  effect.  The  matter  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  was,  he  might  say,  of 
momentous  and  startling  importance. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  referred  to  the  action  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  in  the  case  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon) ;  and  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  replying  to 
his  observations  on  that  head,  made  the 
statement  to  which  he  (Mr.  Gill)  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  defended 
the  action  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
or  rather  endeavoured  to  account  for  it 
by  saying  that  the  Crown  had  invoked 
the  iidierent  jurisdiction  of  that  Court ; 
and  what  he  (Mr.  Gill)  wished  to  say,  and 
be  hoped  to  prove,  was  that  the  action 
of  the  Queen  8  Bench  in  invoking  that 
jurisdiction  amounted  to  an  usurpation 


which  had  no  precedent  in  English 
history,  since  the  Star  Chamber  was  abo- 
lished, and  for  which,  if  it  had  occurred 
in  England,  everyone  concerned  in  the 
transaction  would  have  been  impeached. 
What  Judge  O'Brien  and  Judge  Johnson 
had  done  ii^  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
in  Ireland  was  simply  to  revive  the 
Court  of  Star  Chamber.  That  was  not 
a  figure  of  speech.  He  said  deliberately 
that  these  Judges  had  actually  revived 
the  self-same  infamous  Court,  the  records 
of  which  were  amongst  the  darkest 
pages  of  English  history,  for  the  use  of 
which  a  King  lost  his  head,  and  which 
this  House,  200  years  ago,  solemnly 
abolished  amidst  the  execrations  of  the 
English  people.  The  Judges  of  the 
Queen's  JBench  described  the  power 
which  they  used,  and  the  source  from 
which  they  derived  it ;  and  that  power 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
power  which  Henry  VII.  claimed  to  be 
inherent  in  the  King  and  Council,  and 
under  which  he  abrogated  trial  by  jury. 
The  Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  in 
Dublin,  by  their  action,  had  suspended 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  in  so  doing 
smashed  a  breach  through  the  most 
cherished  portion  of  the  English  Con- 
stitution. In  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  who  had  been  cited 
to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  give 
bail  to  be  of  sood  behaviour,  or  be 
imprisoned  for  bavin  g  uttered  certain 
speeches,  the  Judge  went  out  of  his  way 
to  denounce  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as 
part  of  an  illegal  conspiracy.  The  Judge, 
he  held,  had  no  right  to  make  that 
declaration,  which  was  simply  an  obiter 
dictum,  or,  to  use  the  definition  of  an  old 
writer,  a  mere  ''judicial  impertinence." 
Acting  upon  it,  however,  the  Govern- 
ment immediately  issued  a  Proclamation 
declaring  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  be 
illegal,  and  then  and  there  caused  the 
arrest  of  several  gentlemen  who  were 
engaged  in  the  execution  of  the  Plan. 
The  connection  between  the  Judge's  de- 
claration in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
the  Proclamation,  and  the  prosecution  for 
conspiracy  was  very  significant.  If  there 
was  any  conspiracy  in  the  matter  it 
was  a  conspiracy  between  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  and  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council, 
which  were  tantamount  to  the  same 
thing  in  Ireland.  It  was  generally 
believed  in  Ireland  that  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  in  condemning  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  to  find 
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their  stead  men  who  could  be  trusted 
to  give  a  conviction  when  they  knew 
the  prisoner  was  not  guilty.  If  this 
was  the  construction,  no  action  of  the 
Executive  in  Ireland  could  justify  any 
man,  and  especially  a  man  occupying 
the  position  of  Privy  Councillor,  in 
making  a  statement  of  that  kind  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  was  only 
one  other  meaning,  and  that  was,  that 
the  sympathies  of  certain  jurors  would 
prevent  their  convicting.  \_Cheers,']  He 
could  not  believe,  notwithstanding  the 
cheers  of  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, that  that  was  the  interpretation 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  intended  should  be 
placed  upon  his  words.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that  crime  in 
Ireland  did  not  go  unpunished,  and  to 
see  that  by  all  fair  means  the  law  was 
vindicated.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle,  who 
he  sincerely  regretted  was  not  in  his 
place,  said  that  there  was  no  prospect 
from  the  Government  of  legislation  for 
Ireland,  and  that  the  atmosphere  was 
leaden.  To  say  that  the  Government 
were  not  sincere  in  their  proposals,  and 
their  desire  to  legislate — was  a  remark 
which  was  not  justified  by  anything,  ex« 
cept  the  leaden  atmosphere  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken,  which 
he  showed  a  marvellous  power  of  ap- 
preciating, and  which  had  filled  him 
on  that  occasion  with  gas  of  a  very 
disagreeable  and  unworthy  odour.  It 
rested  very  much  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  to  what  the  course  of  legis- 
lation would  be ;  and  if  the  expressions 
of  opinion  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  favoured  them  were  well 
founded,  the  Government  might  expect 
great  difficulties  ahead  in  carrying  their 
legislation.  As  to  coercion,  the  House 
had  been  told,  what  many  Members  had 
forgotten,  that  the  powers  referred  to 
already  existed  in  Scotland,  and  were 
not  resisted  by  the  Scotch  people. 
Speaking  for  himself,  as  an  English 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  as  one 
connected  by  family  ties  with  Ireland, 
while  especially  regretting  that  any 
necessity  should  arise  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  restricting  the  liberty 
of  the  subject,  or  altering  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law,  he  would  support 
ooercion  if  it  meant  protecting  women 
and    children,   the  weak    against    the 
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strong,  and  allowing  men  to  do  their 
business  in  their  own  way  and  at  their 
own  time,  free  and  undisturbed.  If  it 
meant  putting  an  end  to  the  crimes  that 
had  stained  the  country,  and  to  the  de- 
testable crime  of  boycotting — if  that 
was  coercion,  what  upright  and  coura- 
geous  man  could  refuse  to  support  it  ? 
and  he  did  not  think  the  House  would 
decline  to  support  a  proposal  to  that 
effect.  He  was  perfectly  certain  no  one 
wished  to  apply  harsh  laws  to  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Members  opposite  claimed  a 
monopoly  of  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness ;  but  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  had  as  much  sympathy  as 
those  opposite  had  for  those  sufferiae 
from  oppression.  They  sympathized 
with  those  who  were  oppressed  oy  boy- 
cotting ;  but  not  with  those  who  defied 
the  law.  He  (Mr.  Long)  denied  that 
the  Irish  landlords  did  not  show  iudal- 
gence  to  their  tenants ;  and  while  having 
no  sympathy  whatever  with  bad  land- 
lords, he  was  far  from  saying  that  be- 
cause they  did  not  do  their  duty  therefore 
they  were  to  be  denied  the  protection  of 
the  law.  With  regard  to  the  deprecia- 
tion of  prices,  he  admitted  that  there 
had  been  a  considerable  fall  in  the  10 
years ;  but  the  reduction  was  far  more 
marked  in  England  than  in  Ireland.  He 
should  oppose  the  Amendment,  because 
it  was  directed  to  the  legislative  indepen- 
dence of  Ireland ;  and  because  behind 
this  demand  for  Home  Eule  there  were 
looming  further  demands  which  would 
lead  to  complete  independence.  It  was 
because  the  Government  felt  this  and  be- 
lieved it  that  they  resisted  this  Amend- 
ment, and  it  was  because  the  House  felt 
this,  and  believed  it,  that  he  believed  it 
would  reject  the  Amendment.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  things  among  Parties 
in  the  country,  consequent  upon  the  Bill 
for  Home  Eule  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  brought  forcibly  to  his  mind 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentk- 
man — a  speech  familiar  to  hon.  Mstt- 
bers — and  which  oould  not  be  read 
without  feelings  of  pleasure  and  a<i- 
miration,  when  he  described  his  poa- 
tion  on  leaving  the  ConserratiTe  mxA 
joining  the  Liberal  Party,  in  the  words 
of  Dido  describing  her  reception  of 
.^neas — 
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and  then  added  that  he  hoped  the  time 
would  never  come  when  they  would  give 
utterance  to  the  following  line — 

"  £t  regni  demoDS  in  parte  locavi.*' 

He  was  afraid  the  time  had  come  when 
many  good  Liberals,  with  much  bitter- 
ness of  heart,  must  have  felt  the  applica- 
tion of  thoAe  last  words.  Because  the 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would  mean 
Home  Bule,  because  it  would  be  a  heavy 
blow  at  the  Union,  for  which  they  fought 
and  won  so  lately  a  great  battle,  the 
Oovernment  would  resist,  and  the  House 
would,  he  was  confident,  by  a  substan- 
tial majority,  reject  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield, 
AtterclifiPe)  said,  the  House  had  lis- 
tened with  great  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr. 
Long),  and  they  who  sat  below  the 
Opposition  Gangway  noticed  with  plea- 
sure the  absence  from  the  speech  of  the 
unworthy  attacks  that  were  so  often 
made  from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  upon  the  motives  and  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Members.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  arguments  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell}  ranked  themselves  under 
two  heads.  Hon.  Members  said,  first 
of  all,  that  the  Amendment  should  he 
rejected,  because  the  House  was  fully 
capable  of  dealing  with  all  questions 
which  concerned  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  they 
said,  secondly,  that  because  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  therefore  they 
were  determined  to  enforce  the  law. 
So  far  as  the  political  aspect  of  the  case 
was  concerned,  the  speech  which  they 
had  listened  to  last  night  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  suffi- 
ciently answered  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
(General  for  Ireland.  There  was,  hovir- 
ever,  some  opening  for  a  few  words  on 
the  legal  aspect  of  the  case,  as  it  was 
presented  by  the  speech  of  that  hon.  | 
and  learned  Gentleman ;  and  with  > 
regard  to  the  first  argument — namely,  | 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  fully  | 
capable  of  dealing  with  all  the  mani-  i 
fold  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom,  i 
hon.     Gentlemen    opposite,    by    their  | 
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conduct  last  Session,  had  completely  an- 
swered the  arguments  advanced  by 
the  Opposition.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  all  that,  in  last  Session, 
there  was  a  demand  made  for  passing 
certain  legislation  dealing  with  Irish 
matters.  The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  appesired  to  com- 
plain that  it  should  be  supposed  that 
the  foresight  of  hon.  Gentlemen  repre- 
senting Ireland  who  sat  below  the 
Gangway  was  superior  to  that  of  the 
Government.  It  was  not  the  first  time, 
and  he  (Mr.  Coleridge)  did  not  think  it 
would  be  the  last  time,  while  Ireland 
was  not  allowed  to  govern  itself  in  its 
own  way,  that  a  great  deal  of  foresight 
would  be  the  possession  of  the  Irish, 
and  not  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  The  existence  of  the 
superior  prescience  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  was  an  argument 
that,  somehow  or  other,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  was  not  in  touch  with 
the  people  over  whom  they  were  set 
to  rule.  There  was  a  demand  made 
by  the  all  bat  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Irish  nation,  and  what  was  demanded 
was  put  forward  in  a  Bill  presented  to 
the  House  in  a  moderate,  statesman- 
like, and  conciliatory  speech  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell). The  facts  upon  which  that  speech 
had  been  founded  and  upon  which  that 
Bill  had  been  introduced,  he  (Mr.  Cole- 
ridge) ventured  to  say  were  never  seri- 
ously contested  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. They  had  had,  then,  a  demand 
made  by  the  all  but  united  voice  of  Ire- 
land for  a  change  by  way  of  remedial 
legislation — a  demand  based  upon  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  the  country  acquired 
by  the  Irish  Members.  There  was  thus 
afforded  an  opportunity,  not  likely  to 
occur  again,  of  exhibiting  to  the  Sister 
Country  how  possible  it  was  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  pass  laws  pre- 
sented in  a  moderate  ana  statesmanlike 
manner  by  her  own  Kepresentatives. 
How  did  the  House  treat  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork?  It 
rejected  it  with  contumely,  and  almost 
without  discussion.  He  (Mr.  Coleridge) 
imagined  that  hon.  Gentlemen  went 
away,  after  the  decision  upon  the  Ten- 
ants' Belief  Bill,  under  the  impression 
that  they  had  struck  a  very  formidable 
blow  for  the  preservation  of  the  Union ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that,  if  the  argn- 
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their  stead  men  who  could  be  trusted 
to  give  a  conviction  when  they  knew 
the  prisoner  was  not  guilty.  If  this 
was  the  construction,  no  action  of  the 
Executive  in  Ireland  could  justify  any 
man,  and  especially  a  man  occupying 
the  position  of  Privy  Councillor,  in 
making  a  statement  of  that  kind  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  was  only 
one  other  meaning,  and  that  was,  that 
the  sympathies  of  certain  jurors  would 
prevent  their  convicting.  [^Cheers,']  He 
could  not  believe,  notwithstanding  the 
cheers  of  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, that  that  was  the  interpretation 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  intended  should  be 
placed  upon  his  words.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that  crime  in 
Ireland  did  not  go  unpunished,  and  to 
see  that  by  all  fair  means  the  law  was 
vindicated.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle,  who 
he  sincerely  regretted  was  not  in  his 
place,  said  that  there  was  no  prospect 
from  the  Govornmeut  of  legislation  for 
Ireland,  and  that  the  atmosphere  was 
leaden.  To  say  that  the  Government 
were  not  sincere  in  their  proposals,  and 
their  desire  to  legislate — was  a  remark 
which  was  not  justified  by  anything,  ex« 
cept  the  leaden  atmosphere  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken,  which 
he  showed  a  marvellous  power  of  ap- 
preciating, and  which  had  filled  him 
on  that  occasion  with  gas  of  a  very 
disagreeable  and  unworthy  odour.  It 
rested  very  much  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  to  what  the  course  of  legis- 
lation would  be ;  and  if  the  expressions 
of  opinion  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  favoured  them  were  well 
founded,  the  Government  might  expect 
great  difficulties  ahead  in  carrying  their 
legislation.  As  to  coercion,  the  House 
had  been  told,  what  many  Members  had 
forgotten,  that  the  powers  referred  to 
already  existed  in  Scotland,  and  were 
not  resisted  by  the  Scotch  people. 
Speaking  for  himself,  as  an  Eaglish 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  as  one 
connected  by  family  ties  with  Ireland, 
while  especially  regretting  that  any 
necessity  should  arise  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  restricting  the  liberty 
of  the  subject,  or  altering  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law,  he  would  support 
ooeroion  if  it  meant  protecting  women 
and    children,   the   weak    against    the 
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strong,  and  allowing  men  to  do  their 
business  in  their  own  way  and  at  their 
own  time,  free  and  undisturbed.  If  it 
meant  putting  an  end  to  the  crimes  that 
had  stained  the  country,  and  to  the  de- 
testable crime  of  boycotting  — if  that 
was  coercion,  what  upright  and  coura- 
geous man  could  refuse  to  support  it  ? 
and  he  did  not  think  the  House  would 
decline  to  support  a  proposal  to  that 
effect.  He  was  perfectly  certain  no  one 
wished  to  apply  harsh  laws  to  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Members  opposite  claimed  a 
monopoly  of  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness; but  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  had  as  much  sympathy  as 
those  opposite  had  for  those  suffering 
from  oppression.  They  sympathized 
with  those  who  were  oppressed  oy  boy- 
cotting ;  but  not  with  those  who  defied 
the  law.  He  (Mr.  Long)  denied  that 
the  Irish  landlords  did  not  show  indul- 
gence to  their  tenants ;  and  while  having 
no  sympathy  whatever  with  bad  land- 
lords, he  was  far  from  saying  that  be- 
cause they  did  not  do  their  duty  therefore 
they  were  to  be  denied  the  protection  of 
the  law.  With  regard  to  the  deprecia- 
tion of  prices,  he  admitted  that  there 
had  been  a  considerable  fall  in  the  10 
years ;  but  the  reduction  was  far  more 
marked  in  England  th an  in  Ireland.  He 
should  oppose  the  Amendment,  because 
it  was  directed  to  the  legislative  indepen- 
dence of  Ireland  ;  and  because  behind 
this  demand  for  Home  Bule  there  were 
looming  further  demands  which  would 
lead  to  complete  independence.  It  was 
because  the  Government  felt  this  and  be- 
lieved it  that  they  resisted  this  Amend- 
ment, and  it  was  because  the  House  felt 
this,  and  believed  it,  that  he  believed  it 
would  reject  the  Amendment.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  things  among  Parties 
in  the  country,  consequent  upon  the  Bill 
for  Home  Rule  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  brought  forcibly  to  his  mind 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— a  speech  familiar  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers— and  which  could  not  be  read 
without  feelings  of  pleasure  and  ad- 
miration, when  he  described  his  posi- 
tion on  leaving  the  Conservative  and 
joining  the  Liberal  Party,  in  the  words 
of  Dido  describing  her  reception  of 
JEneas — 
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for  West  BirminghBm  sail],  a  short 
time  oince,  that,  evea  If  Church  rates 
vers  legal,  he  would  not  pa;  them — 
not,  of  course,  because  ho  was  unable  to 
do  BO,  but  because  he  regarded  them  as 
UDJust,  and  he  would  not  obey  an  un- 
just law.  He  (Mr.  Coleridge)  admired 
the  position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  on  that  point ;  but  he  left  him  to 
apply,  in  common  faimesB,  the  aame 
]>rinciple  to  the  Irish  tenant.  The  law 
declared  that  people  must  be  vaooinated, 
and  that  if  they  were  not,  they  should 
be  subjected  to  certain  pains  and  penal- 
ties. Hon.  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  charged  with 
carrying  the  compulsory  Yaccination 
Law  into  effect,  but,  at  the  present  day, 
there  were  thousands  of  people  in 
Leicester  who  refused  to  be  vaocmated. 
He  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  people  were  justified  or  not  in 
resisting  compulsory  vaccination  ;  but 
he  maintained  that  if  they  were  not 
ri  ght,  and  if  they  wets  not  j  ustified  in  the 
course  they  were  pursuing,  all  the  more 
was  it  the  duty  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  see  that  the  law  was  carried 
into  effect.  Furthermore,  it  was  a 
common  thing  to  hear  of  School  Board 
summonses  being  held  in  abeyance. 
The  law  declared  that  every  child 
ehould  be  sent  to  school,  and  that 
all  parents  who  did  not  send  their 
children  to  school  should  beauhjeoted  to 
certain  pains  and  penalties.  It  was, 
however,  a  matter  of  common  notoriety 
throughout  the  country  that  where  the 
sending  of  children  would  work  hard- 
ship and  injustice  upon  the  parents,  the 
law  remained  inoperative.  The  Statute 
Xjaw  of  this  country  declared  that 
every  tenant  who  "holds  over"  was 
liable  to  be  charged  by  the  landlord 
doable  rent,  or  double  value.  That 
law  a  landlord  had  a  right  to  demand 
that  the  Executive  should  put  into 
executioQ.  What  was  the  fact  /  When 
alandlord  came  into  Court  making  such 
a  demand,  the  Judge  smiled,  and  said 
to    the   man — "Tou  really  cannot  be 


should  be  paid ;  but  very  often  County 
Court  Judges  made  orders  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  shilling  a  month,  so  that  the 
debt  should  not  be  repaid  for  years;  and 
that  was  a  practical  settiug  aside  of  the 
law,  because  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
would  be  contrary  to  the  moral  sense  of 
the  cjmmunity.  On  this  question,  he 
thought  that  they  ought  to  get  rid  of 
what  he  would  call  legal  cant — that  if 
there  were  tenantain  Ireland  who  could 
not  pay  their  rents,  and  there  were 
landlords  who  were  ready  to  evict 
them,  whether  they  could  pay  or 
not,  it  was  their  duty  to  look  at 
the  substantial  justice  of  the  case. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed the  House  (Mr.  Long)  said  that, 
although  he  disapproved  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  the  abstract,  he  had  no 
great  reason  to  complain  of  it  in  the 
concrete.  The  hon.  Member  added  that 
he  was  connected  with  Irish  land  and 
Iri»h  landlords ;  but  the  Earl  of  Cork, 
with  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
connected,  had  not  had,  and  probably 
never  wouU  have,  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign put  into  operation  against  him, 
because  he  bad  been  generous,  and 
wise,  and  moderate  in  his  demands  from 
his  tenants.  What  was  the  moral  to  be 
drawn  from  the  present  state  of  affairs f 
It  was  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons really  did  not  understand,  and 
were  not  ia  a  position  to  understand, 
Irish  grievances  and  their  remedies. 
How  could  he,  or  any  other  English 
Member,  obtain  a  personal  knowledge 
with  regard  to  each  case  in  which  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  put  in  force  ? 
He  repeated  that  to  be  operative  and 
respected,  either  in  England  or  Ireland. 
the  law  must  be  approved  by  the  moral 
sense  of  the  community  at  large.  That 
was  not  the  case,  however,  with  the  law 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  was  opposed  and  ren- 
dered inoperative  there,  because  it  was 
harshly  and  roughly  applied  against  the 
eenae  of  justice  of  the  Iriah  people.  He 
had  heard  throughout  the  debate  nume- 
rous threats  as  to  what  might  be  in  store 
Ireland.  It  seemed  to  him  there 
one  weapon,  and  one  only,  the  Go- 
iment  hail  in  their  hands,  and  that 
to  return  to  coercive  legislatiou. 
re  might  be  something  to  he  said 
it  coercive  legislation,  if  hon.  Gen- 
len  were  prepared,  in  the  words  of 
i  Salisbury,  to  pursue  it  resolutely 
20  years.  But  be  thought  boo.  Gen- 
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ments  advanced  on  that  occasion  by  the 
Liberal  Members  failed  in  showing  that 
the  House  could  not  deal  with  Irish 
affairs  according  to  Irish  views,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  feelings  of  justice, 
hon  Gentlemen  opposite  had  supplied 
that  defect.  He  recollected  being  im- 
mensely struck  with  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  delivered  in  the  debate  upon 
the  Tenants'  Relief  Bill.  It  was  a 
speech  marked  by  every  feeling  of 
earnestness,  and  with  the  single-minded 
view  of  benefiting  the  people  whom  he 
represented.  He  told  the  House  in 
tones  of  warning  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  rejection  of  that  Bill.  He 
told  the  House,  with  candour  and  with 
truth,  that  the  result  of  the  rejection  of 
that  Bill  by  the  House  would  be  to  send 
him  back  to  the  Irish  people  to  try  to 
follow  his  duty,  and  to  try  to  effect,  by 
means  which  were  beside  the  law,  that 
which  the  law  had  denied  him  the  power 
of  doing  by  legal  powers.  He  gave  the 
House  a  short  deseri]  uon  of  what  he 
would  feel  it  his  duty  to  do.  Now,  the 
result  of  the  rejection  of  the  Tenants' 
Relief  Bill  was,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Mayo,  and 
others,  found  themselves  face  to  face 
with  the  fact  that  there  were  many  poor 
people  in  Ireland  who,  owing  to  the  fall 
in  prices,  could  not  pay  their  rents,  and 
in  order  to  meet  the  difficulty  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  introduced,  a  plan 
which,  in  the  cases  in  which  it  had  been 
applied,  ho  (Mr.  Coleridge)  thought  had 
commended  itself  to  the  moral  sense  of 
the  best  majority  of  the  English  people. 
For  his  own  part,  he  emphatically  en- 
dorsed and  approved  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  He  approved  of  it,  with 
the  one  qualification  which  its  authors 
had  laid  down — ^namely,  that  it  should 
not  be  adopted  except  where,  in  the 
words  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  **the  tenants 
have  a  just,  and  moderate,  and  unim- 
peachable case."  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
instead  of  condemning  the  Irish  Leaders 
and  all  their  works  —  it  would  be 
well  if  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  instead  of  saying  that  the 
Irish  Members  preferred  politics  to 
humanity — it  would  be  well  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  instead 
of  declaring  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
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was  the  mo<)t  immoral  and  dishonest 
conspiracy  which  had  ever  been  devised 
in  a  civilized  country,  and  instead  of 
stigmatizing  the  Irish  Members  who  sat 
below  the  Gangway  as  self-constituted 
Leaders,  as  '*  well-paid  patriots  dividing 
in  secret  the  proceeds  of  American  sub- 
scriptions"— it  would  be  well  if  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  come  forward  to 
disprove  the  facts  which  had  been  pub- 
lished, and  proved  by  evidence  in  Courts 
of  Law,  and  tacitly  admitted  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland. 
They  would  then  know  whether  or  not 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  had,  in  any  par- 
ticular instance,  been  put  in  force  where 
the  tenants  had  not  ''  a  just,  moderate, 
and  unimpeachable  case."  He,  and 
others  who  held  similar  views,  were  told 
that  they  were  sentimentalists,  and  they 
were  not  upholding  the  law ;  that  they 
were  not  showing  that  tenacity  which 
was  exhibited  in  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  would  be  as 
well  if  all  those  who  maintained  that 
they  must,  in  all  cases,  and  under  all 
circumstances,  put  the  law,  as  it  ex- 
isted, into  legal  effect  and  operati<m, 
were  to  read  the  history  of  their 
country,  and  to  study  the  history  of 
the  times  in  which  they  lived.  It  waa 
not  very  long  ago  that  it  was  the  law 
that  men  should  be  hanged  for  the 
smallest  crimes,  for  petty  thefts  and 
larceny.  What  happened?  The  law 
was  felt  to  be  harsh  and  unjust, 
and  it  offended  the  moral  sense  of  the 
people.  Did  the  Leaders  at  that  time, 
in  every  case  and  under  all  circum- 
stances, carry  into  effect  that  which  was 
part  of  the  Common  Law  of  the  land  ? 
No;  when  prisoners  came  to  be  tried 
for  these  miserable  crimes.  Judges^ 
counsel,  witnesses,  jurors^ all  combined 
together  in  what  was,  In  effect,  a  ooo- 
spiracy  to  defeat  the  operation  of 
that  which  was  felt  to  be  a  harsh 
and  unjust  law.  Then,  why  ehonld 
not  the  same  principle  be  applisd 
to  the  action  of  the  Irish  people? 
Was  it  to  be  said  that  the  jurors  were 
false  to  their  oaths,  or  that  the  Judges 
were  engaging  in  a  conspiracy  agmisst 
the  common  weal?  No;  the  principle 
was  in  operation  in  England  at  the 
present  time  with  regard  to  laws  whirh 
were  condemned  by  the  moral  sense  of 
the  community,  and  those  laws,  bj 
general  consent,  were  left  iDoperatiTVL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  NeoilMr 
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for  West  Birmingham  saiil,  a  short 
time  since,  that,  even  if  Church  rates 
were  legal,  he  would  not  pay  them — 
not,  of  course,  because  he  was  unable  to 
do  so,  but  because  he  regarded  them  as 
unjust,  and  he  would  not  obey  an  un- 
just law.  He  (Mr.  Coleridge)  admired 
the  position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  on  that  point ;  but  he  left  him  to 
apply,  in  common  fairness,  the  same 
principle  to  the  Irish  tenant.  The  law 
declared  that  people  must  be  vaccinated, 
and  that  if  they  were  not,  they  should 
be  subjected  to  certain  pains  and  penal- 
ties. Hon.  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  charged  with 
carrying  the  compulsory  Vaccination 
Law  into  effect,  but,  at  the  present  day, 
there  were  thousands  of  people  in 
Leicester  who  refused  to  be  vaccmated. 
Ho  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  people  were  justified  or  not  in 
resisting  compulsory  vaccination;  but 
he  maintained  that  if  they  were  not 
right,  and  if  they  were  not  justified  in  the 
coarse  they  were  pursuing,  all  the  more 
was  it  the  duty  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  see  that  the  law  was  carried 
into  effect.  Furthermore,  it  was  a 
common  thing  to  hear  of  School  Board 
summonses  being  held  in  abeyance. 
The  law  declared  that  every  child 
should  be  sent  to  school,  and  that 
all  parents  who  did  not  send  their 
children  to  school  should  be  subjected  to 
certain  pains  and  penalties.  It  was, 
however,  a  matter  of  common  notoriety 
throughout  the  country  that  where  the 
sending  of  children  would  work  hard- 
ship and  injustice  upon  the  parents,  the 
law  remained  inoperative.  The  Statute 
Law  of  this  country  declared  that 
every  tenant  who  ** holds  over'*  was 
liable  to  be  charged  by  the  landlord 
double  rent,  or  double  value.  That 
law  a  landlord  had  a  right  to  demand 
that  the  Executive  should  put  into 
execution.  What  was  the  fact  ?  When 
a  landlord  came  into  Court  making  such 
a  demand,  the  Judge  smiled,  and  said 
to  the  man — "You  really  cannot  be 
serious  in  demanding  this  double  rent  or 
double  value ;  "  and,  if  the  matter  were 
pressed,  the  Judge  held  over  the  land- 
lord in  terrorem  the  question  of  costs, 
and  thus  practically  defeated  the  law. 
Again,  they  read  constantly  of  oases 
where  money-lenders  came  into  County 
Courts  demanding  exorbitant  interest. 
The  law  said  the  principal  and  interest 


should  be  paid ;  buk  very  often  County 
Court  Judges  made  orders  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  shilling  a  month,  so  that  the 
debt  should  not  be  repaid  for  years;  and 
that  was  a  practical  setting  aside  of  the 
law,  because  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
would  be  contrary  to  the  moral  sense  of 
the  cammunity.  On  this  question,  he 
thought  that  they  ought  to  get  rid  of 
what  he  would  call  legal  cant — that  if 
there  were  tenants  in  Ireland  who  could 
not  pay  their  rents,  and  there  were 
landlords  who  were  ready  to  evict 
them,  whether  they  could  pay  or 
not,  it  was  their  duty  to  look  at 
the  substantial  justice  of  the  case. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed the  House  (Mr.  Long)  said  that, 
although  he  disapproved  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  the  abstract,  he  had  no 
great  reason  to  complain  of  it  in  the 
concrete.  The  hon.  Member  added  that 
he  was  connected  with  Irish  land  and 
Irifih  landlords ;  but  the  Earl  of  Cork, 
with  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
connected,  had  not  had,  and  probably 
never  would  have,  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign put  into  operation  against  him, 
because  he  had  been  generous,  and 
wise,  and  moderate  in  his  demands  from 
his  tenants.  What  was  the  moral  to  be 
drawn  from  the  present  state  of  affairs? 
It  was  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons really  did  not  understand,  and 
were  not  in  a  position  to  understand, 
Irish  grievances  and  their  remedies. 
How  could  he,  or  any  other  English 
Member,  obtain  a  personal  knowledge 
with  regard  to  each  case  in  which  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  put  in  force? 
He  repeated  that  to  be  operative  and 
respected,  either  in  England  or  Ireland, 
the  law  must  be  approved  by  the  moral 
sense  of  the  community  at  large.  That 
was  not  the  case,  however,  with  the  law 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  was  opposed  and  ren- 
dered inoperative  there,  because  it  was 
harshly  and  roughly  applied  against  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
had  heard  throughout  the  debate  nume- 
rous threats  as  to  what  might  be  in  store 
for  Ireland.  It  seemed  to  him  there 
was  one  weapon,  and  one  only,  the  Go- 
vernment had  in  their  hands,  and  that 
was  to  return  to  coercive  legislation. 
There  might  be  something  to  be  said 
about  coercive  legislation,  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  prepared,  in  the  words  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  to  pursue  it  resolutely 
for  20  years.    But  he  thought  hon.  Gen- 
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tlemen  opposite  had  not  the  tenacity 
which  they  displayed  in  their  speeches 
when  they  came  to  put  in  practice  coer- 
cive leg^lation.  But,  even  if  they  had 
resolute  government  for  20  years,  what 
would  be  the  result?  In  bis  opinion, 
they  would  create  a  nation  of  slaves,  a 
nation  of  slaves  which  they  would  rightly 
and  properly  despise  for  being  what 
they  had  created  them.  Coercion  ought 
to  be  rejected  as  unworthy  of  a  great 
nation  like  England.  There  was  only 
one  other  sound  alternative,  and  that 
was  to  grant  to  Ireland,  freely  and 
ffonerously,  that  which  she  demanded 
by  the  voice  of  her  Eepresentatives — an 
Irish  Parliament  with  an  Irish  Execu- 
tive. That  must  be  the  end  of  all  these 
debates.  Everything  pointed  to  it.  The 
attitude  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
pointed  to  it.  The  stern  logic  of  events, 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  could  not  control, 
pointed  to  it,  and  he,  for  one,  welcomed 
these  debates,  because  he  believed  that 
the  longer  the  Irish  O'lestion  was  de- 
bated before  the  public  gaze,  the  more 
necessary  would  it  ap)»ear  to  grant  to 
Ireland  that  which  would  meet  with  the 
national  aspirations  of  her  people.  He 
intended  most  heartily  to  give  his  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MUEDOCH  (Reading)  said,  he 
knew  Kerry  at  a  time  when  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  were  most 
satisfactory.  The  House  hoard  now 
only  of  the  interests  of  one  class — the 
tenants  ;  those  of  the  landlords,  the 
peasants,  or  the  commercial  classes  they 
heard  little  or  nothing  about.  They 
heard  a  great  deal  also  of  denuncia- 
tions of  landlords  in  Ireland.  He  re- 
garded the  Flan  of  Campaign  as  one 
more  step  towards  separation  between 
England  and  Ireland.  \^Bom$  RuU 
UughterJ\  Though  at  present  Irish 
Members  treated  that  opinion  with  scorn 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  separa- 
tion was  the  real  object  they  had  in  view, 
and  some  of  them  had  the  honesty  to 
acknowledge  it.  In  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  Ireland  the  people  were  desti- 
tute ;  the  tenants  were  too  many  and 
the  holdings  too  small.  At  the  same 
time,  many  of  these  tenants  should  not 
be  tenants  at  all,  but  should  be  mere 
agricultural  labourers  ;  and  if  farming 
in  Ireland  was  conducted  with  the  en- 
lightenment of  tho  present  day  and 
with  the  necessary  capital,  the  position 
of   the   labourer  would   be  far  better 
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than  that   of  the  small  tenant.    One 
effect   of  the   Plan   of  Campaign  un- 
doubtedly was  that  it  increased  the  fear 
which   existed   in    Ghreat   Britain   that 
capital  could  not  be  safely  invested  in 
Ireland,    and    therefore  cultivation    in 
that  country  must  go  from  bad  to  worse. 
It  seemed  to  be  acknowledged  that  the 
population    of   Ireland   had  outgrown 
.the  means  of  subsistence ;  and  though 
he  understood  the  feeling  of  those  who 
were  unwilling  to  leave  their  country, 
yet  he  thought  some  well-defined  acheme 
of  emigration  which  would  be  thorough 
and  complete — and  such  a  scheme  had 
never  yet  been  tried — might  be  suc- 
cessful.   Another  reason  why  the  popu- 
lation had  outgrown  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence was  that  there  were  no  manu- 
factories in  the  greater  part  of  Ireland. 
He  would  call  on  those  who  were  Leaders 
of  the  Irish  Party  to  pause  before  con- 
tinuing on  a  course  which  must  lead 
ultimately  to  tho  ruin  of  their  country. 
Many  Gentleman  opposite,  men  of  bril- 
liant ability,  and  whose  eloquent  words 
rang  through  the  House,  could  devote 
their  talents  to  far  better  purpose  than 
trying  to  persuade  tenants  to  adopt  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.    That  Plan  did  not 
meet  with  the  support  of  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  Party.    There  were  indications, 
especially  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU),  that  it  did 
not  meet  with  his  approval  in  its  entirety. 
It  might* be  that  the  want  of  unanimity 
was  only  the  beginning  of  a  rift  in  the 
Irish  Party  itself;  ana  if  Uie  Govern- 
ment carried  on  with  set  purpose  the  ad- 
ministration of  Ireland  in  a  true  and 
just  manner  it  might  be  found  that  the 
rift  would  extend,  and  in  a  short  time 
the  Irish  Party  would  be  broken  up. 
With  respect  to  the  20  years  of  firm 
government  of  whioh  the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury  had  spoken,  it  might  be  read 
in  this  light— that  20  years  of  proper  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  might  be  neces- 
sary to  restore  Ireland  to  prosperity  m&d 
to  enable  confidence  to  return. 

Mr.  M*LABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  they  had  heard  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Murdoch)  that  he  discerned  signs  of  a 
rift  in  the  National  Party,  becaoae  be 
fancied  they  did  not  all  approve  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  But  if  the  horn. 
Member  carefully  considered  the  matter, 
he  would  find  there  were  more  tins  of 
a  rift  in  the  Unionist  Party,  aadttiat  is 
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was  more  likely  to  come  to  pieces  than 
the  National  Party.    The  hon.  Member 
and  the  hon.  and  fj^allant  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Captain  Colomb) — both 
of  whom  knew  Kerry  well — had  pointed 
out  the  advantages  of  emigration ;  but 
they  had  overlooked  the  fact  that,  in 
spite  of  Kerry  being  considerably  depo- 
pulated,   it  was    the    most    disturbed 
county  in  Ireland.    If  the  Conservative 
Members  agreed  that  colonization    or 
emigration  was  the  best  remedy  for  the 
Irish  difficulty,  why  did  they  not  per- 
suade the  Government  to  carry  it  out  ? 
They  had  no  promise  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  any  g^eat  scheme  of  emigration. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury distinctly  threw  cold  water  on  the 
scheme  the  other  day,  when  he  said  they 
should  have  to  emigrate  about  1,000,000 
of  persons,  and  that  he  would  be  a  bold 
man  who  would  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  vote  £100,000,000  for  the  pur- 
pose.     If   the    House    last  year    was 
unwilling  to  vote  £50,000,000  for  the 
purchase  of  Irish  land,  with,  at  least,  a 
moderate  security,  still  more  would  they 
be  unwilling  to  vote  £100,000,000  for  a 
scheme  which  offered  very  little.     He 
should  certainly  like  to  see  the  House 
able  to  address  itself  to  English  ques- 
tions;  but  when  they  were  asked  to 
thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  them 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  still  re- 
quired their  anxious  attention,  he  felt  it 
was  true ;  but  he  did  not  see  any  prospect 
of  a  different  state  of  things  so  long  as  the 
present  Gk>vernment  remained  in  Office. 
When  the  Queen  put  her  name  to  such 
a  statement  She  must  have  felt  like  the 
old  woman  at  Chester,  who  exhorted  the 
right  hon .  Gentlem  an  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  on  setting  out 
on  one  of  his  journeys,  '*  not  to  forget 
Old    Ireland."      He  should   like  that 
House  to  be  able  to  forget  Ireland  in 
the  sense  that  they  forgot  Australia  and 
their  other  large  Colonies — that  was  to 
say,  that  she  would  not  be  ever  present 
to  their  minds,  and  that  woula  never 
come  to  pass  until  they  allowed  the  Irish 
people  to  govern  themselves.    The  Se- 
ereta^  to  tke  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Long)  had  said  that  the  object  of  a 
new  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland  would  be 
to  protect  the  weak  from  oppression  by 
the  strong,    and    if  the    Home    Bule 
liberals  could  be  brought  to  believe 
tiiat,    they  might   become   coercionists 
themselves.     But  they  knew  perfectly 


well  that  whatever  might  be  the  wishes 
and  interests  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  was  not 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Government  of 
Ireland ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  if  the 
measure  of  coercion  foreshadowed  by  the 
Government  was  passed  by  the  House, 
it  would  be  administered  in  the  way 
that  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill).  It 
would  be  administered  with  all  the 
rigours  of  the  old  Star  Chamber.  Sta- 
tutes perfectly  obsolete  would  be  raked 
up  ~  statutes  passed  by  Strafford,  and 
for  the  putting  in  operation  of  which 
he  was  arraigned  and  executed.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  being  carried  out  by  irre- 
sponsible persons ;  but  he  denied  that  the 
members  of  the  National  League  were 
irresponsible  persons ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  had  incurred  great  responsibilities, 
to  the  extent  of  which  they  were  fully 
alive,  seeing  that  they  constituted  tho 
de  facto  Government  of  Ireland.  As  re- 
garded the  Amendment,  he  thought 
Members  who  heard  the  speeches  of  the 
kon.  Members  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  and  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
must  have  been  convinced  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  in  Ireland  in  an 
unusual  and  irregular,  if  not  actually 
illegal,  manner.  Chief  Baron  Palles 
called  it  illegal,  and  suggested  that  the 
Members  of  the  Government  ought  to  be 
brought  before  his  Court  for  punish- 
ment. Not  being  a  lawyer,  he  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  did  not  condemn  them.  Be- 
ferring  to  the  Glenbeigh  evictions,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  cited  a  leading  article 
which  appeared  in  T/ic  Standard  in  the 
end  of  January.  That  newspaper,  which 
was  the  organ  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  had  no  hesitation  in  advising  the 
Government  to  use  what  was  called  a 
dispensing  power.  That  invitation  the 
Government  had  very  properly  accepted, 
and  they  had  very  readily  endeavoured 
to  put  an  end  to  the  horror  of  these 
evictions.  He  supposed  the  barbarous 
eviction  spectacles  were  all  perfectly 
legal;  the  action  of  the  undeserving 
landlords,  which  The  Standard  denounced, 
was  perfectly  legal ;  and  that  it  was  per- 
fectly legal  for  a  man  to  burn  down 
cottages  on  his  estate  if  he  chose  to  do 
so.  There  was  a  similar  case  of  this 
kind  in  Scotland.  An  agent  carried 
out  an    eviction   by  burning   down  a 
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cottage ;  but  i?hat  did  the  landlord  do  ? 
He  institated  a  prosecution  against  his 
agent  for  having  destroyed  his  property. 
Clearly  the  Irish  Government  and  The 
Standard  newspaper  held  that  law  was 
not  to  be  the  test  of  right  and  wrong ; 
and  if  the  Government  might  adopt  a 
alight  deviation  from  tlie  regular  course 
of  strict  law  in  a  case  of  emergency,  why 
might  not  the  National  League  do  the 
same  ?  It  was  very  doubtful  how  far  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  illegal ;  it  was 
very  doubtful  whether  anyone  could  lay 
his  finger  on  the  particular  statute 
which  made  it  illegal.  Though  it  was 
called  robbery,  it  was  at  its  worst  only 
a  temporary  collection  of  the  rents  of  the 
landlord.  It  was  only  a  technical  viola- 
tion, at  most,  of  a  doubtful  conspiracy 
law,  and  he  wanted  to  know  wheuier  it 
was  really  to  be  held  that  we  were 
bound  to  obey  the  law  at  all  hazards  ? 
This  was  not  the  first  occasion  on  which 
the  law  had  been  openly  violated  with 
the  approval  of  the  people.  The  law 
had  been  constantly  violated  in  regard 
to  vaccination.  The  Government  tried 
to  put  it  into  operation  in  the  town  of 
Keighley,  with  which  he  was  connected 
in  business ;  and  they  put  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  prison,  and  the  result  was 
that  far  fewer  persons  were  vaccinated 
in  Keighley  than  before.  That  would 
always  be  the  case  where  the  Govern- 
ment tried  to  put  a  law  in  operation  to 
which  the  public  opinion  of  the  place 
was  opposea.  The  religious  community 
withwhich  he  was  connected  (the  Society 
of  Friends^  was  at  once  the  most  peace- 
loving  ana  the  most  law-breaking  that 
had  ever  existed  in  this  country.  In 
their  form  of  marriage  ceremony  they 
had  persistently  for  about  100  years 
broken  the  law,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of 
their  children  being  illegitimate,  until  at 
length  the  law  was  altered  so  as  to 
legalize  marriages  celebrated  in  accord- 
ance with  the  customs  of  that  Society. 
The  same  thing  had  happened  with  re- 
gard to  their  objections  to  taking  an 
oath,  and  taking  off  hats ;  and  at  one 
time,  1 1,000  Quakers  were  in  prison  for 
various  offences.  Those  who  prosecuted 
them  were  now  admitted  to  have  been 
wrong.  The  Quakers  had  been  impelled 
by  conscience.  The  Government  had 
not  said  to  them — '*  Cease  breaking  the 
law,  and  we  shall  then  alter  it"  No; 
tho  law  had  been  altered  because  it  had 
been  persistently  broken.    For  his  part 
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he  thought,  with  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  con- 
science with  the  poor  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland  whether  they  should  not  persist 
in  violating  the  law  in  order  that  they 
might  carry  out  their  marriage  vows 
and  their  parental  duties  by  protecting 
their  wives  and  children.  He  rejoiced 
very  much  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  been  put  into  operation,  because  he 
was  convinced  that  it  had  saved  many 
families  from  ruin,  and  probably  some 
persons  of  delicate  health  or  great  age 
from  death.  He  thought  it  not  impos- 
sible that  it  might  have  saved  some 
landlords  from  death  as  well ;  and  even 
if  that'  were  not  the  case,  still  it  was 
enough  to  know  that  owing  to  that  Plan, 
and  owing  to  the  pressure  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  put  upon  landlords,  Ire- 
land had  been  in  a  much  more  peaceable 
condition  during  the  whole  of  this  winter 
than  they  had  had  any  reason  to  expect* 
The  plan  of  Campaign  had  been  a  valu- 
able aid  to  the  Government,  and  they 
ought  to  have  connived  at  it  as  they 
connived  at  breaches  of  the  Vaccination 
Laws.  But  they  intended  to  suppress 
it,  and  they  asked  for  powers  to  enable 
them  to  do  so.  The  shape  in  which  they 
asked  for  those  powers  was  called  a  re- 
form of  Criminal  Procedure.  The  ordi- 
nary way  of  strengthening  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Criminal  Law  was  by  a 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
or  a  Coercion  Bill,  like  the  late  Mr. 
Forster's.  He  supposed  they  would  not 
bring  in  such  strong  measures  as  those, 
but  it  was  clear  that  the  new  Bill  should 
becalled— *' A  Bill  to  facilitate  the  im- 
prisonment of  certain  Members  of  Par- 
liament and  others  who  have  conspired, 
independently  of  the  Government,  to  ob- 
tain a  reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland." 
He  hoped,  if  they  had  the  Closure, 
that  strong  repressive  measures,  such 
as  that  proposed,  would  be  exdudod 
from  its  operation.  He  thought  that 
coercive  or  repressive  legislation  was 
not  the  way  to  put  down  agitation. 
When  the  Beform  Act  of  1832  was 
passed  the  Gk>vemment  did  not  say 
— **We  will  put  down  the  riots  first, 
and  then  we  will  amend  the  law."  The 
proper  way  to  check  agitation,  as  histoiy 
showed,  was  to  remove  the  grievance 
which  was  the  cause  of  that  agitation. 
Tfu  Standard  had  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  exercising  a  sound  diacretion 
in  applying  the  intended  ooeition  to 
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all  parts  of  the  £[iDp:dom ;  but  ho  did 
not  think  that  English  or  Scotch  Mem- 
bers would  be  any  more  ready  to  support 
a  Coercion  Bill  which  they  might  think 
was  necessary  in  Ireland  because  it  ap- 
plied to  England  and  Scotland,  where  it 
was  not  wanted.  A  promise  was  made 
last  Session  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  that  a  measure  of  Local 
Government  would  be  brought  forward 
which,  as  regarded  the  three  countries 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  was  to  have 
similarity  and  simultaneity.  As  to  the 
former,  the  only  similarity  they  were 
promised  was  coercion,  and  as  to  simul- 
taneity, it  was  gone  altogether.  That 
was  not  the  only  pledge  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  which  had  been  broken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Speaking 
on  September  1 5,  he  had  said  that  the 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
would  be  developed  as  far  as  possible 
in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives,  and  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  put 
proposals  before  Parliament  with  the 
view  of  putting  those  matters  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  people ;  and  if  the 
Government  failed  to  satisfy  the  Irish 
Members  they  would  be  justified  in 
carrying  on  what  was,  in  short,  obstruc- 
tion. Those  pledges  had  gone  to  the 
wind  ;  those  Bills  were  not  promised  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  The  Government 
would,  therefore,  have  themselves  to 
blame  if  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  re- 
membered the  second  part  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech,  and  continued  to  bring 
forward  their  grievances  ''with  inces- 
sant repetition  and  in  immense  detail." 
It  was  far  more  important  to  have  an 
Irish  Local  Government  Bill  pressed  on 
than  English  and  Scotch  Bills ;  and  al- 
though such  a  Bill  would  not  satisfy  the 
aspirations  of  the  Irish  Nationalists  or 
the  English  Badicals,  he  would  welcome 
it  as  a  contribution  towards  the  self-go- 
vernment of  Ireland.  He  represented 
a  constituency  that  had  few  Unionist 
Liberals  in  it,  and  had  very  few  Irish 
voters.  It  was  a  purely  English  con- 
stituency in  the  heart  of  what  used 
to  be  that  most  Conservative  county, 
Cheshire,  and  there  the  Liberals  were 
as    strongly    in  favour    of  local   self- 

fovemment  for  Ireland  as  the    Irish 
[embers  themselves.  The  electors  were 
well  trained  under  the  late  Mr.  George 


William  Latham  to  know  the  benefits  of 
self-government.  If  they  could  con- 
ciliate the  Unionists  by  giving  up  subor- 
dinate details,  they  would  do  well  to 
try  to  conciliate  them  ;  but  rather  than 
sacrifice  the  main  principle  that  was  em- 
bodied in  this  Amendment  he  would  go 
on  struggling  for  it  in  Opposition  for  an 
indefinite  number  of  years.  They  should 
do  nothing  to  let  ic  be  thought  for  a 
moment  that  'they  were  wavering  from 
the  principle  of  satisfying  the  needs  and 
aspirations  of  the  Irish  people. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth) :  I  think 
it  most  desirable  that  a  protest  should 
at  once  be  made  against  the  most  dan- 
gerous doctrines  which  were  contained 
in  the  early  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
In  making  that  protest,  I  believe  I  shall 
make  it,  not  only  on  behalf  of  those 
who  sit  upon  this  Bench,  or  who  are 
supporting  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  I  shall  make  it  also  on  behalf  of  a 
large  majority  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  who  must  be  amazed 
at  hearing  the  doctrines  which  have 
been  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cheshire  (Mr.  McLaren).  There  is 
some  excuse,  perhaps,  to  be  made  for 
some  of  those  doctrines,  for  we  heard 
earlier  in  the  afternoon  a  speech  in 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Coleridge), 
dismissing  what  he,  as  a  lawyer,  called 
legal  cant,  gave  his  sanction — and  he  is 
the  first  lawyer  who  has  done  so — to 
the  illegal  conspiracy  known  as  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cheshire  may  have  been  misled  by 
a  too  ready  acquiescence  in  the  fandful 
history  of  law  which  has  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Louth 
(Mr.  T.  P.  Gill).  But,  however  misled  or 
excused,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  himself  will,  on  reflection,  re- 
gard what  he  has  said^this  afternoon 
with  any  satisfaction.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  distinctly  stated  that  obedience 
to  the  law  is  a  matter  of  personal  judg- 
ment, and  that  any  person,  responsible 
or  irresponsible,  has  a  right  to  disobey 
any  law  which  he  thinks  has  been  im- 
properly enacted  or  laid  down.  That 
IS  a  doctrine  far  graver  than  any  ques- 
tion raised  in  the  discussions  with  regard 
to  the  immediate  Amendment  before  the 
House.  It  is  a  doctrine  so  disastrous  in 
its  application  to  a  law-abiding  people, 
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that  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
really,  on  reflection,  feel  that  he  has 
said  much  in  that  speech  to  weaken  the 
authority  which  any  other  suggestion  of 
his  might  have  had  with  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  quoted  certain  in- 
stances in  support  of  his  proposition. 
He  told  us  that  for  three  generations 
the  Quakers  disobeyed  the  law  by  not 
being  married  in  a  church,  and  that 
11,000  of  them  were  in  prison  at  one 
time  for  disobedience  to  the  law  of  the 
country.  I  take  leaye  to  doubt  the  ab- 
solute historical  correctness  of  the  state- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  alleges  that 
it  is  one  of  the  chief  glories  of  the 
Society  of  Friends  that  all  their  grand- 
fathers and  grandmothers  were  illegiti- 
mate. \Cr\es  of  *'0h,  oh!*'  from  the 
Opposition  J]  Well,  I  am  quoting  the 
hon.  Member's  own  words.  I  think  the 
Society  of  Friends  have  little  to  thank 
their  advocate  for.  They  have  a  greater 
glory  than  any  which  has  been  attributed 
to  them  by  the  hon.  Member.  While, 
for  conscience  sake,  they  did  disregard 
and  refuse  to  obey  certain  laws  which 
they  believed  to  be  inconsistent  with  the 
Divine  Law— -TCAd^*  from  the  Home 
Rulers']'^njiA  I  am  glad  to  hear  a  re- 
cognition of  Divine  Law  which  I  did  not 
expect — while  they  obeyed  the  Divine 
Law  which  they  felt  to  be  deeper  and 
stronger  in  its  hold  and  its  authority  over 
them  than  uny  law  made  by  any  human 
society,  they  never  asserted  disobedience 
to  the  law  with  objects  of  a  personal 
kind.  They  never  for  the  sake  of  money, 
or  from  enmity  to  a  particular  dass, 
associated  themselves  together  in  con- 
scious disobedience  to  the  law.  That  is 
the  distinction  between  the  case  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  put  and  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  which  I  venture  to  say  is  an 
illegal  conspiracy,  and  which  has  been 
acknowledged  to  be  an  illegal  conspiracy 
by  every  lawyer  of  repute  and  authority 
who  has  ever  spoken  upon  the  subject ; 
and  I  cannot  believe  that  even  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Coleridge) — and  I  deeply 
regret  that  one  bearing  his  name  should 
in  this  House  have  made  such  a  speech 
as  he  delivered  this  afternoon — ^I  cannot 
believe  that  he  could  have  understood 
what  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  when  he 
gave  his  hearty  acquiescence  to  it,  and 
when  he  quoted  the  instances  which  he 
gave  in  support  of  his  approval.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  a  conspiracy  between 


tenants  who  can  pay  and  t^iants  who 
cannot  pay  to  coerce  the  landlord  into 
abandoning  his  legal  rights  to  some 
extent  against  all  of  them,  whether  they 
can  pay  or  whether  they  cannot  pay.  It 
is  a  conspiracy  by  which  they  agree  to 
sell  the  stock,  so  that  there  shall  be 
nothingfor  the  landlord  to  seize,  and  they 
make  a  rule  with  regard  to  there  being 
no  eviction  from  any  farm  on  the  estate 
as  a  condition  of  allowing  the  landlord 
to  get  any  of  the  rent  to  which  he  is 
entitled.  That  is  a  mere  illegal  con- 
spiracy. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  has  doubted  and,  indeed, 
denied  this ;  but  I  prefer  the  authority  of 
Lord  Hersohell  and  Lord  Selbome. 

Mr.  COLEBTDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
cliffe):  I  never  denied  that  it  was  an 
illegal  conspiracy. 

Sir  EDWAED  CLARKE:  I  am 
extremely  glad  to  have  elicited  that 
statement,  out  I  am  quite  sure  from  the 
enthusiastic  way  in  which  those  who 
were  sitting  near  him  rewarded  the 
expression  of  opinion  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  by  their  cheers  that  they 
quite  understood  it  was  of  great  moment 
that  at  last  an  English  lawyer,  bearing 
an  honoured  name  and  representing  a 

great  English  constituency,  had  given 
is  acquiescence  and  authority  and  sanc- 
tion to  their  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  aoi 
exceedingly  happy  to  say  now  that  there 
is  no  lawyer,  not  even  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Shef- 
field  

Mr.  COLEEIDGE:  I  am  sore  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does  wA 
wish  to  misrepresent  me.  I  did  not 
express  any  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  illegal  or  not,  bat 
I  said  in  certain  cases  it  had  my  moral 
sanction. 

Sir  EDWASD  CLABKE:  I  em 
bound  to  say  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  goes  beyond  me  there.  He  was 
arguing  a  question  of  law,  and  was 
illustrating  it  by  questions  of  law.  Did 
he  say  it  was  illegal?  Let  me  pat  it 
both  ways.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  he  did  not  pronounce  an  opinioa.  as 
to  whether  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
legal  or  illegal,  but  that,  whether  it 
legal  or  illegal,  it  has  his  moral 
I  do  not  think  that  is  a  position  whioh 
is  quito  worthy  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  or  that  it  is  one  which,  bsoa^  a 
lawyer,  he  is  entitled  to  take  wImb 
speaking  in  this  House  on  a  matter  of 
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very  serious  importance.     My  lion,  and 
learned  [Friend  has  stated  that  many 
years  ago  death  used  to  be  inflicted  for 
small  ofifences,   and  he  said    that  so 
strongly  was  the  moral  sense  of  the 
people  hostile  to  the  cruel  law  that, 
when  a  case  was  brought  into  Court 
that  involved  the  punishment  of  death, 
Judges,  jurors,  counsel,  and  witnesses 
joined  iu  an  illegal  conspiracy  to  defeat 
the  law  which  was  then  in  existence. 
Now,  I  beg  to  give  that  statement  a 
most  unqualified  denial.    There  is  no 
foundation  for  it  at  all.    The  Judges  at 
that  time,  though  not  in  sympathy  with 
the  law,  administered  it  as  it  was,  and 
not  as  they  thought  it  ought  to  be, 
ezeroisine  indulgence  only  in  cases  of 
doubt.    A  Judge  at  the  present  time, 
in  a  capital  case,   exercises  the  most 
careful    scrutiny   of   the   evidence,    in 
order  that  the  sentence  of  death  may 
not  be  carried  out  on  a  person  who  may 
bo  innocent.     To  describe  such  action 
as  conspiracy  is  to  represent  a  state  of 
things  which  has  never  existed  in  this 
country.   The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
also  cited  disobedience  to  the  Vaccina- 
tion Law  as  an  example ;  but  that  is  not 
analogous  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
involves  no  violation  of  a  contract  be- 
tween two  persons  or  the  enforcement  of 
legal  rights.   Again,  as  to  School  Board 
summonses,  I  contend  that  this  example 
which  has  been  cited  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is,  also,  not  parallel.    I 
have  not  heard  of  any  magistrate  who, 
when  a  case  was  clearly  proved  before 
liim,  refused  to  convict,  however  small 
the  fine  might  be  which  the  justice  of  the 
case  required.  And  now.  Sir,  I  must  refer 
again  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill).     The 
hon.  Member  has,  with  praiseworthy  dili- 
gence, endeavoured  to  acquaint  himself 
with  the  history  of  the  law.    But  his 
studies  have  not  been  carried  far  enough, 
otherwise  he  would  have  known  that  the 
Statute  of  Charles  I.,  to  which  reference 
has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  which  is  said  to  be  so  odious,  was 
really  passed  in  the  10th  year  of  Charles 
for  the  protection  of  the  subject,  and  it 
was  simply  an  application  to  Lreland  of 
a  Statute  passed  for  England  in  the 
Beign  of  Ja  mes  I.    He  has  stated  that  in 
Ireland  the  Judges  who,  as  Privy  Coun- 
cillors, order  a  prosecution,  walk  down 
to  the  Courts  to  ti*j  the  men  whom  they 
have  ordered  to  bo  prosecuted.    There 


is  no  foundation  for  that  statement  at 
all ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley),    if  he 
were  in  his  place,  would  confirm  me  in 
that  denial.     It  has  been  further  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cheshire  (Mr. 
M*Laren)  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which 
properly  ought  to  be  called  a  **  Bill  for 
imprisoning    certain    Irish   Members." 
Whence  did  he  get  his  power  of  pro- 
phecy?     He  is  not  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  or  a  Gentleman  whom  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  likely  to  consult.     I 
happen,    from    my  position,   to    know 
something  more  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that  there  is  no  foundation 
whatever  for  his  description  of  the  mea- 
sure.   The  description  is  certainly  not 
one  which  can  be  applied  to  the  Bill 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  may 
introduce  for  the  amendment   of   the 
Criminal  Law.    It  has  been  said  that 
this  debate  has  wasted  a  good  deal  of 
valuable  time.    I  do  not  entirely  agree 
with  that,  for  the  reason  that  I  think  it 
was  very  desirable,  in  view  of  what  has 
taken  place  in  Ireland,  that  there  should 
be,  at  the  very  earliest  moment,  a  full 
and  formal  impeachment  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Government.  It  was  eminently  de- 
sirable that  some  accredited  spokesman 
of  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party  should 
formally  attack  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment;   and  I  believe  that  it  has 
been  a  source  of  great  satisfaction  to 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  hear  the  speech  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
made  a  really  serious  attack  upon  the 
Government.    The  attack  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
was  very  cautious,  and  he  did  not  desire 
to  go  into  much  detail.     But  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  the  trusted 
and  accredited  spokesman  of  the  Irish 
Members,  speaks  on  such  a  subject  as 
the    present    Amendment,   the    House 
knows  that  it  has  heard  the  whole  of  the 
case.    The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
is  the  trusted  and  accredited  spokesman 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,  and  they  are  always  content 
when  he  has  stated  their  case  to  the 
House.      Now,    what    does    his    case 
amount  to  on  this  occasion?    Where 
is  the  imputation  of  cruelty  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords?    It  is  in  connection 
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with  the  Glenbeigb  evictions  alone  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  made  any  serious 
accusation  of  cruelty  against  the  land- 
lord. We  were  told  that  these  atrocities 
were  to  be  exposed  at  public  meetings, 
that  the  whole  nation  was  to  be  roused 
by  the  recital  of  the  wrongs  of  the  ten- 
ants at  Olenbeigh.  Why  is  it  that  this 
cry  has  died  down  ?  Why  is  it  that  this 
threatened  agitation  is  collapsing  ?  [An 
hon.  Member:  It  is  only  beginning.] 
How  is  it  that  it  has  rapidly  declined 
during  the  last  three  days?  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  cause  of  the  visible 
dying  down  of  this  excitement  and  agi- 
tation is  that  it  has  become  quite  plain 
to  the  House  and  the  country  that  the 
Olenbeigh  tenantry  have  been  made  the 
instruments  of  the  agitators,  who  would 
not  allow  them  even  to  accept  the  bene- 
fits of  the  indulgent  terms  held  out  to 
them  by  the  landlords.  They  refused 
to  allow  them  to  entertain  those  terms, 
because  they  knew  that  it  would  destroy 
the  last  vestige  of  the  suggestion  that 
the  tenants  had  been  unfairly  and 
cruelly  dealt  with.  It  is  a  good  thing 
that  we  have  heard  this  case  stated 
fully,  because  the  conscience  of  the 
country  is  now  set  at  ease,  and  the 
people  see  that,  however  much  those 
accusations  may  form  the  staple  of 
violent  and  inflammatory  speech  else- 
where, when  they  are  brought  before 
this  House  and  examined  they  prac- 
tically disappear.  There  is  another, 
and,  perhaps,  still  more  important,  ques- 
tion to  be  considered.  What  is  to  be 
the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party,  headed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) —what 
is  to  be  the  attitude  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  late  Government  towards 
this  Amendment?  An  Amendment  to 
the  Address  is  a  rather  serious  matter. 
It  used  to  be  the  custom  of  this  House 
that  au  Amendment  should  not  be  for- 
mally moved  unless  it  was  intended  to 
raise  definitely  some  serious  question  of 
policy.  This  Amendment  meets  that  re- 
quirement and  is  perfectly  legitimate.  It 
contains  two  elements — a  censure  and  a 
demand.  If  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  are  going  to  vote 
for  this  Amendment,  they  mean  to  censure 
the  Government  for  the  '^  novel,  doubt- 
ful, and  unconstitutional  measures" 
which  have  recently  been  taken  by  the 
Government  in  Ireland.  Now  what  are 
those  measures?    The  hon.  Member  for 


the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  has 
alone  ventured  to  define  them,  mentioned 
two  besides  the  question  as  to  juries,  to 
which  I  will  advert  later  on.  It  is  in- 
teresting to  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  in  addressing  the  House  on 
Tuesday,  was  careful  to  avoid  casting 
any  blame  on  the  Gbvemment ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  in    various  passages  ex- 

gressed  his  approval  of  the  course  they 
ad  taken.     The  two   measures  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  mentioned 
were  the  action  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  calling 
upon  him  to  find  bail,  and  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Sligo  meeting.     Now,  ISir, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
was  not  very  long  a  Member  of  the  late 
Liberal  Government ;   but  I  see  in  his 
place  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who  vraa 
in  the  Cabinet  during  the  administra- 
tion of  Irish  affairs  by  Mr.  Forster  and 
Sir  George  Trevelyan.    What  is  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to  say  as  to 
the  "  novel "  and  «*  doubtful "  and  •*  un- 
constitutional"  courses    denounced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?    The  action 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
callinfi"  upon  him  to  find  bail  to  be  of 
good  behaviour,  was  exactly  the  same 
as  was  brou^t  by  the  late  Government 
aeainst  Mr.  Davitt  and  an  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  been  returned  to  this  House. 
The  two  actions  were  brought  in  the 
same  way ;    the  same  jurisdiction  was 
appealed  to,  and  the  grounds  were  in 
each  case  substantially  the  same.    That 
measure,  therefore,  was  certainly  not 
novel.    If  it  be  doubtful,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  will,  of  course,  be 
ready  to  defend  it.    I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  one  of  a  Cabinet 
who  authorized  precisely  similar  action, 
will  not  for  a  moment  listen  to  the  pro> 
position  that    it  was   unconstitutional. 
Now,  as  to  the  proclamation  of  the  Sligo 
meeting.    The  proclamation  was  issoed 
because  the  meeting  was  called  for  the 
avowed  purpose  of  influencing  and  in- 
timidating jurors ;  and,  whether  it  was 
right  or  wrong,  it  certainly  was  neither 
novel   nor  unconstitutionfiJ,  for  it  was 
drawn  up  in  the  terms  of  a  Proclama- 
tion issued  by  Lord  Oowper  when  he 
was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bdsg  at 
the  time   a  Member  of  the    Cftbaoei. 
Surely  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
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Members  of  the  late  Cabinet  will  not 
denounce  as  novel  and  unconstitutional 
measures  which    were    exactly    copied 
from  those  which  they  took  themselves  ? 
I  come  next  to  the  subject  of  juries, 
which  I  will  not  now  discuss  in  detail, 
as  it  is  to  be  raised  hereafter.    No  one 
can  be  more  anxious  than  I  am  about 
questions  affecting    the   institution   of 
trial    by  jury,  in    which  I   have  the 
strongest  possible   belief.    Where  you 
have  a  fair  and  impartial  jury,  dealing 
with  matters  which  do  not  concern  them 
personally,  I  am  satisfied  it  is  the  best 
tribunal  for  the   decision  of  disputed 
matters  of  fact.    There  have  been  but 
very  few  cases  in  my  own  experience 
in  which,  six  days  after  a  trial,  I  have 
thought  that  the  verdict  of  the  jury  was 
wrong.    Now,  who  are  those  who  com- 
plain of  jury-packing,  and  what  do  they 
want  ?    Do  they  want  to  secure  the  trial 
of  cases  by  fair  and  impartial  juries  ? 
Then,  why  do  they  use  all  the  influence 
and  power  in  their  possession  to  prevent 
that  result  ?    From  the  day  when  Mr. 
Field  was  stabbed  almost  to  death  in  the 
streets  of  Dublin,  the  position  of  jurors 
in  eases  such  as  those  to  which  we  are 
referring  to-day  has  been  one,  not  only 
of  great  responsibility,  but  of  serious 
danger.    In  speeches,  in  placards  issued 
in  the  country,   in  the  articles  in  the 
paper  from  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Qibson)  quoted   last    even- 
ing, there  have  appeared  incitements  to 
the  people  to  **  watch  jurymen."  Every 
juror  now  is  under  the  apprehension — 
an  apprehension  deliberately  and  inten- 
tionally caused  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite — that  if  a  verdict 
is  given  against    what    is    called   the 
*'  public  cause,"  he  will  become  a  mark 
for  the  indignation  of  the  people,  and 
be  subjected  to  the  punishment  which 
they  may  be  able  to  inflict  upon  him. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  in  his  speech  yester- 
day, said  nothing  which  could  justify 
the  censure  of  the  Government.  In  fact, 
he  went  a  little  the  other  way.    Befer- 
ring  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  he 
said — 

'*  The  course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ia  such  as  will  commend  itself  to  every- 
one as  a  good  and  sound  policy  of  adminis- 
tration." 

But,  if  that  is  his  view,  to  support  a 


Motion  of  Censure  upon  the  Government 
to  which  the  Chief  Secretary  belongs  is 
the  oddest  way  of  showing  his  apprecia- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  not  only  points  out  that 
there  has  been  this  sound  and  excellent 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary; he  shows,  also,  how  satisfactory 
have  been  the  results  of  that  conduct. 
If  the  Government  needed  any  justifica- 
tion in  this  House  for  the  way  in  which 
they  have  conducted  Irish  affairs  during 
the  past  six  months,  they  would  readily 
find  it  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
recognition  of  the  beneficial  results  of 
their  action.  Describing  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  he  says — 

**  Over  the  greater  portion  of  Ireland  rents 
have  been  very  fairly  paid,  and  legal  obliga- 
tions very  fairly  and  honourably  acknowledged 
and  met." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  more 
than  once  described  the  disturbances  in 
Ireland  as  of  a  slight  character.  But  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  behaved  so 
well  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
indicated — if  the  result  is  that  rents  have 
been  paid  and  legal  liabilities  met,  and 
if  we  find  a  diminution  of  crime  and  dis- 
turbance, one  begins  to  wonder  how 
much  further  the  eulogy  will  go.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  a  step  fur- 
ther— he  went  on  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  land  in  Ireland,  and  spoke  of  it 
as  inextricably  associated  with  the  great 
problem  of  the  government  of  Ireland ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  spoke  of  it  as 
the  most  important  question  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.     He  said — 

*'  I  cannot,  for  my  part,  imagine  any  terms 
being  invented  more  favourable  to  the  Irish 
tenant  if  ho  is  inclined  to  purchase  than  those 
of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act." 

And  he  adds — 

"With  a  temptation  so  enormous  as  that, 
apparently  so  irresistible,  the  Irish  tenant  has 
not  shown  any  very  great  anxiety  to  become 
the  purchaser  of  his  holding." 

That  takes  the  eulogy  of  the  Ministry 
a  g^eat  deal  further.  It  is  acknow- 
ledged by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  (Lord  Ashbourne)  has  been  the 
author  of  a  scheme  for  the  purchase  of 
land  by  the  Irish  tenants  as  favourable 
in  its  terms  as  any  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  could  imagine. 
Surely,  Sir,  the  question  must  occur  to 
Members  of  this    House,   after   these 
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acknowledgments  have  been  made,  and 
this  eulogy  has  been  spoken,  with  what 
object  is  this  Vote  of  Censure  brought 
against  the  Government,  and  how  is  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going 
to  lend  himself  to  an  attack  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?  I  am  afraid  it 
is  with  the  object  of  intercepting  and 
defeating  the  efforts  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  making  on  be- 
half of  the  people  of  Ireland.  That  in- 
tention was  admitted  and  avowed  some 
time  ago.  The  statement  came  from  a 
man  on  whose  lips  it  appeared  to  be 
strangely  out  of  place.  It  came  from 
the  lips  of  Lord  Spencer.  On  the  25th 
of  November  last  he  made  a  speech  at 
Leicester,  at  a  meeting  to  which  he  was 
accompanied  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  and  in  that  speech 
Lord  Spencer  used  some  very  remark- 
able words.  He  said  that  there  were 
two  modes  of  government,  and  he  then 
proceeded  to  an  exposition  of  the  mode 
of  government  of  the  Tory  Party,  which 
I,  as  a  Member  of  that  Party,  at  once 
accept.    He  said — 

''There  is  the  mode  of  the  Tonr  Oovem- 
ment  and  their  soppoxters,  then  uiere  is  the 
mode  of  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Party.  Now, 
what  is  the  mode  of  our  Conservative  friends  ? 
They  say  they  wish  to  redress  ^evances  and 
improve  the  country  hy  carrying  out  great 
puolio  works.  They  wish  to  maintain  law  and 
ordw  if  possible  by  the  ordinary  law,  but,  if 
not,  by  exceptional  legislation;  and,  if  they 
persevere  long  enough,  they  will  defeat  and 
rout  the  Nationalists  and  bring  contentment  to 
Ireknd." 

I  do  not  understand  that  to  be  the  pro  • 
phecy  of  Lord  Spencer.  But  I  under- 
stand it  to  be  Lord  Spencer's  quotation 
of  the  views  of  the  Tory  Party.  Sir, 
that  statement  is  literally  accurate ;  but, 
in  addition  to  that,  we  do  mean,  as  long 
as  we  have  the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  Irish  affairs,  to  maintain  law  and 
order  by  some  law  or  other.  If  it  can 
be  maintained  by  the  ordinary  law  it 
will  be,  and  no  pains  will  be  spared  to 
carry  out  that  plan.  But  if  the  ordinary 
law  fails  to  secure  to  Ireland  the  exist- 
ence of  law  and  order,  which  are 
essential  to  the  welfare  and  prosperity 
of  her  people,  Parliament  will  be  asked 
to  improve  that  law,  and  if  it  refuses,  it 
must  leave  to  other  hands  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland.  Lord  Spencer  de- 
scribed the  measure  brought  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  and  went  on  to  recite  on 


what  conditions  alone  he  would  grant  to 
the  Irish  people  that  measure  of  Home 
Eule  and  legislative  independence  which 
they  were  asking.    He  said — 

^'  We  have  to  secure  the  unity  of  the  Empire, 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament.  We  have  to 
satisfy  the  financial  relations  between  the  two 
couulTie8--we  have  to  see  that  law  and  order 
is  maintained,  and  we  cannot  tolerate  anarchy 
in  that  country— we  are  too  much  bound  np 
with  them  and  we  have  too  many  interests  in 
that  country.  We  ought  also  to  see  that  minori- 
ties are  properly  represented.  All  these  matters 
were  carried  out  in  the  policy  and  in  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  We  do  not 
adhere  to  the  details  of  these  measures,  but  wo 
maintain  rigidly  and  uprightly  the  main  prin- 
ciples. One  thmg  further  I  consider  neoessary, 
and  that  is  whatever  change  is  made  to  meet  the 
reasonable  aspirations  of  £e  Irish  people  most 
prevent  them  making  use  of  any  ooncemon 
made  for  fresh  agitation  against  the  English 
people." 

Sir,  it  is  rather  a  striking  oommentaxj 
on  this  requirement  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Bedmond)  in 
America  denounced  the  BUI  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  as  "cramped  and  deformed  by 
humiliating  safeguards  and  unneceasaxy 
limitations." 

Mb.  W.  bedmond  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  said  that,  as  his  hon.  Kelative  was 
not  in  his  place,  he  wished  to  correoi  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman'a statement. 
The  speech  alluded  to  referred  in  the 
highest  terms  to  the  Goyemment  of  Ire* 
land  Bill,  and  to  the  attempt  made  ia  it 
to  solve  the  Irish  Question.  That  speech 
had  been  quoted  several  times  by  hon. 
Members,  who  had  always  avoided  men* 
tioning  the  fact  that  at  that  meeting 
of  the  extreme  Nationalist  Party  ia 
America  the  Bill  was  referred  to,  amtd 
cordial  cheers,  as  a  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Question. 

Sib  EDWABD  CLABKE  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  had  a  full  opportunity  of 
justifving  his  relative;  but  the  Hovee 
will  observe  that  he  has  not  eontradicied, 
and  cannot  contradicti  my  statemeBt. 
But,  Sir,  to  turn  back  to  Lord  Spenofir'e 
speech.    He  says — 

**  The  Government  have  offered  to  them  the 
policy  of  foor-fifths  of  the  Iridi  peo}^  «id  th» 
remainder  is  all  that  th^  have  bahiod  theoi  to 
support  their  policy,  llie  altatnativ*  polkj — 
the  policy  of  Mr.  Gladstone — ^mosi  sol  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  in  a  pigeon-hole  onlil  th* 
present  Government  have  a  majotity  of  tbe 
Irish  people  at  their  back  to  snppott  tiMir 
policy." 

There  is  the  sum  of  the  whole  matter — 
Sir  Edward  Clarke 
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the  (JoTemment  is  being  a  great  deal 
too  Buocessful.  Lord  Spencer  was  afraid 
that  if  the  Government  were  allowed  to 
continue  their  administration  they  would 
rout  the  Nationalists  and  win  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people.  Why,  that 
is  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment  to  the 
Address;  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  who  praised  the 
action  of  the  Administration  and  recog- 
nised the  advantage  that  it  had  given 
to  Ireland ;  that  is  the  meaning  of  his 
pledging  himself  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment, which  is  a  Vote  of  Censure  on 
Her  Majesty's  Governotient.  There  is 
no  foundation  whatever  for  the  sugges- 
tion that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  no  intention  to  carry  out  any  real 
or  serious  legislation.  Such  a  taunt  as 
that  carries  no  weight  whatever  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  one  Department  of  |he 
State  in  which  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  not  ready  and  anxious  to 
bring  forward  some  ]>roposal  of  real 
and  substantial  good  for  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  closed  his  speech  by  tdlk- 
ing  of  the  leaden  atmosphere  amid  which 
they  approached  Irish  questions.  He, 
no  doubt,  correctly  represented  the 
manner  in  which  his  side  of  the  House 
did  so,  or,  at  all  events,  he  is  the  best 
judge  about  that ;  but,  speaking  for  the 
Government  side,  I  maintain  that  that 
is  not  by  any  means  the  feeling  with 
whioh  we  approach  those  subjects.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  if,  when  this 
debate  is  over,  the  House  of  Commons 
oan  persuade  itself  to  make  an  effort,  it 
can  be  free  and  make  itself  fit  to  do  the 
work  whioh  is  given  it  to  do ;  if  it  will 
arrange  its  Procedure  so  as  to  afford  fair 
opportunity  to  individual  contribution 
to  the  debates,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
seoore  to  the  House  as  a  whole  the 
power  to  do  Public  Business — if  it  will 
do  this  I  am  quite  sure  the  Conserva- 
tive Gt>vemment  will  go  forward  with 
projects  of  legislation  which  cannot  be 
assailed  as  matters  of  mere  Party  in- 
terest, but  deal  with  questions  which 
concern  all  Parties  and  interests,  and 
seek  to  remove  grievances  which  have 
long  been  complained  of.  While  this 
debate  has  had  the  advantage  to  the 
House  of  making  public  every  accusa- 
tion against  the  Government,  while  it 
has  had  the  incidental  and  unexpected 


advantage  of  extorting  from  the  keenest 
opponents  and  most  watchful  critics  of 
that  Government  an  acknowledgment 
that  they  have  done  well  and  have  been 
successful,  I  hope  that  when  this  debate 
has  come  to  an  end,  and  the  House  has 
succeeded  in  thus  freeing  itself  from  the 
trammels  which  its  own  Procedure  now 
imposes  on  its  powers,  it  will  then  go 
forward  diligently  and  with  success 
with  those  measures  which  will  make 
its  proceedings  memorable,  and  conduce 
greatly  to  the  welfare  of  the  people. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  the  legality  or  otherwise 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  for  that  would 
be  speedily  settled ;  but  what  the  House 
had  a  right  to  know  was  what  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  going  to  do  to 
remedy  the  evils  which  had  made  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  necessary  in  the  minds 
of  its  authors  ?  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  every  belief  in  the  efficacy  of  a 
comprehensive  system  of  emigration 
from  the  congested  districts.  Some 
years  ago  he  was  associated  with  Mr. 
Tuke  in  his  emigration  scheme,  and  he 
could  bear  testimony  that  that  scheme 
had  been  carried  out  in  such  a  way  that 
it  was  an  advantage  to  the  people  who 
left  the  country  as  well  as  to  those  who 
remained  behind.  He  took  exception  to 
a  remark  which  fell  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  the  previous  evening  as  to 
''pauper  emigration,"  and  ''persuad- 
ing the  people  to  emigrate. ' '  The  descrip- 
tion of  pauper  emigrants  certainly  did  not 
apply  to  those  persons  and  families.sent 
out  by  Mr.  Tuke.  Out  of  the  9,000  or 
10,000  persons  emigrated  by  Mr.  Tuke 
only  about  150  individuals  had  come  back 
to  Lreland,  and  of  this  number  manycame 
back  from  motives  personal  to  them- 
selves; while,  as  far  as  they  could  judge, 
the  others  were  doing  well  in  the  places 
to  which  they  had  been  sent.  But,  how- 
ever well-intentioned  might  have  been 
the  objects  of  those  who  imdertook  that 
emigration  work,  unfortunately  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Emigration  Committee 
were  not  found  to  be  in  sympathy  with 
the  wishes  and  the  desires  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  who  were  specially  interested 
in  the  matter.  Having  had  considerable 
opportunities  of  coming  into  contact  with 
Irishmen  of  all  classes  and  all  degrees 
while  engaged  in  this  work,  he  had  been 
converted  to  the  belief  that  Home  Bule 
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was  the  only  solution  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion a  year  or  two  before  it  became  so 
popular  as  it  was  now.  But  what  ought 
to  be  done  in  this  matter  of  emigration  ? 
He  believed,  everyone  admitted,  that 
there  were  certain  congested  districts  in 
Ireland  in  which  at  the  present  time, 
in  consequence  of  the  poorness  of  the 
soil,  the  population  dependent  on  the 
land  was  too  large,  and  where  eco- 
nomic rent  did  not  exist.  The  case 
of  those  districts  was  hopeless  unless 
something  were  done  by  means  of  mi- 
gration or  emigration  to  reduce  the 
population  in  those  districts.  Two  plans 
had  been  suggested  —  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  and  the 

Slan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley).  As  he  understood  the  noble  Lord's 
plan,  he  proposed  that  emigration  should 
be  carried  out  through  a  grant  from  Par- 
liament, and  with  the  co-operation  and 
sympathy  of  the  local  bodies  in  Ire- 
land. But  while  it  was  difficult  two  or 
three  years  ago  to  obtain  support  and 
co-operation,  would  it  not  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  now  to  obtain  that 
sympathy  or  support  in  any  scheme  of 
State-aided  emigration  carried  through 
by  the  English  Parliament?  He  be- 
lieved that  any  scheme  carried  through 
by  the  English  Parliament  must  be  done 
without  local  support.  Any  proposal  of 
the  English  Government  in  the  present 
state  of  opinion  asking  for  large  sums 
of  money  for  emigration  or  migration 
would  meet  with  the  strenuous  opposition 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  and  he 
believed  that  in  the  present  state  of 
public  opinion  it  would  be  infinitely 
better  to  leave  those  congested  dis- 
tricts in  the  state  in  which  they  were 
now  than  to  ride  roughshod  over  pub- 
lic opinion  in  Ireland,  as  such  a  pro- 
posal would  do.  The  other  alternative 
was  that  the  Irish  themselves  should 
be  allowed  to  carry  out  a  scheme  of 
migration  or  emigration  such  as  they 
believed  would  be  successful  in  its 
object.  He  thought  such  a  scheme  as 
that  could  only  bo  carried  out  by  means 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  An  Irish  Par- 
liament, acting  in  sympathy  with 
the  people,  in  the  interests  of  the 
people*  would  be  able  to  arrange  this 
most  delicate  matter  of  removing  per- 
sons from  their  holdings  to  other  parts 
of  the  country,  or  to  other  countries,  in 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton 


a  way  quite  impossible  for  any  indi- 
vidual or  Government  to  do  so  long 
as  the  Irish  people  were  opposed  to  that 
policy.  He  was  afraid,  therefore,  they 
were  brought  to  this  position — that, 
while  admitting  that  the  state  of  cer- 
tain parts  of  Lreland  was  serious  and 
dangerous,  the  only  way  in  which  a 
solution  of  that  difficulty  could  be 
found  was  by  allowing  the  Irish  to 
carry  out  that  policy  themselves  by  a 
central  body  in  Dublin.  They  heard  a 
good  deal  from  Unionist  Members  that 
if  the  Land  Question  were  settled  on  a 
satisfactory  basis,  then  Home  Bale 
would  be  dropped.  He  thought  that 
those  who  had  any  acquaintance  with 
the  feelings  of  the  Irisn  people  them- 
selves must  admit  that  there  was  a  most 
intense  feeling  in  favour  of  nationality 
entirely  apart  from  the  Land  Qaestion. 
He  believed,  in  the  first  place,  that  it 
was  not  possible  for  the  English  Par- 
liament to  settle  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion on  a  satisfactory  basis,  and  that 
the  only  way  in  which  it  could  be  satis- 
factorily settled  was  by  allowing  the 
Irish  to  settle  it  for  themselves.  But, 
even  if  the  Land  Question  could  be  and 
were  settled,  he  did  not  believe  that  that 
fact  would  at  all  weaken  the  craving  for 
Home  Eule  which  now  existed.  !bi  hit 
opinion,  everything  which  Parliament 
had  done  in  recent  years  to  place  the 
Irish  tenants  in  a  better  position  than 
they  were  before  had  not  weakened,  but 
on  the  contrary,  had  done  much  to 
strengthen,  the  desire  for  Home  Rule. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  K) 
said,  he  would,  at  the  outset,  aak  hon. 
Members  not  to  allow  themselvee  to  be 
led  astray  by  the  sensational  statement* 
which  were  being  continually  made  bj 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  sat  belov 
the  Gangway.  It  was  necessarT  that 
the  House  should  be  very  careful  in 
ascertaining  the  facts  upon  which  th«y 
were  asked  to  decide,  as  they  were  face 
to  face  with  an  unscrupulous  and  dan- 
gerous conspiracy,  half  Irish  and  half 
American,  aided  and  abetted  bv  the 
following  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  and  by  a  plentiful  eopplj 
of  American  dollars,  and  which  was  at 
open  war  with  the  Government  of  tbe 
Queen.  The  promoters  of  that  conspi- 
racy considered  it  necessary  that  aoni*- 
thing  should  be  done  to  oarry  cot  tlw 
Chicago  programme.  Parliameothaviay 
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adjourned,  and  Ireland  being  very  quiet 
last  autumn,  the  heads  of  the  conspiracy 
thought  they  had  better  try  to  make 
things  a  bit  lively,  and  so  they  hit  upon 
the  Plan  of  Oampaign.  There  was  no 
doubt  that,  in  some  cases,  reproach  and 
opprobrium  had  been  brought  upon 
landlords,  and  that  a  great  cry  had  been 
ffot  up  against  Irish  landlordism,  calcu- 
lated to  destroy,  in  the  eyes  of  the  Eng- 
lish people,  all  respect  for  Irish  land- 
lords as  a  body ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that,  when  the  facts  were  examined  into, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords who  acted  in  a  reprehensible 
manner  were  not  those  who  sat  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  nor  those  whom  they 
represented,  but  that  they  were  suppor- 
ters of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell).  Allusions  had  been  made  to 
evictions  having  taken  place,  and  har- 
rowing pictures  drawn  of  the  turning 
out  of  poor  families  on  the  roadside, 
and  the  burning  or  overturning  of  their 
houses ;  but  he  could  cite  them  an  in- 
stance of  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
who  was  a  supporter  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  who,  being 
anxious  to  sell  a  certain  property  of  his 
— some  townland — ^had  an  offer  from  a 
shopkeeper,  who  insisted  as  one  con- 
dition of  purchase  that  all  the  existing 
tenants  and  squatters  should  be  cleared 
off  the  land  before  he  paid  his  money. 
Well,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan) — for  that 
was  the  Member  to  whom  he  referred — 
closed  with  the  bargain  and  turned  all 
the  tenants  and  squatters  out  upon  the 
roadside,  or  into  the  workhouse,  for  no 
other  reason  than  that  he  wanted  to  sell 
the  property. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  think  it  is  very  curious  con- 
duct to  attack  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  in  his  absence,  and  not  to  state 
that  all  the  tenants  were  re-instated  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

CAPTAnr  M*CALMONT  said,  the  hon. 
Member  interrupted  him  too  soon,  be- 
cause there  was  more  to  tell  of  the 
story.  The  result  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  conduct  was,  that  he 
was  brought  before  a  private  Court, 
which  consisted  of  the  late  Sir  John 
Gray,  Cardinal  Cullen,  and  the  late  Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan,  who  examined  into  the 
whole  matter,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  cast  by  that  Court  in  the 
sum  of  £6,000.    Whether  that  money 


ever  found  its  way  into  the  pockets  of 
those  unfortunate  people  who  were 
driven  out  into  the  roadside  he  was  un- 
able to  say,  but  he  defied  the  hon  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  to  con- 
tradict any  item  of  the  statement  that  he 
had  just  made  to  the  House.  He 
merely  made  it  with  the  view  of  showing 
what  kind  of  landlordism  there  was 
amongst  the  supporters  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  There  was  in  his 
own  constituency,  he  was  thankful  to 
saji  but  one  landlord  who  professed 
Nationalist  principles.  Some  years  ago 
that  gentleman  became  possessed  of  a 
property  in  East  Antrim,  and  in  1878, 
he  raised  the  rents  over  35  per  cent, 
and  forced  the  tenants  to  take  fee 
farm  grants  under  very  severe  con- 
ditions as  to  notice  to  quit,  and  the 
only  reduction  which  the  tenants  had 
received  was  10  per  cent  on  one  half- 
year.  No  matter  how  bad  their  circum- 
stances, they  got  no  compassion  from  this 
gentleman,  who  was  undoubtedly  a  sup- 
porter of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  be- 
cause he  proposed  a  candidate  named 
Williameou  as  the  opponent  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
in  North  Armagh.  Since  then  the  candi- 
date in  question  had  become  more 
qualified  to  be  a  supporter  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
been  a  week  in  gaol ;  and,  doubtless, 
when  he  in  turn  arrived  at  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  Pamellites  would 
give  a  hearty  welcome  to  another  gaol- 
bird. But  he  would  not  pursue  that 
line  of  argument  further.  If  it  were 
necessary,  he  could  support  his  con- 
tention by  other  proofs  that  it  was  sup- 
porters of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
who  brought  Irish  landlordism  into 
disrepute.  Passing  on  to  another  point, 
he  would  remind  ihe  House  that,  when 
speaking  the  other  night,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Majo  alleged  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  only  been  put 
into  operation  upon  estates  whose  land- 
lords had  refused  to  deal  fairly  with  their 
tenants.  [Mr.  Dillon:  Hear,  hear!] 
Passing  by  the  question  of  who  was  to 
be  the  judge  of  fair  dealing  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  he  denied  alto- 
gether the  correctness  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's allegations.  Was  it  fair  dealing 
between  man  and  man,  when  a  land- 
lord's agent  went  to  meet  the  tenants 
and  collect  the  rents,  that  he  should  be 
waited  on  by  a  deputation  consisting  of 
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seyeral  Members  of  Parliament  whom 
he  had  Dever  seen  before,  and  by  two 
or  three  priests,  and  that  they  should 
tell  the  agent  that,  unless  he  gave  40 
per  bent  reduction,  no  rent  would  be 
paid  ?  That  happened  on  the  property 
of  Mr.  Brooke,  in  the  County  of  Wex- 
ford. Could  it  be  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  or  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  were  professional  valuers  of 
rent,  and  competent  to  decide,  at  five 
minutes'  notice,  that  200  tenants  had  a 
right  to  demand  a  reduction  of  40  per 
cent?  Now,  the  evidence  as  to  Mr. 
Brooke  was  all  on  one  side.  Mr. 
Brooke,  in  all  his  dealings  with  his 
tenants,  had  been  careful  that  they 
should  be  conducted  with  the  greatest 
kindness  and  generosity.  He  was  an 
exceptionally  good  and  indulgent  land- 
lord. The  parish  priest  wrote  a  letter, 
which  was  published  in  The  Freeman^e 
Journal  two  years  ago,  which  was  headed 
''  A  Good  Landlord."  and  thanked  Mr. 
Brooke,  in  very  eulogistic  words,  for  the 
valuable  services  which  he  rendered  to 
education  and  his  generous  treatment 
of  his  tenants,  and  concluded  by  saying 
that  it  was  no  wonder  Mr.  Brooke  should 
be  held,  as  he  was,  in  honour  and  esteem. 
Now,  since  that  time,  Mr.  Brooke  had 
expended  30  per  cent  of  the  rent  of  the 
estate  upon  the  property,  and  had  done 
everything  possible  for  the  welfare  and 
comfort  of  the  tenants.  Yet  that  was 
the  man  who  received  an  intimation 
that  unless  he  reduced  his  rent  40  per 
cent  all  round  he  should  receive  no 
rent  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  in  addressing  a  meeting  of  the 
tenants  on  a  Sunday  afternoon,  said, 
''They  ought  to  remember  this  man 
against  whom  they  were  struggling  as 
the  representative  of  ascendancy  and  bad 
landlordism."  He  (Captain  M'Calmont) 
contended  that  a  stop  should  be  put  to 
this  vilification.  Mr.  Brooke  was  a  good 
representative  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
who  had  been  reviled  before  the  Eng- 
lish public,  and  that  was  the  treatment 
which  such  men  got,  because  it  was  said 
they  were  representatives  of  the  English 
garrison  in  Ireland.  Unfortunately,  it 
was  not  the  agitators  who  interfered 
and  caused  ill-feeling  between  landlord 
and  tenant  who  suffered,  but  the  poor 
tenants  who  were  the  dupes  of  the 
agitators ;  and  in  the  case  which  he  had 
cited,  he  was  afraid  the  tenants  would 
be  very  great  sufferers,  because  Mr. 

Captain  IPCalmont 


Brooke  would  fight  the  matter  out  to 
the  bitter  end,  and  when  theiaw  asserted 
his  rights  the  agitators  would  be  able  to 
go  soot-free.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  unfortunate  people  of 
Glenbeigb  who  had  been  turned  out  on 
the  roadside ;  but  did  those  people  who 
supported  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
ever  consider  the  misery  which  was 
brought  upon,  the  people  of  Ireland  by 
the  machinations  of  tl^e National  League  ? 
He  also  denied  that  the  Plan  was  only 
used  to  protect  tenants  who  were  unable 
to  pay ;  indeed,  a  tenant  who  had  come 
under  its  operation  had  frankly  ad- 
mitted to  him  that  last  year  was  the 
most  profitable  year  he  ever  had,  and  he 
was  almost  ashamed  to  accept  a  20  per 
cent  reduction.  He  knew  of  many 
ladies,  holding  property  in  Ireland,  who 
had  been  reduced  to  the  most  deplorable 
state  of  misery.  One  lady — he  would 
call  her  Mrs.  A.  [  Crise  of  "  Name ! "] 
Knowing  the  state  of  Ireland,  he  would 
decline  to  give  any  names ;  he  was  too 
familiar  with  the  working  of  the  Na- 
tional League  to  fall  into  that  trap ;  but 
he  knew  that  this  lady,  having  been 
reduced  to  a  position  of  want  through 
the  non-payment  of  her  just  rent,  had 
been  compelled  to  support  herself  in 
Cork  by  needlework.  Another  lady, 
Mrs.  B.,  from  the  same  cause,  was 
driven  to  pawn  her  watch  and  chain, 
and,  he  might  add,  that  the  gates  upon 
her  estate  and  the  very  doors  of  her 
house,  had  been  carried  away.  He 
wished  that  some  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  went  over  to  Ireland  for  a  fort- 
night, in  order  to  g^t  up  horrors  for 
retail  in  this  country,  would  give  a  little 
time  to  making  inquiries  as  to  the 
terrible  evils  which  the  machinations  of 
the  Land  League  legislators  were  bring- 
ing on  the  country.  He  regretted  to 
say  that  it  was  the  custom  of  many  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  go  into  the  conntry 
and  hold  meeting^  for  the  purpose  of 
condemning  the  law,  and  doing  idl  they 
could  to  bring  it  into  ridicule.  The  hoa. 
Member  for  West  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  one  of  those  Gentlemen.  The  hoo. 
Member,  some  time  ago,  spoke  at  one  of 
those  meetings  something  in  the  **  Don't- 
put-him-under-the*pump  "  style  in  re- 
ference to  a  land  agent  who  had  mad* 
himself  obnoxious.  **  Look  here,  boys,'' 
said  the  hon.  Member,  ''  whatever  jim 
do  don't  shoot  him ;  for  if  yoo  do^  m 
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partizan  Judge  and  a  packed  jury  will  be 
sure  to  convict  you."  That  was  the  sort 
of  language  which  led  these  poor  people 
to  consider  that,  even  if  they  saw  murder 
committed  before  their  eyes,  they  must 
not  convict.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  last  night  de- 
clared that  England  had  deprived  Ire- 
land of  her  industries.  He  (Captain 
M'Calmont)  denied  the  statement  alto- 
gether. The  reason  manufactures  did 
not  flourish  in  Ireland  was  owing  to  the 
policy  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  They 
who  lived  in  the  North  of  Ireland  knew 
the  value  of  the  connection  of  Ireland 
with  this  great  country.  That  connec- 
tion gave  them  confidence,  and  hence 
their  industries  flourished.  In  the 
division  he  represented  there  were  25 
manufacturers  in  one  branch  of  manu- 
facture alone ;  and,  though  they  were 'not 
now  so  flourishing  as  they  should  like, 
still  they  went  on  increasing  and  multiply- 
ing. He  might  also  say  that  some  Lanca- 
shire men,  who  were  putting  up  a  paper 
factory  in  the  town  of  Larne  a  short  time 
ago,  said  things  would  go  on  all  right 
if  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  did  not  become  law ;  and  that 
was  the  secret  of  the  whole  matter.  If 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  only 
devote  some  of  their  energies  to  the 
endeavour  to  promote  industries  in  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland  as  the  Loyalists 
did  in  the  North,  it  would  be  very  much 
better  for  the  country  than  spending 
their  time  in  political  agitation.  In 
conclusion,  he  wished  to  say  that  the 
Loyalist  Party  had  every  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  fully 
appreciated  the  difficulties  with  which 
they  were  beset.  He  hoped  that,  in  any 
remedial  legislation  which  they  might 
undertake,  they  would  take  means  to 
put  down  the  frightful  and  barbarous 
practice  of  Boycotting,  which  was  a 
disgrace  to  any  civilized  community. 
There  was  nobody  who  would  rejoice 
more  in  seeing  industries  flourish 
throughout  Ireland  than  he  should  ;  and 
he  hoped  sincerely  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tlie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, who  had  made  so  many  sacrifices 
for  Ireland,  would  be  rewarded  soon  by 
seeing  Ireland  prosperous,  contented, 
and  happy. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr,  William  Redmond.) 

VOL.  CCCX.  [third  series.] 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate    further    adjourned    till    To- 


morrow. 


MOTION , 


employers'   liability   act    (1880) 
amendment  (no.  2)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  3Ir.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  ''  The 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880,'*  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
Joicey,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Lockwood. 

Ylt^pretented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  163.] 

House  adjourned  at  fourteen  minutes. 

before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tkunday^  IQth  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— ^rcorw^  Reading^ 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  (12). 
Committee — Appellate  Jurisdiction  (15). 

NEW  PEER. 

Percy,  Lord  Shuto — ^Was  introduced 
by  virtue  of  a  special  limitation  in  the 
Patent  dated  nth  April  1880,  and  sat 
first  in  Parliament  after  the  death  of  his 
brother  George  William,  Lord  Shute, 
and  took  the  Oath. 

SOLICITORS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(The  Loi'd  Fitzgerald,) 

(KO.  12.)      SECOND  BEADIira. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  FITZGERALD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  object  of  the  measure  was  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  law  so  as  to 

{)lace  the  profession  of  Solicitor  in  Ire- 
and  on  a  similar  footing  to  that  enjoyed 
by  it  in  England.  He  brought  in  the 
Bill  on  behalf  of  the  Incorporated 
Society  of  Solicitors  in  Ireland,  whose 
desire  was  to  raise  the  standard  of  pro- 
fessional education  in  Ireland.  The 
measure  contained  59  clauses,  which, 
amongst  other  things,  declared  that  no 
person  should  act  as  solicitor  unless  ad- 
mitted and  enrolled.  It  laid  down  the 
terms  of  apprenticeship,  made  provision 
for  examinations  prior  to  admission  to 
the  profession,  and  for  the  proper  keep- 
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ing  of  tlio  roll.     It  bIbo  provided  for  Statute  of  £dward  III.,  the  ArtiLbisliop 

the    ragiBtration     of    BoHcitors,    made  of  Canterbury  was  one  of  five  Lords  of 

arrangements    as     to    certificates    and  Appeal,  but  they  always  reported  to  the 

penalties,  and  contained  miacellaneous  House. 

proYi.bns   lor    the    .ulhantio.tion    ot  Amendm.nl  i,.rf, 

reiFulationa  and  other   documents,  the  ,,      ,    ,    ,            :,,,.,,          ^  .  .,    . 

coS>.r„«i»  of  ,...ol„»U  r.t.m.g  to  ^t^tL'tS' 1^  H Zi.^^A"'Zl 

attorneys'  examinations,  and  the  amend-  ^^a  oathe  darmg  the  iittings  of  tha  House  of 

meat  of  33   &  34  Viet.  97.    62.     There  IxjTdi  on   ftppeoU  during  the  pn>roe:atioD   of 

was   also    a   clause   makin"-  temporary  Parliament;  anditaquoramofthreeLftw Lords 

of  «ppe«l.    He  would  tutlher  «aj.  thai  „^„,^,  „„  „  ,,„  gplrilu.!  or  ti,  Lord. 

if  tho  Bill  were  read  a  second  time  that  irho  may  be  willing  to  lit  during  the  whole  of 

night,  he  should  defer  the  Committee  eay  one  caje  or  cuaa.">~(rA(  iorrf  DmrnaK.) 

stage  for  a  fortnight.  Amendment  ntgativtJ. 

^ortfif,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  On  Question,  "  That  the  Olanse  stand 

—{2";**  Lord  Fittgtrald.)  part  of  the  Bill  ?" 

THa   LORD    PEIVY   SEAL   (Earl  lo„  EgHEE  said,   he  ahould  eer- 

Oiuoois)  sa.d,  ho  had  reomved  an  inti-  ^„,    ],„,         ^^  ^^  „,„„  ;,  t,  ^^ 

nation    from    hi«    noble  and   learned  „,    '^j  au,\y  its  means,  under  this 

Er.ond  the  Lord  OhaacoUor  of  Ireland,  3,1]  "n^^  „„„id  be  a  ereation  of  Ufe 

to  the  effect  that  there  would  be  no  ob-  p,„,     t^,,;  i,„„,,„  „„,  i„  i,i,  „i. 

jeclion  to  the  second  reading   of  the  ^^       „„(  „   because,  as  he  understood 

Jill.    There    were,    however,     sererid  i,  ae  noble  and  learned  Lords  who  were 

formal    Amondmonts    the    noble   and  mentioned  were  already  Peers  bj  Tirtu. 

learned  Lord  wouH  de..ire  to  see  made,  „,  ,,„  j^  „„j„  „ti„|,  n      ^„, 

of  which  he   would  i;..mish  the  noble  p„i„„a.     u  „,  p„„,  a,,  i.d  b,,"; 

Lord  opposite  with  a  Int.    A.  the  Com-  „,blBd  to  ipeali  and  Tote,  and  decide 

mittee  stags  was  to  bo  postponed  for  a  „„„  ^j;,,  f^    |,^j  j,,,  ^^^  „,  ,  i^,^ 

fortnight,  thors  would  be  ample  time  to  „,  Appeal  only  without  being  Peers  at  all. 

consider  the  proposed  Amendments.  The  Act  said  that  thsy  were  to  rank  as 

Lono  FITZQEEALD  said,  he  should  j^             ^^  nnle«i  the   words  made 

be  Tery  grateful  to  the  noble  and  learned  ,b,„  p„„  a,e,  were  not  Peers  at  all. 

Lord  for  any  suggestion  which  would  ^j  ,b,  |jj„iieaii„„  „f  „„„  in  which 

impro.o  ths  Bill.  jl,,^  1,^  ,^„  p^  j^  „j  ^,^  j^. 

Motion  agrtid  to :  Bill  read  2*  aocord.  oided  by  the  House  of  Lords  at  ell,  but 

ingly,  and  eommittid  to  a  Gommitteo  of  by  persons  not  Peers.    He  construed 

the  Whole  House  on  Friday  the  25(^  the  Act  of  1876  as  meaning  that  they 

initant.  were  Peers  for  life  for  all  purposes,  but 

with  this  fetter — that  on   their  ceasing 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL.  ^  ^^  l^,^,  „f  ^p       [  t^ey  were  not  to 

(Tie lord  Cha«cilkr.)  ^^^^  afterwards  a  Writ  of  Attendance  ; 

(so.  15.)     coUMiTTBB.  and  all  that  this  BiU  did  was  to  take 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  ofl  a  fetter  wbicb  that  Act  imposed  not 

put  into  Committee  read.  to  create  Life  Peers,  but  to  continue  the 

LoED  DENMAN  said  that  in   1826  attendance  of  thoao  noble  and  learned 

Lord  Gifford  was  created  a  peer,  and  in  Peers  in  that  House  after  theyhad  ceased 

two  years  cleared  all  the  arrears  of  ap-  toboLordaof  Appeal.  He,  therefore, did 

peals  in  the  House  of  Lords.    Besides  notthinkthatthepoliticalsarcasm  which 

that  of  1856,   a  Bill    for  an  Imperial  came  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 

Onrtof  Appeal  passed  their  Lordships'  opposite  on  that  subjectwaswellfounded. 

House  in  1874.  but  was  dropped  by  tlie  He  differed  from  that  noble  and  learned 

Government  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Lord  on  the  construction  of  the  Act  of 

TT    .„„  ■_  n ;it 1- 1  Parliament,  and  further  supported  the 

House  m  Committee  accordmgly.  ^^^^^  j^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^^  -^  J^^^j  ^^„. 

Clause  1  (Lord  of  Appeal  may  take  tradict  what  that  House  did  in  the  case 

his  seat  during  prorogation).  of  Lord  Weneleydale.     What  the  House 

Loiu>DENMAN,in  moving  an  Amend-  objected  to  then  was  an  assumed  power 

ment  on  the  clauses,  said  that  in  the  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  to  make,  without 
Xord  Fiixgerald 
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autboritj  given  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
any  number  of  Life  Peers.  Under  the 
Acts  now  in  question  the  power  is  limited, 
and  is  a  power  to  act  under  Statute. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  be  could  not 
agree  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Esher).  Lord  Blackburn 
was  a  Lord  of  Parliament  exactly  as  the 
right  reverend  Prelates  were,  and  was 
not  a  Peer  for  life.  By  the  present  Bill, 
Lord  Blackburn  would  become  a  Peer 
for  life,  and  he  was  glad  that  that  would 
be  so.  If  it  were  not  that  he  desired 
that  the  Bill  should  be  passed  without 
delay,  he  should  have  asked  that  the 
measure  might  have  been  postponed,  in 
order  that  they  might  have  further  time 
to  consider  its  full  scope  and  effect ;  and 
he  would  suggest  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  he 
should  consider  whether  the  Bill  could 
not  be  enlarged. 

LoBD  THHING  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  from  the  surrounding^  of  the 
question,  that  it  was  the  clear  intention 
of  Lord  Cairns  and  the  framers  of  the 
Act  of  1876  that  the  Lords  of  Appeal 
should  only  sit  and  vote  in  the  House  as 
such  during  the  time  they  held  Office, 
and  should  not  be  Peers  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  was  clearly  stated  in  the 
Act,  and  their  dignity  was  described  in 
the  Act  as  that  of  a  ''Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment," an  expression  inconsistent  with 
their  being  Peers  of  Parliament. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  he  had 
only  put  forward  the  view  that  was  main- 
tained by  the  very  eminent  Lord  Chan- 
cellor who  introduced  t&e  Act  and  carried 
it  through  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
by  the  very  able  Attorney  General  of  the 
then  Government.  If  he  had  erred,  he 
had  erred  in  their  company  ;  and,  with 
all  respect  to  his  noole  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Esher),  he  thought 
that,  according  to  the  view  of  those  who 
introduced  the  Act,  this  Bill  did  make  a 
difference.  He  did  not  say  that  the  pro- 
posal would  have  been  on  all  fours  with 
what  would  have  been  done,  if  that 
House  had  permitted  what  was  proposed 
in  the  case  of  Lord  Wensleydale  to  be 
done.  But  he  said  that  in  order  to  meet 
the  views  of  that  House,  it  was  insisted 
that  those  Lords  of  Appeal  would  be 
Lords  of  Parliament  only  while  they  held 
their  office,  and  that  they  would  not  sit 
in  that  House  as  Peers,  but  as  Lords  of 
Parliament  in  right  of  being  Lords  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.  The  present  Bill, 
however,  did  make,  looking  at  the  views 


of  those  who  introduced  the  Bill  of  1876, 
a  great  change.  The  Lords  of  Appeal 
were  ex-officio  Members,  and  were  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Bishops.  This  Bill 
would  give  them  the  position  of  Peers 
for  life.  It  made  that  difference  in  their 
position,  and  he  would  not  say  that  it 
was  wrong. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  they  were  all  agreed 
that  the  Bill  should  be  passed,  and  a 
question  arose  as  to  what  was  intended 
by  the  Act  under  which  Lords  of  Appeal 
were  appointed  to  their  office.  He 
thought  that  no  person  was  less  able  to 
say  what  was  the  construction  of  an  Act 
than  the  man  who  drew  it ;  but  he  would 
not  enter  into  an  academic  discussion  of 
the  point.  The  whole  question  seemed 
to  be,  whether  a  person  appointed  under 
the  Act  was  a  Peer,  or  was  only  a  Lord 
of  Appeal ;  and,  whether  the  House  was 
now  asked  to  do  anything  inconsistent 
with  what  was  done  in  1876  ?  The  dis- 
cussion with  regard  to  the  creation  of 
Lord  Wensleydale  as  a  life  Peer  was 
an  important  but  a  different  question.  It 
was  claimed  to  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  create  Peers  for  life  ;  but  that 
the  House  objected  to.  This  Bill  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  establish  a  precedent  as 
to  Life  Peerages. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said  ho 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Bishops 
could  not  sit  in  that  House  after  they 
had  resigned  their  sees.  By  resigning, 
they  ceased  to  bo  Members  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House ;  the  Lords  of  Appeal  were 
in  the  same  position,  but  this  Bill  would 
enable  them  to  sit  as  Lords  of  Parlia- 
ment for  life.  But  could  any  one  pretend 
that  that  would  create  Peers  who  were 
not  Peers  before  ? 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said  he  would 
suggest  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor  that  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  should  not  be  pro- 
posed until  some  time  next  week,  in  order 
that  they  might  have  that  matter  dis- 
cussed more  fully  with  a  view  to  see 
whether  its  provisions  could  not  be 
enlarged.  But  he  now  protested  against 
the  principle  that  they  were  to  be  guided 
on  the  question  by  what  were  the  inten- 
tions of  the  framers  and  draughtsmen  of 
the  Act  of  1876,  however  eminent  they 
might  be.  They  were  to  be  guided 
solely  by  the  intention  of  Parliament  as 
expressed  in  the  Act  which  it  had  passed, 
and  that  intention  must  be  gathered 
from  the  terms  of  the  Act  itself. 

2  M  2 
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Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Retired  Lord  of  Appeal  in 
Ordinary  may  sit  in  House  of  Lords). 

LordDENMAN,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  clause,  said,  he  proposed 
the  power  of  sitting  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  was  the  right  of  every 
Irish  Peer,  because  Mr.  Macaulay  had 
voted  for  a  Master  of  the  Rolls  being,  as 
before,  eligible  to  sit  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  opposed  their  exclusion, 
both  as  a  Liberal,  and  as  a  Conserva- 
tive. His  (Lord  Denman's)  attention 
had  also  been  called  to  the  lamented 
death  of  Lord  Deas — a  retired  Lord  of 
Session.  His  Lordship  was  well  known 
when  at  the  Bar,  engaged  in  cases  in 
their  Lordships'  House,  but  never  was 
eligible  for  the  House  of  Commons  after 
he  became  a  Lord  of  Session,  or  had 
retired.  With  regard  to  the  creation  of 
Lord  Blackburn,  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  decided,  and  the  consent  of  his 
Lordship  was  also  requ'site. 

Amendment  moved, 

At  end  of  clause,  add  (''and  if  a  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary*  after  he  has  resigned  his 
seat  in  this  House,  should  be  elected  to  sit  for 
any  county  or  borough  in  Kngland,  or  Scotland, 
or  Wales,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  Lord  to  sit 
and  vote  in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  long  as 
he  may  remain  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  if, 
ceasing  to  be  a  Member,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
him  to  return  to  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords 
for  the  remainder  of  his  life."— (TV/*  Lord 
Dfttman.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  l,line  24,  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to 
add  ('*  and  the  expression  '  high  judicial  office,' 
as  defined  in  the  twenty-fifth  section  of  the  said 
Act,  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  office  of 
Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.**)— (TA^  Lord 
Chancellor.) 

The  Eabl  of  8ELB0RNE  said,  he 
thought  there  were  some  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  House  qualified  to  sit 
and  assibt  in  the  transaction  of  Judicial 
Business,  who  ought  to  be  brought 
within  the  quorum  clause  of  the  Appel- 
lant Jurisdiction  Act,  quite  as  much  as 
those  whom  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  proposed  to  bring 
within  it.  There  was  Lord  Ilobhouse, 
for  example,  who  had  acted  for  many 
years  to  the  public  advantage  in  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, aud  who,  at  present,  did  not  happen 
to  come  within  the  definition  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament  as  one  of  the  persons 
having  held  high  judicial  office.    He 

ZiMrd  Fitzgerald 


thought  the  definition  should  be  en- 
larged, so  as  to  include  all  those  persons 
nominated  to  be  members  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  by  Her  Majesty  under  the 
Sign  Manual,  and  who,  for  a  reasonable 
period  of  time,  had  acted  as  Judges  of 
Appeal  in  Council. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  ho  fully 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Selborne). 
The  words  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
referred  to  would  not  have  .included 
Lord  King^down,  one  of  the  ablest 
Judges  who  had  ever  assisted  their 
Lordships.  He  would  have  been  able 
to  sit,  but  not  to  be  one  of  the  quoram 
described. 

Amendment  agreed  to :  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Kemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendment  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY    (SIDE    ARMS)— DEFECTIVE 

SWORD-BAYONETS. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBVATIOKS. 

Lord  BALEOXJB,  in  lising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  What  «tepa 
the  authorities  are  about  to  take  in  order 
to  ascertain  who  are  responsible  for 
having  passed  the  defective  sword-bayo- 
nets, and  haying  taken  them  off  the  con- 
tractor's hands ;  and,  what  was  the  con- 
tract price  paid  for  them,  said:  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  animated  in  any  way  by 
a  feeling  of  hostility  to  the  War  Office ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Queelion 
which  stands  in  my  name  arises  directly 
out  of  the  answers  given  in  this  House 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament  on 
Monday  last.  It  seems  to  me  that  there 
are  two  manifest  defects  in  the  reply 
which  was  given  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Harris).  In  the  first  place,  it  seems  to 
me  that  he  did  not  give  any  expression 
to  what  I  think  is  the  feeling  of  the 
majority  of  your  Lordships,  as  to  the 
great  gravity  of  the  state  of  things  re- 
vealed in  regard  to  the  defective  condi- 
tion of  certain  weapons  which  hare 
been  supplied  to  the  different  branches 
of  Her  Majesty's  Service.  Secondly, 
there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  expres- 
sion of  an  intention  to  find  out  who  is 
really  responsible  for  the  admission  of 
these  defective  weapons  into  the  hands 
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of  officers  and  men.  There  can  be  no 
two  opinions  but  that  this  is  a  very 
serious  question,  both  for  its  own  sake, 
and  on  account  of  the  moral  effect  which 
it  might  produce,  if  the  Army  were  to 
become  afraid  that  the  weapons  served 
out  to  them  were  in  a  large  measure  de- 
fective. Therefore,  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  for  me  to  make  any  apology 
for  bringing  the  matter  before  your 
Lordships.  It  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance,  if  possible,  that  we  should  find  out 
who  is  responsible  for  \yhat  I  think  is  a 
neglect  of  duty  in  allowing  defective 
weapons  of  this  nature  to  pass  into  use. 
If  my  noble  Friend  says  that  there  is  a 
more  rigorous  test  demanded  now  than 
before,  that  may  relieve  individuals  from 
blame ;  but  if  he  lays  blame  on  the 
system,  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  that,  in 
the  future,  that  system  is  to  be  changed ; 
if  the  Department  does  not  admit  that 
the  system  is  defective,  then  I  think 
that  the  Department  is  bound  to  say 
who  is  responsible  for  not  having  put 
the  weapons  to  the  proper  test.  The 
contract  price  paid  for  these  weapons  is 
also  a  matter  of  great  importance.  I 
may  be  wrong  with  respect  to  the  infor- 
mation that  has  reached  me,  to  the 
effect  that  the  prices  of  these  sword 
bayonets  were  so  low  that  it  was  practi- 
cally impossible  for  proper  weapons  to 
be  suppUed  at  the  price  paid  for  them. 
If  that  is  a  misapprehension,  it  will  be 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  state  what  was  the 
price  paid  for  the  articles,  and  then  any 
practical  man  will  be  able  to  say 
whether  there  would  be  a  reasonable 
expectation  that  a  good  article  could  be 
supplied  at  that  price.  The  noble  Lord 
conduded  by  asking  the  Question  of 
which  he  haa  given  notice. 

Tub  Eabl  op  MORLEY:  Before 
the  noble  Lord  answers  the  Question,  I 
am  anxious  to  say  a  few  words.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  the  particular 
batch  of  bayonets,  or  cutlasses  referred 
to ;  but  I  should  like  to  tell  your  Lord- 
ships what  I  saw  yesterday,  because  it 
shows,  at  any  rate,  that  however  severe 
a  test  may  be  to  which  these  weapons 
are  submitted,  they  will  not,  and  cannot, 
resist  treatment  that  any  irresponsible 
people  may  subject  them  to.  I  happened 
to  be  at  Enfield,  yesterday,  on  business, 
with  several  Members  connected  with  the 
Committee  which  is  now  sitting,  who  are 
well  acquainted  with  metals  and  their 
working.    I  was  not  directly  inquiring 


into  this,  or  any  other  technical  subject, 
but  into  administration.  While  at 
Enfield,  we  looked  very  carefully  into 
the  tests  which  all  sorts  of  swords,  cut- 
lasses, and  sword-bayonets  are  now 
subjected  to.  I  think  it  was  their 
unanimous  opinion  that  those  tests  were 
extremely  severe  and  satisfactory.  The 
present  tests  are  very  much  more  severe 
than  those  formerly  used.  Two  cutlasses 
were  taken  and  put  through  all  those 
tests,  which  were  of  three  kinds — first, 
the  striking  test ;  secondly,  the  bending 
test,  which  was  of  a  severe  character ; 
and,  thirdly,  the  weight  test — that  was 
to  say,  how  many  pounds  a  weapon 
would  bear  without  bending,  and  how 
many  inches  it  would  bend  to  every 
additional  pound.  These  cutlasses  passed 
through  all  those  tests.  Then  we  put 
one  into  a  vice,  and  it  was  perfectly 
easy,  when  applying  sufficient  manual 
force,  to  bend  it  in  any  way  you  liked, 
and  not  merely  to  bend,  but  to  break  it. 
It  is  impossible  that  any  steel  will  re- 
main unbroken,  if  sufficient  force  is  ap- 
plied in  a  vice,  or,  even,  if  you  bend  it 
over  your  knee ;  and  it  is  quite  possible 
for  a  sword  or  cutlass  to  pass  all  the 
tests  which  are  admitted  to  be  satis- 
factory and  stringent,  and  yet  be  unable 
to  stand  this  severe  treatment.  It  does 
not  follow,  however,  that  the  article  is 
bad,  because  it  will  not  stand  the  par- 
ticular treatment  to  which  it  is  subjected, 
and  I  venture  to  state  that  no  steel 
which  could  possibly  be  made  could 
stand  such  tests  as  that  of  the  vice. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY: 
My  Lords,  with  reference  to  the  answer 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  on  Monday,  I  would 
suggest  that  he  would  do  better  to  give 
a  candid  answer  and  say  that  flexible 
swords  which  bend  are  better  than 
brittle  swords  which  break,  rather  than 
to  endeavour  to  screen  the  Department. 
There  was  no  precedent  for  flexible 
swords  unless  you  went  back  to  ancient 
history.  Julius  Ceesar  relates  that 
some  of  the  Gauls  had  swords  which 
bent  at  every  blow,  and  that  they  had 
to  straighten  them  under  their  feet. 
What  was  involved  was  not  the  credit  of 
this  or  previous  Governments,  but  the 
safe  equipment  of  the  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Forces  of  the  Crown. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Harris)  :  I 
can  assure  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stan-, 
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ley  of  Alderlej)  that,  so  long  as  I  re- 
Xireeent  one,  that  it  will  not  be  my  object 
to  screen  any  Goyemment  Department. 
The  reply  vhich  I  made  the  other  day 
vas  perfectly  honest,  and  without  any 
attempt  to  screen  anyone.  With  regara 
to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Balfour)  I  must  point  out  to  my  noble 
Friend  that,  following  upon  my  answer 
the  other  day,  there  is  something  more 
than  a  Question.  There  is  an  assumption 
which  I  cannot  admit  in  using  the  word 
"  defective."  I  am  not  at  present  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  these  sword-bayonets 
are  defective.  If  it  cannot  be  shown 
that  they  will  not  stand  the  test  to  which 
they  were  submitted  in  1871,  and  which 
was  considered  at  the  time  to  be  per- 
fectly sufficient,  then  I  say  the  sword- 
bayonets  are  not  defective.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  they  will  not  stand  the  test, 
I  will  admit  that  they  are  defective.  At 
present,  my  information  is  that  they  will 
stand  that  test,  but  that  a  certain  per- 
centage will  not  stand  the  increased  teet 
demanded  of  swords  and  sword-bayonets 
at  the  present  day.  There  is,  undoubt- 
edly, a  great  deal  of  interest  taken  in 
this  subject.  The  noble  Lord  has  fur- 
ther aslied  who  is  responsible  for  the 
issue  of  these  sword-bayonets.  In 
answer  to  that,  I  can  only  repeat  what 
I  stated  the  other  day — that  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Boyal  8mall  Arms  Fac- 
tory issued  the  cutlasses  and  the  sword- 
bayonets  on  his  own  responsibility,  and 
there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
were  not  up  to  the  test  when  they  were 
passed.  The  last  contract  price  was  14«. 
each,  including  the  scabbard. 

NAVY— HJI5.    "  INDUS  ••—DEFBCnVE 
SWORD-BAYONETS. 
QCZSnoV.      0B8KRVATI0X8. 

Ths  Eau  of  erne  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  a  Question,  which  is  supplemen- 
tary to  that  which  I  put  the  other  night ; 
but,  after  what  we  have  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord,  I  suppose  I  ought  to  strike 
out  the  woids  "  Mmittedly  defective,"  as 
the  War  Department  do  not  appear  to 
admit  tiiat  they  were  defective.  The 
Question  I  desire  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  with  reference  to  Uie 
answer  lately  given  hj  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  showing  the 
admittedly  defective  state  of  the  sword- 
bayonots  supplied  to  H.M.S.  Indmt. 
Whether  any  complaints  have  been  re- 
ceived at  the  Admiralty  from  oommand- 
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ing  officers  of  other  ships,  and,  if  so.  of 
what  nature;  what  steps  are  the  Ad- 
miralty about  to  take  to  ascertain 
whether  any  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  on 
foreign  stations  have  been  supplied  with 
defective  sword-bayonets ;  what  was  the 
test  applied  to  the  sword-bayonets  found 
defective  in  H.M.S.  Imdut ;  and  to  what 
extent  are  the  Naval  Authoritiee  answer- 
able for  the  admission  of  these  defective 
sword-bayonets  into  the  Naval  Service? 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  (A  Lord  nr 
WArmro) :  My  Lords,  in  answer  to  the 
Brst  part  of  ihe  Question,  complaints 
have  been  received  from  the  commanding 
officers  of  four  ships,  the  Actire^  ^^$^9 
Rater,  and  Det^%tmti&m.  Some  cutlasses 
and  sword  -  bayonets  on  the  Jciha 
having  been  found  defective  in  actual 
use,  orders  were  given  for  about  half  of 
those  on  the  ship  to  be  tested  as  fol- 
lows : — ^The  point  of  the  sword  was 
placed  in  the  deck,  and  pressure  applied 
at  the  handle  until  the  point  was  turned 
about  50  degrees  from  the  straight  line. 
On  being  released,  the  whole  of  those 
marked  *' defective"  remained  perma- 
nently out  of  the  original  line.  Of  the 
50  cutlasses  tested  on  the  ship,  34  were 
found  defective ;  and  of  the  55  sword- 
bayonets  tested,  40  were  found  defec- 
tive. The  same  course  was  followed  on 
the  J?or«r,  when  45  out  of  50  cutlasses 
were  found  defective,  and  54  out  of  55 
sword-bayonets.  On  the  VoUy§,  with 
the  same  test,  12  out  of  50  cutlasses 
were  reported  defective,  and  17  out  of 
55  swoid-bayonets.  The  following  is 
the  report  from  the  DnnMUm^  at 
Queensferry — 

«« On  •^■mtwmp  ■word^hsyoneti,  it  wu  foand 
tbmt  msny  would  bend  like  koop-tron.  Soom 
could  be  bent  esnly  bj  hsad,  end  nauin  bent.** 

With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  the  War  Office  has  been  com- 
municated with  to  know  what  steps  they 
wish  to  be  taken,  sword-bayonets  beinff 
a  War  Office  store  and  not  a  navaL 
What  was  the  test  applied  to  the  sword* 
bayonets  found  defective  on  Her  Ma- 
jors Ship  Inim9  ?  The  point  of  the 
sword  was  placed  on  the  deck,  and  a 
fair  pressure  applied  on  the  hilt;  when 
this  was  released,  a  permanent  deBec* 
tion  of  the  blade  existed.  The  point 
was  then  fixed  in  a  vice,  and  the  blade 
bent  evenly  round  until  it  assumed  the 
appearance  of  a  screw.  As  to  the  last  part 
of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  tho 
Naval  Authorities  are  in  no  way  lespon- 
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Biblo  for  the  admission  of  these  defective 
Bword-bayonets  into  the  Naval  Service. 
"When  a  new  weapon  is  designed  for  the 
Naval  Service,  a  pattern  is  sent  to  the 
Admiralty.  If  approved  of,  notification 
is  made  to  the  War  Office,  and  there  all 
responsibility  ceases.  The  Naval  Au- 
thorities are  not  consulted  further.  They 
are  not  consulted  as  to  the  wording  of 
the  specifications,  as  to  the  selection  of 
the  contractor,  as  to  the  details  of  the 
metal  to  be  used,  or  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  test  to  which  the  weapons  are  to 
be  submitted  before  being  accepted  as 
serviceable  weapons.  Your  Lordships 
will  readily  understand  that  the  ap- 
proval of  a  pattern  weapon  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  the  approval  of  the 
weapons  themselves.  A  pattern  weapon 
would  not  be  likely  to  exhibit  inferiority, 
either  of  workmanship  or  metal.  The 
Admiralty  can,  therefore,  accept  no 
responsibility  of  the  admission  oi  these 
defective  weapons  into  the  Naval  Service. 
LoBD  HABItIS:  My  Lords,  I  must 
be  allowed  a  word  in  reply  to  what  has 
been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Balfour)  with  regard  to  these  sword- 
bayonets.  With  respect  to  the  tests, 
your  Lordships  have  heard  that  the 
Bword  point  was  placed  on  the  deck,  and 
pressure  was  applied  upon  it  until  it 
nad  obtained  an  angle  of  50  degrees. 
I  am  not  sure  that  your  Lordships  will 
be  able  to  imderstand  what  an  angle  of 
50  degrees  is.  Certainly,  we  found  very 
great  difficulty  about  it  at  the  War 
Office,  and,  having  the  advantage  of  his 
presence,  I  asked  a  distinguished  naval 
officer  to  explain  what  was  meant,  and 
he  was  entirely  unable  to  do  so.  But 
your  Lordships  will  perceive  that  this 
was  a  purely  arbitrary  test,  and  it  was 
not  at  all  fair,  inasmuch  as  it  may  have 
been  a  far  greater  test  than  the  sword- 
bayonets  were  submitted  to  in  1871,  and 
even  a  far  more  severe  one  than  that  to 
which  they  are  submitted  now.  What 
fell  from  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Morley)  will  show  that  the  sub- 
sequent test  of  placing  in  a  vice  was 
positively  unfair.  I  would  ask  any  of 
your  Lordships  to  go  to  any  eminent 
sword  manufacturer  in  this  country,  and 
ask  him  whether  he  considered  it  fair 
to  put  any  sword  to  a  stronger  test  than 
that  which  it  was  made  to  stand.  I  have 
seen  a  manufacturer  bend  a  sword  until 
the  blade  was  shortened  six  inches,  and 
when  I  asked  him  to  bend  it  another 


inch  he  declined,  because,  he  said,  it 
would  be  unfair.  The  test  on  these  ships, 
therefore,  may  or  may  not  have  been  a 
fair  one.  If  it  was  a  fair  test,  the  War 
Office  is  perfectly  ready  to  assume  the 
responsibility ;  but  I  would  remind  your 
Lordships  that  a  Boyal  Commission  of 
Inquiry  is  now  sitting  to  inquire  into 
the  system  by  which  ordnance  stores 
were  issued.  There  is  also  a  Committee 
inquiring  into  the  manufacture  of  ord- 
nance stores,  and  the  terms  of  Beference 
will  permit  of  the  question  of  sword- 
bayonets  being  included.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  determined,  further,  to  in- 
vestigate this  matter  by  instituting  an 
impartial  inquiry  on  the  spot. 

LoBD  DE  BOS :  I  think  that  there 
exists  an  immense  amount  of  red-tapeism 
connected  with  this  subject,  and  it  ap- 
pears to  me  very  hard  upon  our  soldiers 
and  sailors  that  they  may  be  called  upon 
to  go  into  action  armed  with  weapons 
which  they  cannot  rely  upon.  I  hope 
that  the  Committee  and  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission which  the  noble  Lord  has  just 
mentioned  will  be  able  to  throw  some 
light  upon  the  matter,  and  that  the 
result  will  be  that  more  satisfactory 
weapons  will  be  supplied  to  the  Services 
in  the  future. 

Lord  BALFOUB:  I  think  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Lord  Harris)  has  misappre- 
hended what  I  have  said.  I  did  not 
mean  to  charge  him  with  indifference ; 
I  only  desired  to  state  that,  in  the  answer 
I  gave,  he  did  not  seem  to  sufficiently 
appreciate  the  importance  of  the  state 
of  matters. 

The  Eabl  of  HABBOWBY:  My 
Lords,  it  is  obvious  that  one  of  the  state- 
ments made  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment—that made  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Elphinstone)^-contains  some  very 
startling  revelations.  I  wish  to  know 
whether  any  previous  discoveries  of  this 
nature  have  been  made,  or  whether 
these  are  the  only  defective  weapons 
found  ? 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  I  think  that 
this  is  somewhat  a  wide  Question,  and 
I  must  request  that  Notice  may  be  given 

Lord  ELLENBOBOXJGH  :  I  wish  to 
ask,  whether  there  is  not  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  these  weapons  had  become 
defective  by  reason  of  the  alterations 
which  had  been  made  in  them  irom 
cutlasses? 
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LoBD  HARRIS:  That  is  not  the 
opioion  of  the  authorities  at  the  Small 
Arms  Factory ;  but  it  is  possible :  and 
the  question  will  be  tested  by  chemical 
process. 

H0U6O  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thunday,  lOM  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Mkxbers  Sworx— The 
Right  honblc.  George  Joachim  Goachen,  for 
the  Borough  of  8t.  George's,  Hanover  Square ; 
Timothy  Michael  Healy,  esquire,  for  the 
North  Longford  Diviaion  of  the  Countr  of 
Lon^ord;  John  Gordon  Swift  MacIseiU, 
esquire,  for  the  South  Donegal  Biriaion  of 
the  County  of  Donegal;  Edward  Joseph 
Kennedy,  esquire,  for  the  South  Sligo  Divi- 
sion of  the  County  of  Sligo. 

Select  Committees  —  Public  Petitions,  Mr. 
James  Campbell  dink.  ;  Mr.  Dairy mnle 
added;  Public  Accounts,  Sir  XT.  Kay-ShutUe- 
worth  addtd. 

Private  Bills  {h*j  Ordery^Soeond  Ktading — 
Brixton  Market,  put  of;  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Various  Powers).* 

Public  Bills  —  Otdered  —  FirH  Meading  — 
Marriages  ( Attendance  of  Kegistrars)  *  [164] ; 
City  of  London  Fire  Inquests  *  f  165]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


BKIXTON  MARKET  BILL  (by  Order), 

SKOOND   R£ja>mo. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.-'— (5ir  CharUi  FonUr.) 

Mr.  BBOADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  npon 
this  daj  six  months,  and  in  doing  so  I 
shall  have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  while  I  state 
roj  reasons  for  objecting  to  the  Bill. 
In  the  first  place,  this  is  not  a  Market 
Bill  at  all.  It  makes  no  provision  what- 
ever in  the  shape  of  market  require* 
raents.  Secondly,  there  is  no  necessity 
for  a  market  in  this  locality.  As  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  gather,  the  Bill 
is  in  reality  a  Land  Appropriation  Bill. 
There  was  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
about  80  years  ago,  called  the  Bush 
Common  Act,    which  gavo    a   certain 


frontago  to    the   Brixton    Bond,    and 
made  provision  that  no  building  should 
be  erected  upon  it  thereafter.    A  clause 
in  this  Market  Bill  gives  to  the  Com- 
pany who  are  promoting  it  power  to 
cover  the  frontage  with  market  build- 
ings.    Since  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
has  become  known,  the  promoters  of  the 
measure  have  offered  to  surrender  their 
claim  to  this  open  space,  but  it  is  only 
a  surrender  in  name,  and  in  reality  is 
no  surrender  at  all.    They  would  still 
retain  if  not  complete,  almost  complete, 
authority  to  do  what  they  like  with  the 
land  in  question.    The  latest  proposal 
of  the  promoters  is  that  they  should 
enclose  this  space  themselves,  in  garden 
patches,  but  that,  at    the  same  time, 
they  should  have  the  right  of  cuttiog 
two    very    wide    roads    through    this 
narrow  strip  of  land,  which  would  not 
be  half  the  size  it  is  now ;  while  in 
regard  to  the  small  plots  they  propose 
to  enclose,  the  House  would  surrender 
to  the  Company  complete  authority  and 
control  over  them.     I  sincerely  hope 
that  no  hon.  Member,  by  reciting  the 
concessions,    or    so-called   concessions, 
which  the  promoters  propose  to  make, 
will    succeed    in    leading    the   House 
astray,  or  induce  them  to  believe  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Brixton  would  still 
enjoy  their   ancient   rights    over  this 
property.      Looking   at    the   question 
in  its    proper  light,  I  wish    to  make 
it   dearly   understood    by    the  House 
that    if     it    was     only    this    narrow 
strip  of  land  that  was  involved,  the 
question  would  not  be  so  important  as 
it  reaUy  is.    But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  are  many  acres  of  land  farther 
south  which  are  under  the  same  Act  of 
Parliament,  passed  in  1806,  and  if  the 
House  of  Commons   concedes    to  the 
Brixton    Market    Company    the   pro- 
visions now  asked  for,    it   would    be 
unable  to  deny  to  other  Companies  who 
might  propose  to  take  possession  and 
cover  with  buildings  other  lands  farther 
south  upon   the  Brixton  Boad.    And 
now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  scheme  for 
establishing  a  market,  apart  from  the 
question  of  the  land.    As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  is  no  market  at  all  wanted  in 
the  district.     I  have  lived  for  12  years 
only  a  few  minutes*  walk  from  the  site 
which  the  Bill  proposes  to  appropriate, 
and  therefore  I  know  personally  what 
the  necessitiee  of  the  case  are,  if  there 
are   any.     The    only    necessity   that 
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actually  exists  is  to  provide  some 
place  where  the  costermongers  may 
expose  their  goods  for  sale.  But 
there  is  no  provision  whatever  in 
this  Bill  for  that  class  of  market 
people.  So  far  as  I  can  gather,  the 
Bill  simply  provides  for  the  erection  of  a 
series  of  colonnades  for  fancy  shops,  with 
which  I  am  ahle  to  say  that  the  district 
is  more  than  well  supplied  already.  Not 
one  inch  of  space  is  set  apart  for  coster- 
mongers and  street  hawkers,  who  are 
the  only  people  who,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, need  protection  in  that  part  of 
London.  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  at  any  greater  length 
than  I  can  help ;  but,  tn  order  to  show 
the  House  how  little  the  scheme  is  re- 
quired in  the  neighbourhood,  I  must 
mention  the  fact  that  no  one  interested 
in  the  locality  is  engaged  in  the  promo- 
tion of  the  Bill.  There  are  only  three 
names  mentioned  in  the  measure  of 
those  who  are  to  be  Directors  of  the 
proposed  Company,  and  I  am  told  that 
one  of  them  comes  from  India,  another 
from  Ceylon,  and  the  third,  I  was  given 
to  understand,  at  first  came  from  Por- 
tugal, but  I  have  since  been  informed  that 
he  is  resident  somewhere  in  London; 
but  few,  if  any,  of  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood  have  asked  for  or  desired 
the  proposed  scheme,  and  that  fact 
should,  I  think,  of  itself  be  sufficient  to 
condemn  the  Bill.  But  there  is  one 
other  appeal  I  wish  to  make  to  the 
House,  and  it  is  this.  A  portion  of 
land  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Brixton  Eoad 
was  dedicated  to  the  inhabitants  by  the 
Act  of  1806,  and  provision  was  made 
that  a  wide  open  space  should  be  main- 
tained on  one  side  of  the  main  road. 
But,  at  the  present  moment,  we  have  no 
single  authority  in  London  to  stand  up 
in  defence  of  that  Act,  and  we  are  at  the 
absolute  mercy  of  any  Company-mongers 
who  have  selfish  objects  of  their  own  to 
carry  out.  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  would 
have  afforded  us  their  protection.  I  do 
not  see  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board  (Sir  James  M'Gktrel-Hogg) 
in  his  place,  but  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  appear  to  be  either  incapable 
or  careless  so  far  as  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  are  concerned.  Then, 
again,  the  Lambeth  Vestry,  which  is  the 
immediate  Local  Body  that  ought  to  pro- 
tect us,  is  itself  pervaded  by  land-grab- 
bers, and  is  not  likely  to  take  any  active 


steps  to  fiustrate  such  an  encroachment 
as  this.  I  may  tell  the  House  that  so 
extensive  is  the  system  of  land-grabbing 
in  that  part  of  London,  that  if  a  resident 
were  to  leave  his  house  unprotected  for 
a  day,  it  is  scarcely  too  much  to  say  that 
on  returning  home  at  night  he  would 
find  a  cottage  built  in  his  front  garden. 
That  is  scarcely  an  exaggeration  of 
things  that  are  now  taking  place,  and 
in  regard  to  which  we  have  in  vain  ap- 
pealed for  protection  from  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  We  hope, 
however,  that  even  yet  we  may  be  pro- 
tected by  some  Metropolitan  authority 
against  these  encroachments.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  much  mischief  would  be  done 
if  it  were  not  for  the  exceptional  effi- 
ciency af  the  police  in  that  part  of  Lon- 
don. Then,  bir,  I  appeal  very  earnestly 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  protect  the 
people  of  South  London  from  so  gross  a 
proposal  to  encroach  upon  their  rights 
as  is  contained  in  this  Bill;  and,  in 
doing  so,  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  to  the  fact  that  this  is 
not  in  the  least  degreo  aParty  question. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
who  sits  for  the  Brixton  Division  of 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Baggallay),  adjoining 
which  Division  I  myself  reside,  has  un- 
dertaken to  second  my  Amendment.  I 
have  been  informed  that  urgent  appeals 
have  been  made  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  put  his  name  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  but  that  he  refused  to  do  so 
because  the  inhabitants  were  opposed  to 
it.  I  understand  that  the  promoters  also 
applied  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who— I 
do  not  like  to  say  represents  me  in  this 
House  (Mr.  Bristowe),  but  who,  at  least, 
sits  for  the  Division  in  which  I  am  a 
voter — but  that  hon  Gentleman  also  very 
wisely  refused  to  put  his  name  on  the 
back  of  the  Bill.  The  promoters  did  not 
invite  me  to  do  so,  because  they  probably 
knew  that  I  should  oppose  the  measure. 
They  obtained  the  signature  and  sanc- 
tion of  two  of  my  hon.  Friends,  who 
have  allowed  their  names  to  appear  on 
the  Bill ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that,  if 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  had  knowa  the 
real  nature  of  the  proposal,  and  the 
opposition  there  is  to  it  by  the  people 
who  live  in  the  neighbourhood,  they 
would  at  once  have  refused  their  sanc- 
tion to  this  attempt  to  rob  the  inhabi- 
tants of  their  common  rights.  I  must 
apologize  for  trespassing  so  long  upon 
the  time  of  the  House  upon  a  Private 
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Bill;  but  I  earnestly  hope  that  all 
Parties  in  the  House  will  join  hands  in 
protecting  the  great  mass  of  the  in- 
habitants of  London »  who  at  present 
have  no  protection,  except  that  which  is 
afforded  to  them  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, irom  such  encroachments  upon 
their  rights  and  privileges  as  are  in- 
volved in  this  Bill.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
this  day  six  months. 

Mk.  BAlGGALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) :  I  rise  to  second  the  Motion  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Not- 
tingham has  made.  I  believe  that,  in 
doing  so,  I  am  acting  in  behalf  of  my 
entire  constituency.  I  have  taken  some 
trouble  to  ascertain  the  feeling  of  the 
people  residing  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  of  the  tradesmen  there,  and  I  am 
fully  able  to  endorse  what  my  hon. 
Friend  has  said — that  this  is  not  a 
question  of  party  or  class,  but  that  all 
parties  and  all  classes  in  Brixton  are 
unanimously  against  this  proposal — in 
the  first  place,  because  they  say  that  a 
market  of  this  character  is  not  wanted ; 
and,  in  the  next,  that  the  measure  is  an 
infringement  of  their  rights.  They  have 
affirmed  their  opinion  by  presenting, 
through  me,  two  Petitions  against  the 
Bill,  signed  by  nearly  6,000  persons 
living  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood. 
The  Vestry  of  the  parish  of  Lambeth 
are  unanimously  against  it,  and  have 
resolved  to  present  a  Petition  to  this 
House  in  opposition.  The  question 
of  whether  or  not  a  market  is  re- 
quired is,  of  course,  one  which  might 
be  considered  by  a  Committee  upstairs, 
and  might  be  a  very  fit  and  proper 
question  to  send  before  a  Committee, 
provided  there  were  no  other  grounds 
of  opposition ;  but  there  are  other  and 
very  important  objections.  One  of  the 
most  important  is  the  proposal  which  is 
contained  in  it  to  take  possession  of  a  long 
strip  of  ground  which  is  now  covered 
with  trees,  shrubs,  grass,  and  flowers, 
and  to  devote  that  land  to  building  and 
other  purposes.  It  is  right  to  say  that  an 
undertaking  has  been  given  by  the  pro- 
moters that,  if  they  are  allowed  to  take 
this  piece  of  land,  they  do  not  propose 
to  build  upon  it.  Perhaps,  at  first  sight, 
that  undertaking  might  appear  to  meet 
the  objections  of  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the 
promoters  only  propose  not  to  build 
upon  it.    They  do  not  undertake  that 

Mr.  Broaihurst 


they  will  not  cut  any  number  of  roads 
through  it ;  they  do  not  undertake  that 
they  will  not  cut  down  every  tree  upon 
it;  that  they  will  not  take  up  every 
shrub,  remove  all  the  grass,  and  so  cover 
the  space  as  to  be  able  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  a  market  upon  it,  although 
they  place  no  building  or  fixed  erec- 
tion upon  it.  It  would  be  quite  possible 
for  them  to  put  shanties  and  coster- 
mongers'  barrows,  and  do  other  things 
which  would  be  equally,  and  perhaps 
more,  objectionable  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Brixton  than  the  building  of  good 
houses  and  shops  upon  that  strip  of 
land.  The  Circular  issued  by  the  pro- 
moters this  morning  in  support  of  the 
Bill  points  out  the  concessions  which 
the  promoters  are  willing  to  make ;  but 
my  objection  is  that,  even  with  tho 
Amendments  which  they  propose  to  in- 
troduce, it  would  still  take  awav  from 
the  inhabitants  a  piece  of  land  dedicated 
to  them  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  80 
years  ago.  To  out  down  the  trees  and 
shrubs  which  now  exist  upon  this  spot, 
and  to  destroy  the  garden  ground,  would 
give  to  the  land  the  must  unsightly  ap- 
pearance; but,  in  addition  to  that,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Company 
to  cut  roads  through  it,  and  cover  the 
rest  with  temporary  sheds  and  stalls,  as 
a  market  for  the  sale  of  goods.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Notting- 
ham has  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the 
promoters  of  the  scheme  have  no  in- 
terest in  the  district,  and  that  no  in- 
habitant of  Brixton  is  taking  an  active 
part  in  it.  I  have  made  every  inquiry 
as  to  the  promotion  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
have  thoroughly  satisfied  myself  that  the 
desire  for  the  Bill  is  not  locaJ.  The  mea- 
sure comesf rom  certain  people — whether 
from  India,  C^lon,  or  elsewhere,  I  know 
not ;  but  this  1  do  know,  that  it  is  not 
supported  by  any  person  who  has  a 
genuine  interest  in  the  locality.  It 
emanates  from  gentlemen  who  may  be 
able  to  satisfy  a  Committee  upstairs  of 
their  bona  JUm;  but  we  have  no  aseor- 
anoe  that,  as  soon  as  they  secured  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  they  would  not  pot 
up  temporary  shops  and  shanties,  and 
then  seek  to  cover  over  other  open  spaces 
for  the  purposes  of  their  own  private 
profit.  [Believing  that  the  Bill  is  not 
required ;  that  it  is  promoted  by  people 
who  have  no  connecUon  with  the  neigh- 
bourhood ;  that  there  has  been  no  public 
meeting  in  the  locality  in  support  of  it, 
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and  that  any  Petition  in  favour  of  it 
has  only  receiyed  the  signatures  of  a  few 
oostennongers,  I  feel  it  m  j  duty  to  second 
the  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  '^now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Broadhurst,) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  chairman  op  the  METRO- 
POLITAN BOARD  of  works  (Sir 
Ja3£es  M'Oarel  Hogo)  (Middlesex, 
Homsey):  I  had  not  intended  to  take 
any  part  whatever  in  this  dehate,  he- 
cause  I  had  not  considered  the  me/rits  of 
the  Bill,  either  in  one  way  or  the  other. 
I  have  myself,  generally  speaking,  sup- 
ported the  diffusion  of  markets  through- 
out the  Metropolis  and  elsewhere,  be- 
lieving their  extension  to  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  inhabitants.  I  lay  that 
down  as  a  general  principle.  But  in  re- 
gard to  this  particular  scheme,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  referred  to  me,  and 
suggested  that  I  and  my  colleagues  upon 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  were 
either  incapable  or  careless,  so  far  as 
the  discharge  of  our  duties  is  concerned, 
I  should  not  have  risen  now.  I  wish 
the  hon.  Member  to  know  that  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board,  audi,  as  its  Chairman, 
have  no  wish  to  act  in  any  way  against 
the  law.  We  never  attempt,  in  any 
shape  or  form,  to  interfere  with  interests 
with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do.  A 
Question  was  asked  the  other  night 
about  lines  of  firontage ;  but,  as  regards 
that  Question,  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Metropolitan  Board  to  go  against  exist- 
ing Acts  of  Parliament.  In  this  case 
an  Act  of  Parliament  has  been  passed 
which  deals  with  this  land ;  and  so  long 
as  the  law  is  clearly  laid  down  and  de- 
fined, I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  pursue  a  wise  course  in 
attempting  no  interference  with  the  law 
as  laid  down  by  Parliament. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  reject  this 
Bfll  on  a  much  wider  ground  than  that 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment.  It 
will  be  within  the  knowledge  of  some 
hon.  Members  that  I  obtained  a  some- 
what voluminous  Return  in  regard  to 
market  rights  and  tolls  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment. I  propose  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House.,  in  the  shape  of  a  Re- 


solution, in  two  or  three  weeks'  time;  and 
I  would  ask  the  House  in  the  meantime 
not  to  confer  upon  any  private  body  the 
right  of  collecting  tolls  or  of  creating  new 
privileges  in  connection  with  markets. 
It  is  upon  that  ground  that  I  ask  the 
House  not  to  assent  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 
Q  UE8TI0N8. 

INDIA— THE    PUNJAB— FORCED 
LABOUR,  &c. 

Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  Begar  or  forced  labour 
is  still  compulsory  in  Kulu  (Punjab), 
although  ordered  to  be  discontinued  since 
last  Au^st;  whether  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  has  issued  an  order  com- 
pelling the  Zemindars  of  Kulu  to  carry 
the  road  overseer's  baggage  without  any 
remuneration  whatsoever,  and  whether 
other  subordinate  officials  enjoy  the  same 
privilege ;  what  is  the  number  of  deaths 
that  have  occurred  among  the  Zemindars 
living  at  high  elevations  ordered  down 
into  the  valleys  during  the  heats  of 
summer ;  and,  whether  the  upper  valley 
is  still  unprovided  with  dispensaries, 
schools,  and  post  offices  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
In  Kulu,  which  is  in  a  very  backward 
state  of  civilization,  it  is  thought  that 
the  administration  of  the  country  would 
break  down  without  some  form  of  forced 
labour.  The  practice  has,  therefore,  been 
regulated,  not  abolished,  as  stated  in  the 
Question.  All  forced  labour,  except  that 
necessary  for  maintaining  existing  roads, 
is  to  be  paid  for  at  its  fair  market  value. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  information 
as  to  the  mpeoific  orders  referred  to.  But 
the  task  of  carrying  the  road  overseer's 
baggage  on  a  tour  of  inspection  would 
be  part  of  the  labour  necessary  for  main- 
taining existing  roads.  No  deaths  have 
been  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
as  having  occurred  from  the  causes 
referred  to.  The  district  of  Kulu  has  a 
post  office,  two  dispensaries,  and  six 
schools.    The  latter  are  ill-provided  with 
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seholars,  although  atteodiBg  school  is 
regarded  as  forced  labour  and  exempts 
the  parents  of  the  children  from  any 
further  demand. 

HARBOUR    OF    REFUGE— LUNDY 

ISLAND. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been 
called  to  the  serious  and  lamentable  loss 
of  life  by  shipwreck,  especially  during 
the  last  six  months,  in  and  near  the 
Bristol  Obannel;  and,  whether  any 
scheme  or  proposal  is  under  considera- 
tion for  the  construction  of  a  Harbour  of 
Befuge  at  Lundy  Island,  or  some  other 
suitable  place,  as  a  means  of  minimizing 
the  risks  to  shipping  on  that  part  of  our 
coast  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  (Baron  Henry 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Yes.  The  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  been  called  to  the  serious  and 
lamentable  loss  of  life  in  the  Bristol 
Channel.  For  a  Harbour  of  Eef  uge,  as 
distinguished  from  a  commercial  harbour, 
tkere  are  considerations  which  seem  to 
point  out  to  the  suitability  of  Lundy; 
but  of  recent  years  the  general  policy  of 
creating  such  harbours  at  the  public 
expense  has  been  discountenanced ;  and, 
in  view  of  the  difficulties  which  surround 
this  subject,  the  Board  of  Trade  do  not 
see  their  way  to  make  or  to  entertain  at 
present  any  proposal  such  as  that  sug- 
gested in  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

EGYPT— ABOLITION    OF    THE 
"  CORVEE." 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflfaire,  Whether  it  is 
correct  that  the  French  Government  hare 
refused  their  assent  to  the  financial 
arrangements  necessary  for  the  abolition 
of  the  corvee  in  Egypt  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Nfan- 
Chester,  N.B.) :  It  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  French  Government  refused 
their  assent  to  the  financial  arrangements 
necessary  for  the  abolition  of  the  corvee 
in  Egypt ;  and  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  contradicted  the  state- 
ment in  the  debate  upon  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer).  The  French  Government  were 
not  satisfied  with  some  of  the  Articles  of 
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the  proposed  Decree  for  tho  abolition  of  the 
corvee ;  and  it  was  apprehended  that  the 
consequent  delay  would  necessitate  the 
calling  out  of  the  peasantry  to  clear  the 
canals.  Since  that  debate,  a  telegram 
has  been  received  stating  that  the  French 
Government  hflLve  now  signified  their 
adhesion  to  the  Decree  on  certain  con- 
ditions; that  an  arrangement  is  probable, 
and  that  if  arrived  at  within  a  few  days 
it  would  still  be  in  time  to  prevent  corvie 
work  being  actually  begun. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH— INSANITARY   CON- 
DITION OF  BATTERSEA  PARK. 

Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  insanitary  condition  of  the  Orna- 
mental Water  in  Battersea  Park ;  and, 
if  80,  whether  he  can  see  his  way  to 
have  it  remedied  before  the  summer 
months  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  My  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  state  of 
the  Ornamental  Water  in  Battersea 
Park.  I  am  informed  that  the  shallow 
portion  of  the  Lake  was  cleaned  out  last 
spring ;  that  the  water  of  the  remainder 
is  comparatively  deep ;  and  that  there  is 
a  considerable  change  in  it  twice  each 
day,  owing  to  the  action  of  the  tide; 
and  I  am  assured  by  my  officers,  who 
have  reported  upon  the  matter,  that  it 
is  not  in  an  insanitary  state,  and  that 
no  smoU  can  be  perceived  from  it.  It 
would  cost,  at  least,  £2,000  to  clean  out 
the  deep  part  of  the  Lake;  and  I  regret 
to  say  I  have  not  got  the  money. 

SEA  FISHINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT- 
DEFECTIVE  OPERATIONS. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire)  asked  the  Secretafy  for 
Scotland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  non-issue  of  an 
Order  in  Council,  and  of  books  and  in- 
structions to  the  Collectors  of  Customs 
in  Scotland,  the  Sea  Fishings  (Scotland) 
Act,  passed  eight  months  ago,  is  in- 
operative; and,  whether  these  Collec- 
tors refuse  to  register  mortgages  pre- 
pared under  the  Act  when  presented  to 
them? 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  £.) : 
I  am  quite  aware  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  unavoidable  delay  in  issuing  the 
Order  in  Council,  the  Act  referred  to  is 
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unworkable,  and  that  no  mortgages 
under  the  Act  can  jet  be  registered. 
The  Order  in  Council   is  now  in   the 

Srinter's  hands.  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
[ember  of  the  answer  I  gave  the 
other  day  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Perthshire  (Sir  Donald  Currie),  in  which 
I  expressed  my  great  disappointment  at 
the  delay  which  has  occurred,  and 
pointed  out  the  reasons  of  it. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)  — 
CONTRACT  FOR  CARTRIDGES  FOR 
QUEENSLAND. 

Colonel  BEIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  statement  which  appeared  in  The 
SUmdard  of  the  7th  inistant,  alleging 
that  a  tender  for  500,000  cartridges  for 
Queensland  having  been  sent  in  to  the 
War  Office  an  hour  or  two  too  late,  the 
order  was  given  to  a  German ;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statement  ?  

The  STJRVEYOE  GENERAL  of  the 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  There  is  an  abso- 
lute rule  in  the  War  Office  that  if  a  time 
is  fixed  for  the  reception  of  tenders, 
those  received  later  are  not  considered. 
The  contract  in  question  was  given  to  a 
well-known  firm,  whose  tender  was  the 
lowest,  and,  I  may  add,  considerably 
lower  than  that  of  the  firm  to  which 
reference  is  made  in  the  statement  in 
The  SUmdmrd  newspaper.  The  patent 
is,  I  understand,  a  German  one;  but 
the  firm  whose  tender  was  accepted 
have  positively  assured  the  Director  of 
Contracts  that  the  metal  for  the  cart- 
ridge will  be  rolled  at  Birmingham,  and 
the  cartridges  made  on  their  own  pre- 
mises. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  May  I 
ask  what  is  the  name  of  the  firm  ? 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE :  Messrs.  Latimer, 
Clark,  Muirhead,  and  Co.,  of  West 
Street,  Mill  wall. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther Messrs.  Latimer,  Clark,  Muirhead, 
and  Co.,  are  not  merely  a  commission 
house,  acting  as  agents  for  a  firm  at 
Carlsruhe,  and  themselves  employing 
only  16  hands,  and  no  mechanics  among 
them? 

Mr.  northcote  :  I  cannot  Fay 
what  number  of  men  they  have  in  their 
employment ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 


will  endeavour  to  answer  it.  I  am 
assured  that  they  manufacture  their  own 
goods,  though  the  patent  is  Grerman. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

(IRELAND^— THE  RIVER  BARROW. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
is  yet  in  a  position  to  state  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Drainage  of  the  River 
Barrow? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  under  some 
mistake.  The  Royal  Conmiission  has 
made  no  recommendation  on  the  subject. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  am 
speaking  of  the  Royal  Commission  which 
reported  last  year. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Oh  !  That  was  not  a  Royal  Commission 
at  all.  I  thought  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  the  Commission  now  sitting, 
to  which,  last  Session,  I  stated  that  this 
question  would  be  referred.  The  pre- 
vious Commission  reported  and  made 
recommendations,  to  which  the  Go?em- 
ment  did  not  feel  able  to  give  effect. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  which  was  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  last  year*  which 
sat  tor  several  months,  took  evidence 
and  made  recommendations,  has  now 
been  referred  to  another  Commission  ? 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
That  is  so,  Sir,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  we  have  not  been  able  to  carry  out 
their  recommendations. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF   IRISH   LIGHTS - 
CLOTHING  CONTRACTS. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  have  re- 
cently issued  a  printed  tender  form  to 
traders  fur  the  supply  of  clothiog  for  the 
officers  and  ofi^aU  generally  under  the 
Board,  which  contained  the  following 
provision — 

*'Tbat  all  clothing  supplied  shall  be  made 
from  cloths  approved  of  and  manaiactnrcd  by 
Messrs.  William  Lnpton  and  Co.,  Leeds,  and 
nnrobered  600,  501,  502,  and  503  respectively, 
samples  of  which  are  to  be  seen  at  this  office ; " 

whether  this  provision  has  his  sanction ; 
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and,  whether  ho  will  cause  that  tender  to 
be  withdrawn  and  a  fresh  one  issued 
open  to  all  trades  who  may  wish  to  ten- 
der for  the  contract? 

Thb  8E0RETAEY  to  tub  BOABD 
OF  TBADE  (Bjuron  Heicrt  De  Wokmb) 
(LiTerpool,  East  Toxteth):  The  Oom- 
missioners  of  Irish  Lights  inform  me 
that  they  advertised  for  samples  of  blue 
pilot  and  other  dotha  used  in  their  ser- 
Tice.  the  result  being  that  nine  firms 
sent  in  patterns  of  various  kinds  of 
tweeds,  serges,  &o.  The  samples  were 
duly  submitted  to  the  officers  of  the 
Board  and  an  experienced  expert,  a 
doth  buyer  for  one  of  the  large  mercan- 
tile houses  in  Dublin,  and  they  unani- 
mously selected  the  samples  of  Messrs. 
Lupton  and  Go.  as  the  only  ones  suitable 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, under  these  drcumstanoes  the 
Board  of  Trade  do  not  propose  to 
interfere. 

EDUCATION  (SOOTLAND)  —  STATE- 
AIDED  AND  NON-STATE- AIDED 
SCHOOLS. 


Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glas;?ow,  8t.  Rol- 
lox)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
The  number  of  children  attending  State- 
aided  and  non-State-aided  schools  in 
Scotland,  when  School  Boards  came  into 
operation  in  1873,  and  the  number  of 
children  attending  State-aided  and  non- 
State-aided  schools  in  Scotland  in 
1885? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  fob  SCOTLAND 

S[r.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
rtain  statistics  in  regard  to  the  first 
point  upon  which  information  is  desired 
were  g^ven  by  the  Board  of  Edncation 
in  their  first  Beport.  As  the  Depart- 
ment have  only  statistics  relating  to  in- 
spected schools,  I  fear  that  I  cannot  give 
the  information  desired  as  to  the  com- 
parative statistics. 

CROFTERS'  ACT— SHEEP  FARMS  AND 
DEER  FORESTS  (SCOTLAND). 

Db.  B.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proposal  to  turn  the  extensive  sheep- 
larm  of  Oarbat,  Ben  Wyvis,  into  a  deer 
forest ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Qovemment,  having  regard  to  the 
pressing  demand  of  the  native  popula- 
tion for  the  restoration  of  the  land  for 
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productive  purposes,  to  take  any  steps 
to  prevent  the  afforesting  of  any  addi- 
tional lands,  or  the  disafforesting  of  such 
arable  and  pastoral  portions  of  the 
present  forests  as  might  be  beneficiallj 
occupied  by  people  from  the  congested 
distncts  of  the  Highlands? 

Thb  SECBETABY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  £.): 
I  have  no  information  on  the  first  point. 
On  the  second,  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Crofters'  Act,  so  far  as  the  people  in 
the  locality  are  concerned,  land  under 
deer  is  more  available  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  size  of  holdings  wan 
land  under  sheep.  As  regards  the  use 
of  land  under  deer  to  reueve  the  con- 
gestion of  distant  parts  of  the  High- 
lands, I  presume  the  wish  of  the  hon. 
Member  —  though  the  wording  of  his 
Question  fails  to  express  it — is  that  the 
Government  should  introduce  a  measure 
for  enabling  the  population  of  over* 
crowded  districts  to  migrate  on  to  land 
now  ooeupied  by  deer.  I  cannot  enter 
fully  into  the  arguments  in  favour  of  or 
against  such  a  scheme,  nor  is  it  noces- 
sary,  as  I  am  not  aware  that  there  exists 
any  large  population  in  the  congested 
districts  anxious  to  leave  their  native 
place,  and  provided  with  the  capital, 
without  which  any  such  scheme  would 
prove  a  disastrous  failure. 

ARMY  (AUXIUARY  FORCES>-TH£ 
MIUTU  (8CX)TLAND). 

Db.  B.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  considering  that 
there  are  about  1,700  Lewismen  con* 
nected  with  the  Militia,  who  are  an* 
nually  sent  for  training  to  Dingwall  and 
Fort  Qeorffe  for  a  period  of  six  weeks  or 
two  months,  and  whose  travelling  ex- 
penses and  loss  of  time  in  going  and 
returning  means  a  considerable  sum  of 
money,  it  would  not  be  better  that  these 
men  should  be  trained  at  Stomoway, 
and  thus  save  the  time  and  money  use- 
lessly wasted  ? 

Thb  SECBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr.  £. 
Stabbopx)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  question  of  training  on  the  main- 
land of  Militiamen  from  the  Islands  is 
one  of  great  difficulty,  and  I  believe  a 
mat  deal  may  be  said  on  both  sides  of 
the  ^eslion.  I  can  only  at  present  say 
that  I  will  inquire  further  into  it. 
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9Ut  DMMiber,  d^fcrrtd  the  inqoott  till 
mid-dAjr  of  th«  Iti  of  Janaarj,  that 
oMiatng  danger  of  miaehiaf  from  putro* 
bolion  in  Ihnt  hot  elimaU  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  oall  the  aitealton  of  the 
Ooveraor  of  Madraa  to  the  matter  ? 

Tu  UNDER  8ECBETABT  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jonx  (}ok«t)  (Ohatham) : 
TheSecreUrir  of  State's  atteatioo  has  not 
been  speotall^  direeted  to  the  delay  in 
holding  the  tnqoest  at  the  late  fire  in 
If  adras  till  the  hon.  Baronet  gare  Notioe 
of  this  Question.  The  eircamstanoss  of 
that  lamenuble  accident  hare  reoeired 
the  most  eareful  attention  from  the  Oo« 
remment  of  Madras,  and  the  Secretarj 
of  State  has  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
time  at  which  the  inquest  was  held  has 
eaeaped  their  obeeitation ;  bnt  the  at* 
tention  of  the  Oovemor  of  lladraa  shall 
be  spedalljr  directed  to  the  matter. 

▲DUIRALTT— •«  OLD  AKD  UNSKRVICE* 
ABLE  STORES.** 

Ma.  J.  BOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  B.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj, 
What  is  the  meaning  of  «« Old  and  Un- 
serriceable  **  in  the  fullowing  adrertite- 
meat  of  a  sale  from  Tk0  Timn  \  whether 
the  clothes,  fte.,  proposed  to  be  sold  are 
all  damaged,  ana  the  prorisions  are  no 
longer  fit  for  human  bemgs— 

-  Roy«l  Victom  VictnsUiaff  YaH, 

**  D^pUofd.    TMidsr,  lUrch  lit 

*M)ld  sad  UnMrriMablo  8t4M«i,  iocliiawff 
S.SOO  lb.  nit  pork  sad  Iwcf,  'i,S40  tb.  met  and 
cook*a  lit,  S23  lb.  modlm  and  oandla  Kreaae, 
7.100  tb.  biacait  aad  biatoit  doat,  6,000  lb.  floor, 
2,^00    lb.  mffsr  aad  auftr   awaepiniri,  2/iOO 

CUoaa  ala  and  iUmt,  4^i  bottlaa  ditto,  IS'i 
ttlaa  wiaa,  1,682  lb.  ratatoaaod  oorraata.  1,S00 
lb.  unearifd  aoopa.  vagatablaa.  tc,  1.271  lb. 
|»ickl«a,  1.672  fimk  eoata.  1,1S3  froeks  aad 
iQnici,  665  patia  trooana,  1,632  havaraacka, 
l.OM  pair*  ieics:iiifa,  UiO  yardi  cloth,  duck 
flaaoel,  iarye*  4c.,  21  jrarda  gi4d  lace,  2H  floab- 
i&K  )a4*keti,  '>T1  patra  Uiuta  and  abtiea,  224  paira 
atocki&ira,  618  iiiuta.  12^  bad*.  89  blankata,  120 

•      .t.     /^  A.      f  i^  t^       t.  •<*•  ^''^  ••^  h^*  hooping,  66  Iroo,  *«.  taaka, 

bj  the  Croften    Gommissaon  has  been    i  lanp  T|-ianti1r  trf  mmia*i  and  ■Mnnir  rhthinf , 
apprOTsd.  traaapurt  baddiaf.  boraa  gaar,  boMital 

ooupmfa  arttclaa,  aad  aaoMroaa  othar  affacta.' 

IKDIA    (UADEAA)-THK    COKPLAOR.l. 

TIOX. 

8ia  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
naked  the  Under  Sccrotary  of  8tate 
lor   India,  Whether  the   atteatioa   of 

the  SeereCarj  of  Bute  has  been  direc-  j  There  is  an  annual  sale  of  rictualUng 
ted   to   the    alleged    eoadoct   of   the! 
Oorooer   of   Madras,    who,    after   the 
rseent  fires  at  Madras,  in  whieh  SOO  > 
bodies  wete  left  on  the  night  of  the 


K.WY  (AUXIUARY  F<mrE8)-TnE 

NAVAL  RI^USERVE  (ft(X)TLAKD). 
Da.  B.  MACDONALI)  (Boss  and 
Oomarty)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Adfluraltj,  Whether,  oonsidering  that 
there  are  thousands  of  bojs  and  joung 
men  in  Lewis  willing  and  anzioos  to 
enter  the  Naral  Beeerre,  he  will  enter- 
tain the  idea  of  baring  a  training  ship 
stationed  in  Stomowaj,  or  eruiaing  about 
the  Highland  ports,  as  rsrommended  bj 
the  Oollers'  Obmmiedon  ? 

Tn  FIBST  LOUD  (Lord  Oioaos 
HAMiLToar)  (Middleees,  Ealing) :  There 
as  a  battenr  at  present  sUtioned  at 
Stomowajr  for  the  purpose  of  reoeiring 
and  training  rolunteers  for  the  Bojal 
Naral  Beserre.  and  that  has  prored 
hitherto  quite  suiBeient  for  aU  purposes. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  proposed  to  proride 
a  training  ship,  as  suggested  in  the 
Question.  As  manjr  men  as  are  wanted 
for  the  Second  Glass  Beserre  oan  now 
be  obtained* 

CROPrSBS*  CX)yUI88IOK~LEW18  AKD 
6KYE  CROFTBBH. 

Da.  B.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and 
Cromartr)  aaked  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land,  Whether  he  is  aware,  or,  if  not 
aware,  whether  he  will  make  inquiry  as 
to  the  allegation  that  a  great  many  of 
the  Crofters  in  Lswis  and  Skye  are  un- 
able to  make  their  applicationa  to  the 
Cmfters'  Oommission,  throu|^  inability 
to  pay  the  |»reliminary  fees;  and,  in  the 
erent  of  this  allegatioo  bein^  found  true, 
whether  he  can  eee  his  way  m  such  cases 
to  dispense  with  the  ordinary  fees  F 

Tux  SHCBI^rrABT  roa  SCOTLAND 
rMr.  A.  J.  Bau^or;  (Manehester,  E.) : 
I  was  not  aware  that  any  such  allega- 
tion had  been  made ;  I  will  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and,  if  neeeesary,  oommuni 


cate  with  the  Treasury,  by  whom,  under 
the  Croftera'  Act,  the  scale  of  fees  &sed 


Tun  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  OsonoR 
HAUiLToy)  (Middleees,  EaUng):  The 
expression  '*  Old  and  Lnsemceable  "  is 


that  Mierally  need  when  adrertisiog 
sale  of  obeoleie  Goremment  stores. 


the 


stores  at  Deptford,  consisting  mainly  of 
the  damaged  sloeks  of  this  class  of  stores 
which  hare  been  returned  to  that  yard 
from  Her  Majesty's  ships  ssrring  in  all 
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and,  whether  he  will  cause  that  tender  to 
be  withdrawn  and  a  fresh  one  issued 
open  to  all  trades  who  maj  wish  to  ten- 
der for  the  contract  ? 

The  secretary  to  tub  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Biuron  Henry  Db  W<«mb) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The  Oom- 
missioners  of  Irish  Lights  inform  me 
that  they  advertised  for  samples  of  blue 
pilot  and  other  cloths  used  in  their  ser- 
vice, the  result  being  that  nine  firms 
sent  in  patterns  of  various  kinds  of 
tweeds,  serges,  &o.  The  samples  were 
duly  submitted  to  the  officers  of  the 
Board  and  an  experienced  expert,  a 
cloth  buyer  for  one  of  the  large  mercan- 
tile houses  in  Dublio,  and  they  unani- 
mously selected  the  samples  of  Messrs. 
Lupton  and  Co.  as  the  only  ones  suitable 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, Under  these  circumstances  the 
Board  of  Trade  do  not  propose  to 
interfere. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  —  STATE- 
AIDED  AKD  NON-STATE- AIDED 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
loz)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
The  number  of  children  attending  State- 
aided  and  non-State*aided  schools  in 
Scotland,  when  School  Boards  came  into 
operation  in  1873,  and  the  number  of 
children  attending  State-aided  and  non- 
State-aided  schools  in  Scotland  in 
1885? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
rMr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
Certain  statistics  in  regard  to  the  first 
point  upon  which  information  is  desired 
were  given  by  the  Board  of  Education 
in  their  first  Report.  As  the  Depart- 
ment have  ODly  statistics  relating  to  in- 
spected schools,  I  fear  that  I  cannot  give 
the  information  desired  as  to  the  com- 
parative statistics. 

CROFTERS'  ACT— SHEEP  FARMS  AND 
DEER  FORESTS  (SCOTLAND). 

Dr.  R.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotlandy 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proposal  to  turn  the  extensive  sheep- 
farm  of  Oarbat,  Ben  Wy  vis,  into  a  deer 
forest ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  having  regard  to  the 
pressing  demand  of  the  native  popula- 
tion for  the  restoration  of  the  land  for 

Mr.  P,  <yBri9n 


productive  purposes,  to  take  any  steps 
to  prevent  the  afforesting  of  any  addi- 
tional lands,  or  the  disafforesting  of  such 
arable  and  pastoral  portions  of  the 
present  forests  as  might  be  beneficially 
occupied  by  people  from  the  congested 
districts  of  the  Highlands  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  have  no  information  on  the  first  point. 
On  the  second,  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Crofters'  Act,  so  far  as  the  people  in 
the  locality  are  concerned,  land  under 
deer  is  more  available  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  size  of  holdings  Uian 
land  under  sheep.  As  regards  the  use 
of  land  under  deer  to  reEeve  the  con- 
gestion of  distant  parts  of  the  High- 
lands, I  presume  the  wish  of  the  hon. 
Member  —  though  the  wording  of  his 
Question  fails  to  express  it — is  that  the 
Government  should  introduce  a  measure 
for  enabling  the  population  of  over- 
crowded districts  to  migrate  on  to  land 
now  occupied  by  deer.  I  cannot  enter 
fully  into  the  arguments  in  favour  of  or 
against  such  a  scheme,  nor  is  it  noces- 
sary,  as  I  am  not  aware  that  there  exists 
any  large  population  in  the  congested 
districts  anxious  to  leave  their  native 
place,  and  provided  with  the  capital, 
without  which  any  such  scheme  wonld 
prove  a  disastrous  failure. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES>-THE 
MILITIA  (SCOTLAND). 

Dr.  R.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  considering  that 
there  are  about  1,700  Lewismen  con* 
nected  with  the  Militia,  who  are  an> 
nually  sent  for  training  to  Dingwall  and 
Fort  George  for  a  period  of  six  weeks  or 
two  mont^,  and  whose  travelling  ex- 
penses and  loss  of  time  in  going  and 
returning  means  a  considerable  sum  of 
money,  it  would  not  be  better  that  these 
men  diould  be  trained  at  Stomoway, 
and  thus  save  the  time  and  money  use- 
lessly wasted  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  question  of  training  on  the  main- 
land of  Militiamen  from  the  Islands  is 
one  of  great  difficulty,  and  I  believe  a 
great  deal  may  be  said  on  both  sides  of 
file  question.  I  can  only  at  present  aaj 
that  I  will  inquire  further  into  it. 
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NAVY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -THE 
NAVAL  RESERVE  (SCOTLAND). 

D&.  E.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and 
Oromarty)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether,  oonsideriDg  that 
there  are  thousands  of  hoys  and  young 
men  in  Lewis  willing  and  anxious  to 
enter  the  Naval  Beserye,  he  will  enter- 
tain the  idea  of  having  a  training  ship 
stationed  in  Stornoway,  or  cruising  about 
the  Highland  ports,  as  recommended  by 
the  Crofters'  Commission  ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Lord  Gbobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
is  a  battery  at  present  stationed  .at 
Stornoway  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
and  training  volunteers  for  the  Boyai 
Naval  Beserve,  and  that  has  proved 
hitherto  quite  sufficient  for  all  purposes. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  proposed  to  provide 
a  training  ship,  as  suggested  in  the 
Question.  As  many  men  as  are  wanted 
for  the  Second  Class  Beserve  can  now 
be  obtained. 

CROFTERS*  COMMISSION— LEWIS  AND 
SKYE  CROFTERS. 
Dr.  B.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware,  or,  if  not 
awarot  whether  he  will  make  inquiry  as 
to  the  allegation  that  a  great  many  of 
the  Crofters  in  Lewis  and  Skye  are  un* 
able  to  make  their  applications  to  the 
Crofters'  Commission,  throngh  inability 
to  pay  the  preliminary  fees ;  and,  in  the 
event  of  this  allegation  being  found  true, 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  in  such  cases 
to  dispense  with  the  ordinary  fees  ? 

The  SECBETABY  fok  SCOTLAND 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
was  not  aware  that  any  such  allega- 
tion had  been  made ;  I  will  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and,  if  necessary,  communi- 
cate with  the  Treasury,  by  whom,  under 
the  Crofters'  Act,  the  scale  of  fees  fixed 
by  the  Crofters'  Commission  has  been 
approved. 

INDIA    (MADRAS)— THE    CONFLAGRA- 

TION. 

Sir  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  direc- 
ted to  the  alleged  conduct  of  the 
Coroner  of  Madras,  who,  after  the 
recent  fires  at  Madras,  in  which  800 
bodies  were  left  on  the  night  of  the 


i' 


3 let  December,  deferred  the  inquest  till 
mid-day  of  the  1st  of  January,  thus 
causing  danger  of  mischief  from  putre- 
faction in  that  hot  climate  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Governor  of  Madras  to  the  matter  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State's  attention  has  not 
been  specially  directed  to  the  delay  in 
holding  the  inquest  at  the  late  fire  in 
Madras  till  the  hon.  Baronet  gave  Notice 
of  this  Question.  The  circumstances  of 
that  lamentable  accident  have  received 
the  most  careful  attention  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  Madras,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
time  at  which  the  inquest  was  held  has 
escaped  their  observation ;  but  the  at- 
tention of  the  Governor  of  Madras  shall 
be  specially  directed  to  the  matter. 

ADMIRALTY—"  OLD  AND  UNSERVICE- 
ABLE STORES.*' 

Mb.  J.  BOWLANDS  (Finsbuiy,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
What  is  the  meaning  of  **  Old  and  Un- 
serviceable "  in  the  following  advertise- 
ment of  a  sale  from  The  Times ;  whether 
the  clothes,  &c.,  proposed  to  be  sold  are 
all  damaged,  and  the  provisions  are  no 
longer  fit  for  human  beings — 

"  Royal  Victoria  Victualling  Yard, 

<'  Deptlord.    Tuesday,  March  let. 

**OId  and  Unserviceable  Stores,  including 
8,300  lb.  salt  pork  and  beef,  2,040  lb.  suet  and 
cook's  fat,  823  lb.  candles  and  candle  grease, 
7,100  lb.  biscuit  and  biscuit  dust,  6,000  lb.  flour, 
2,500  lb.  sugar  and  sugar  sweepings,  2,200 
gallons  ale  and  stout,  452  bottles  ditto,  162 
bottles  wine,  1,5821b.  raisins  and  currants,  1,800 
lb.  preserved  soups,  vegetables,  &c.,  1,271  lb. 
pickles,  1,672  great  coats,  1,183  frocks  and 
tunics,  665  pairs  trousers,  1,632  haversacks, 
1,008  pairs  leggings,  929  yards  cloth,  duck 
flannel,  serge,  &c.,  21  yards  gold  lace,  28  flush- 
ing jackets,  571  pairs  boots  and  shoes,  224  pairs 
stockings,  518  shirts,  123  beds.  89  blankets,  120 
tons  iron  and  iron  hooping,  66  iron,  &c.  tanks, 
a  large  quantity  of  seamen's  and  marine  clothing, 
transport  bedding,  horse  gear,  hospital  stores 
cooperage  articles,  and  numerous  other  effects.' * 

Thb  FIBST  LOED  (Lord  Geosor 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
expression  ^^  Old  and  Unserviceable  "  is 
that  generally  need  when  advertising 
the  sale  of  obsolete  Q-ovemmeot  stores. 
There  is  an  annual  sale  of  victualling 
stores  at  Deptford,  consisting  mainly  of 
the  damaged  stocks  of  this  class  of  stores 
which  have  been  returned  to  that  yard 
from  Her  Majesty's  ships  serving  in  all 
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parts  of  the  world  daring  the  past  year. 
No  provisioEs  which  are  **  unfit  for 
human  food  "  are  ever  advertised  for 
sale.  Those  advertised  consist  of  pro- 
visions that  have  fallen  below  the 
standard  established  for  Her  Majesty's 
Service,  and  which  it  is  not  considered 
desirable  to  re-issue. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.): 
With  regard  to  these  162  bottles  of 
wine,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  their  being 
old  would  not  render  them  rather  more 
serviceable  ? 

No  reply. 

BURMAH— THE  RUBY  :^^NES  EXPEDI- 
TION—MESSRS. STREETER. 

Mr.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  application,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  one  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  Messieurs  Streeter  was  autho- 
rized to  accompany  the  Euby  Mines 
Expedition,  was  in  writing,  and  to  whom 
it  was  addressed ;  and,  whether  any 
written  communication  as  to  the  leasing, 
or  renting,  or  working  the  Euby  Mines 
has  been  received  by  the  Government, 
or  communicated  to  the  Government, 
from  Messieurs  Streeter,  or  any  person 
on  their  behalf;  and,  if  so,  what  reply, 
if  any,  has  been  made  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  Government  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  application  of  Mr.  Streeter,  junior, 
to  accompany  the  Ruby  Mines  Expedi- 
tion was  made  and  assented  to  in  Bur- 
mah.  The  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
aware  in  what  form  it  was  made.  Com- 
munications between  Mr.  Streeter  and 
other  applicants,  and  the  Government  of 
India,  as  to  leasing  or  working  the  Ruby 
Minos,  took  place  in  the  spring  of  last 
year.  Such  negotiations  were  subse- 
quently suspended,  pending  inquiries  on 
the  spot.  It  is,  therefore,  impossible, 
at  the  present  time,  to  make  any  com- 
munication to  the  House  as  to  the  nature 
of  any  offers  made,  or  of  the  replies  of 
the  Government  of  India. 

ARM  V— DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS. 

Mr.  H  anbury '(Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  very  recently,  on  the  re- 
turn of  a  battery  of  Artillery  from  India, 
the  swords  were  tested,  and  every  one 
ailed  to  stand  the  test  ? 

Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton 


The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
THE  ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote) 
(Exeter)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  event 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion has  not  been  reported  to  either  the 
War  Office  or  the  India  Office.  If  he 
can  give  me  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject, the  matter  shall  have  immediate 
attention. 

ARMY-PRACTICE     IN     USE    OF    THE 

REVOLVER. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  (for  Mr.  Bbookfield)  (Sus- 
sex, Rye)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
Warrant  Officers,  Staff  Sergeants,  and 
other  soldiers  armed  with,  the  revolver, 
are  put  through  an  annual  course  of 
practice  with  that  weapon,  while  Com- 
missioned Officers  are  not  given  any 
training  of  the  same  kind;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  such  is  the  case,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  prescribing  an  annual 
course  of  revolver  practice  for  all  Regi- 
mental Officers? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
All  soldiers  of  whose  equipment  a  re- 
volver forms  a  part,  go  through  an  an- 
nual course  of  instruction  in  tlie  use  of 
that  weapon.  No  course  is  prescribed 
for  commissioned  officers;  but  instruc- 
tion in  the  use  of  the  revolver  is  now 
given  to  officers  who  attend  the  School 
of  Musketry  at  Hythe.  My  hon.  Friend's 
suggestion  as  to  prescribing  an  annual 
course  for  officers  is  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration ;  and  I  will  refer  it  to  the 
Military  Authorities. 

POOR  LAW  (METROPOLIS)— HOLBORN 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  NEWNES  ^Cambridge,  E.. 
Newmarket)  asked  me  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  on  the  bitterly 
cold  night  of  12-1 3th  January,  a  woman 
and  her  two  infant  children,  in  a  half- 
starved  condition,  were  refused  admit- 
tance to  the  Holborn  Workhouse,  and 
that,  had  they  not  been  taken  to  the 
police  station,  and  there  fed  and 
warmed,  they  might  have  died  of  cold 
and  hunger ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  so  alter  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law,  so  that  such  an  incident 
may  be  made  impossible  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritohw) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St   George's):    The 
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facta  with  regard  to  the  caee  alluded 
to  have  been  inquired  into  by  the 
Ouardians.  It  appears  that  the  woman 
referred  to,  who  was  accompanied  by 
her  sister,  applied  for  admission  to  the 
workhouse  after  midnight,  and  that  she 
wafbthen  told  that,  as  she  had  no  order 
of  a  relieving  officer,  she  should  go  to 
the  casual  ward,  which  was  within  a 
distance  of  less  than  one-third  of  a 
mile.  In  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
she  returned  without  her  sister,  and  on 
being  again  told  that  she  should  go  to 
the  casual  ward,  she  in  strong  language 
refused  to  do  so. .  She  was  found  by  a 
policeman  about  half  an  hour  after- 
wards lying  on  the  pavement,  and  as 
she  was  again  refused  admission,  she 
was  taken  to  the  station,  where  she  was 
charged  with  being  without  any  visible 
means  of  subsistence.  It  is  admitted 
by  the  woman  that  she  had  been  in  the 
neighbourhood  all  the  day,  and  there 
would  appear  to  have  been  no  sufficient 
reason  why,  if  she  was  destitute,  she 
sliould  have  deferred  applying  until 
after  midnight  for  relief  for  herself  and 
her  children,  or  why  she  did  not  go  to 
the  casual  ward,  where  she  would  have 
been  at  once  admitted.  There  is  a  con- 
flict of  evidence  as  to  whether  the 
policeman  told  the  porter,  when  he 
found  the  woman  on  the  pavement,  that 
she  had  been  drinking ;  sne  herself  only 
admits  having  shared  three  half-pints 
of  beer.  Whatever  blame,  however, 
may  attach  to  the  woman  herself,  it  is 
very  much  to  be  regretted  that  she  and 
her  children  should  have  been  allowed 
to  lie  on  the  pavement  on  a  cold  night 
in  consequence  of  having  been  refused 
admission  to  the  workhouse;  and  the 
porter  has  been  censured  by  the 
Guardians  for  not  having  called  the 
attention  of  the  matron  to  the  case.  I 
may  observe  that  there  is  ample  accom- 
modation in  the  casual  wards  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  that  it  rarely  happens 
that  two-thirds  of  the  beds  in  these 
wards  are  occupied. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
LORD  CHARLEMONT'S  ESTATE  — 
ACTION  OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  to  the 
House  the  precise  nature  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  police  with  reference  to  Lord 
Charlemont's    estate,    and    what    the 
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action  on  their  part  was  whiih  led 
to  the  report  that  they  had  visited 
the  houses  of  respectable  Protestant 
farmers,  inquired  if  they  had  paid  their 
rent,  and  asked  when  their  rent  would 
be  paid;  that  they  had  followed  the 
Secretary  of  the  Tenants'  Committee 
from  house  to  house  to  ascertain  what 
his  business  was ;  that  they  had  made 
suggestions  to  the  Protestant  tenants  as 
to  the  payment  of  their  rents ;  and  that 
they  visited  Mr.  Arthur  Byrne,  the 
Chairman  of  the  tenants'  meeting,  and 
subjected  him  to  annoyance  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
All  the  police  did  in  the  matter  was  to 
make  some  inquiries  from  Mr.  Arthur 
Byrne  as  to  when  certain  meetings  were 
to  be  held  at  which  it  was  deemed 
desirable  that  some  police  should  be 
present.  I  cannot  allege  any  other 
reason  for  the  reports. 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— TUE 
"  QUEEN  V.  DILLON." 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  the  case  of  the  '^  Queen  r. 
John  Dillon,  M.P.,"  and  others,  now 
pending,  the  accused  having  been  re- 
turned for  trial  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 
the  Crown  have  sent,  or  intend  sending, 
up  the  Bills  of  Indictment  before  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Dublin ; 
whether  the  Crown  originally  com- 
menced the  proceedings  in  the  County  of 
Gal  way,  and  abandoned  that  venue  in 
favour  of  the  City  of  Dublin ;  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  in  recent  years 
for  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
sending  up  the  bills  in  the  county,  except 
the  case  of  the  York  Street  riots,  when 
the  change  was  made  at  the  wish  of  the 
accused,  who  were  Orangemen ;  and, 
what  the  reasons  were  which  induced 
the  Government  to  change  the  venue? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said:  Some  of 
the  traversers  in  the  case  referred  to 
having  been  arrested  under  a  warrant 
in  Galway,  it  was  deemed  expedient  to 
take  steps  to  have  them  and  others  re- 
turned lor  trial  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 
where  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  ori- 
ginally published.  A  bill  has  been  sent 
up  to  the  Grand  Jnry  of  the  County  of 
Dublin,  pursuant  to  a  law  which  exists 
both  in  fSngland  and  Ireland,  and  the 
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Talue  o^  which  has  been  recognized  by 
the  Oriminal  Code  Commission.  In  a 
jury  panel  of  the  County  of  Dublin  there 
is  no  preponderance  of  persons  of  any 
particular  religion  or  politics;  and  as 
regards  all  classes  and  creeds  it  is  more 
generally  representative  than  any  other 
panel  in  Ireland.  The  sole  reason  for 
haying  the  bill  sent  to  the  County  Grand 
Jury,  was  the  belief  that  a  fair  andlim- 

Eartial  trial  could  in  this  way  best  be 
ad.  The  change  of  venue  in  the  York 
Street  case  was  made  on  the  suggestion 
of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division ;  and  I 
am  informed  that  this  is  not  the  only 
case  in  recent  times  in  which  the  venue 
was  similarly  changed. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
if  it  is  alleged,  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
that  there  is  anything  in  the  constitution 
of  either  the  Orand  or  the  Common  Jury 
panel  sent  up  from  the  present  Com- 
mission which  would  interfere  with  the 
fair  trial  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  the  other 
traveisers  in  the  Citv  of  Dublin  ? 

Me.  MAURICE  HE ALY :  May  I  ask, 
also,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  nine- tenths 
of  the  legal  busine•^s  of  Ireland  is  done 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON:  In  answer  to  the 
second  Question,  I  may  say  that  a  great 
part  of  the  legal  business  of  Ireland  is 
done  in  Dublin,  but  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  exact  proportion.  With  reference 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  I  have  to 
say  that  I  decline  to  go  or  enter  into  a 
controversy  upon  the  merits  of  the  jurors. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  not  to  enter 
into  any  controversy,  but  simply  to  an- 
swer the  Question  whether  there  is  any- 
thing in  the  state  of  the  panel  to  prevent 
a  fair  trial  being  had  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES— THE  "QUEEN  v. 
DILLON.'* 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  common  jury  panel  for  the 
County  of  Dublin  at  the  forthcoming 
commission,  at  which  the  trial  of  the 
case  of   the  ''Queen  v,  John  Dillon, 

Mr.  Gibson 


M.P.,"  and  others  is  to  take  place,  has 
been  increased  to  250  names,  the  ordi- 
nary number  being  90;  whether  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  order  jurors  to 
stand  by  on  the  first  calling  of  the  panel 
will  be  thereby  enormously  increased ; 
whether  the  Sheriff,  in  making  the.  al- 
teration in  question,  acted  under  the 
instructions  of  the  Government ;  and, 
whether  there  has  been  any  change 
made  in  the  form  of  the  precept  ad- 
dressed to  the  Sheriff;  and,  if  so,  on 
whose  recommendation,  and  by  whose 
authority? 

The  SOUCITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said :  The  com- 
mon jury  panel  for  the  County  of  Dub- 
lin at  the  pending  Commission  consists 
of  250  names — a  number  unusual  in 
that  county,  but  it  is  not  unusual  else- 
where. Power  of  the  Crown  to  direct 
jurors  to  stand  by  is  the  same  whether 
the  number  of  jurors  on  the  panel  is 
large  or  small.  The  Sheriff  received  no 
instructions  from  the  Gt>vernmont ;  and 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  change  in  the 
form  of.  the  precept,  with  the  prepara- 
tion and  issuing  of  which  the  Grown  has 
nothing  to  do. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther the  ordinary  panel  in  the  County 
Dublin  is  so ;  and  whether  on  a  small 
panel  the  Crown  are  not  sooner  com- 
pelled to  fall  back  on  jurors  who  had 
already  been  told  to  stand  by  ? 

BCr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  exact  number  of  jurors  on  the 
County  Dublin  panel  as  a  rule.  He 
believed  it  had  been  increased.  With 
regard  to  the  remainder  of  the  Question, 
it  was  a  matter  of  arithmetic. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin. 
Harbour) :  Might  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware 
that  both  on  the  Grand  Jury  panel  and 
on  the  Petty  Jury  panel  of  the  County 
of  Dublin,  the  great  majority  of  the 
jurors  on  the  panels  are  summoned  out 
of  the  rotation  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  am  not  aware  of 
anything  of  the  kind ;  and  I  wish  to  say 
at  once  that  I  think  it  a  matter  of  very 
great  inconvenience  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  that  Questions  shoiUd  be 
asked  in  this  House  as  to  matters  of 
law  which  are  pending  in  the  Courts  in 
Dublin,  and  which  must  be  dedded  bj 
the  Judge  upon  his  own  responsibilitj 
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there,  and  upon  exception  which  will  be 
taken  to  the  record. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAERINGTON  :  Might 
I  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  the  Question  I  have  asked  him 
is  a  matter  of  fact,  and  not  a  matter  of 
law? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  MAURIOE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  the  empanelling  of  the  jury 
in  the  case  of  the  **  Queen  v,  John 
Dillon.  M.P."  and  others,  now  pending, 
the  prisoners,  though  five  in  numbor, 
will  between  them  only  have  six  chal- 
lenges; whether  the  Crown  will  have 
an  unlimited  right  of  ordering  jurors  to 
stand  by,  the  panel  being  now  for  the 
first  time  increased  to  250  names ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consent  that  the  trial 
shall  take  place  according  to  the  English 
practice,  under  which  the  Crown  and 
the  accused  have  an  equal  right  of  ob- 
jecting to  jurors  on  the  first  calling  of 
the  panel  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said:  The  tra- 
versers in  the  case  referred  to  are  en- 
titled to  six  peremptory  challenges  in 
all,  and  to  as  many  others  as  they  can 
assign  cause  for.  The  Crown  has  no 
right  of  peremptory  challenge ;  but  it  is 
entitled  to  direct  any  juror  to  t»tand  by 
until  the  panel  is  exhausted.  I  cannot 
consent  to  introduce  into  criminal  pro- 
cedure in  Ireland  a  practice  hitherto 
unknown  there. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  Might 
I  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  amend  his  answer  by  informing  the 
House  whether  in  England  the  prisoner, 
on  the  first  calling  of  the  panel  in  trials 
for  misdemeanour,  is  not  entitled  to  an 
unlimited  right  of  peremptory  chal- 
lenge ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  am  not  acquainted 
with  the  English  law ;  but  I  believe 
that  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  in 
England  there  is  no  right  whatever  of 
peremptory  challege  in  misdemeanours. 
That  right  was  given  in  Ireland  to  the 
extent  of  six  in  favour  of  the  prisoner, 
and  it  is  a  right  which  exists  in  Ireland 
and  does  not  exist  in  England. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  would  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  reply  to  a  Ques- 


tion of  which  he  had  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  private  Notice.  It  was. 
Whether  it  was  correct  that  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  County  of  Dublin  had  re- 
jected the  fifth  count  in  the  indictment 
contained  in  the  Bill  sent  up  to  them  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  John  Dillon)  and  others; 
whether  this  count  charged  the  traversers 
with  having  entered  into  an  unlawful 
conspiracy  to  compel  tenants  not  to  pay 
rents  which  they  were  lawfully  bound  to 
pay,  and  to  compel  tenants  to  combine 
and  confederate  together  to  obstruct  and 
defeat  the  service  of  writs  ancl  processes 
for  the  non-payment  of  rent;  and,  if 
the  above  statement  was  correct,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  essence  of  the  indict- 
ment and  the  main  purpose  of  tho 
Crown  in  instituting  the  proceedings  to 
prevent  the  offences  charged  in  the 
count ;  if  not,  what  was  the  real  inten- 
tion of  the  Crown;  and  whether,  in 
the  face  of  the  rejection  of  the  fifth 
count,  the  Government  would  still  per- 
sist in  going  on  with  the  prosecution  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  useful  purposes  they 
hoped  to  achieve  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said :  I  have  no 
information  on  ttie  matter  referred  to. 
except  the  report  in  2'Jie  Standard,  I 
have  no  copy  of  the  fifth  count  (which  is 
one  of  II  counts),  and,  therefore  can- 
not say  what  is  contained  in  it ;  but  I 
can  say,  from  internal  evidence,  that  tho 
report  in  The  Standard  must  be  inaccu- 
rate. I  may  state  that  the  Grand  Jury, 
on  the  10  counts  in  which  they  have 
round  a  true  bill  against  the  traversers, 
have  two  counts  for  an  unlawful  con- 
spiracy to  solicit  tenants  to  refuse  to  pay 
rents;  and  there  is  a  count  for  con- 
spiracy to  solicit  tenants  to  resist  and 
obstruct  the  execution  of  lawful  writs. 
All  those  counts  have  been  found  by  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  I  do  not  know  the 
reason  why  they  refuse  to  find  the  fifth, 
but  perhaps  it  was  because  they  consi- 
dered the  10  counts  sufficient. 

AGRICULTURAL  STATISTICS— KETURN 
OF  OWNER-FARMERS. 
Mr.  jasper  more  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  interest  felt  in  questions  relating 
to  the  occupation  of  land,  the  Agricul- 
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tural  Department  would  see  any  objec- 
tion to  authorize  the  addition  of  a  line 
to  the  annual  form  now  about  to  be 
issued  to  owners  and  occupiers  of  land, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining  how  many 
owners  farm  their  own  land  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
£.) :  Yes ;  we  think  the  annual  form 
may  be  advantageously  enlarged  so  as  to 
include  the  information  asked  for  in  the 
Question ;  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  com- 
municate with  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  wording,  of  the  addition. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE, 
1882— SURTAXE  D'ENTREPOT. 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  the  imposition  of  a 
surtaxe  d'entrepdt  upon  the  owner  of  a 
British  steamer  carrying  goods  con- 
signed to  a  French  port,  under  a  through 
bill  of  lading  to  be  transhipped  at  an 
English  port,  is  in  contravention  of 
Article  2  of  the  Treaty  concluded  with 
France  in  February  1 882  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Tho  surtaxe  d^entrepdt  is 
an  additional  duty  charged  on  goods 
the  produce  of  a  country  out  of  Europe, 
when  imported  into  France  not  direct 
from  the  country  of  their  origin  but 
through  a  third  country.  According  to 
French  law  and  practice,  the  surtaxe 
is  levied  whether  such  goods  are  landed 
and  warehoused  in  the  third  country,  or 
whether  they  are  simply  transhipped  in 
one  of  its  ports.  It  has  never  been  held 
that  the  mriaxe  d^enir^dt  is  included 
among  the  transit  duties  referred  to  in 
the  Second  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1882, 
and  it,  consequently,  does  not  come 
within  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
1882. 

ADMIRALTY— TORPEDO  B0AT8— A 
"  COMMITTEE  OP  DESIGNS.*' 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) asked  the  First  Lord  of 
ike  Admiralty,  Whether  20  is  the 
correct  number  of  torpedo  boats  recently 
delivered  by  the  contractor  constructed 
with  ^'bottle-nose''  bows,  which  have 
now  to  be  taken  to  pieces  and  re-con- 
structed at  considerable  expense  to  ren- 
der them  efficient  in  a  sea-way,  and  the 
cost  per  vessel  of  such  re-construction ; 
whether  the  design  of  these  particular 
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boats  was  prepared  by  the  contractor  or 
the  Constructors'  Department  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  approved  by  the  Naval 
Members  of  the  late  Board ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  this  and  other  recent 
serious  mistakes  in  designs  of  ships, 
the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Ad- 
miralty will  consider  the  advisability  of 
re-constituting  a  *' Committee  of  De- 
signs," composed  of  scientific  seamen 
and  others,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all 
future  designs  of  vessels  of  war  before 
finally  approving  of  any  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton) (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Messrs. 
Thornycroft  supplied  25  torpedo  boats, 
of  which  the  bows  and  torpedo  arma- 
ment will  have  to  be  altered  as  the  result 
of  a  trial  at  sea.  The  cost  of  the  altera- 
tion is  £246  per  boat.  The  design  was  pre- 
pared by  Messrs.  Thornycroft.  It  was 
accepted  by  the  Director  of  Naval  Con- 
struction, and  received  the  approval  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  in  April,  1885. 
Originally  it  was  intiended  to  try  the  first 
vessel  before  ordering  others ;  but,  under 
the  pressure  of  the  preparations  in  1885, 
the  order  for  the  25  was  given  on  an  un- 
tried design.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  suggests  that,  with  the  object  of 
preventing  errors  of  calculation  in  de- 
signs, which,  undoubtedly,  have  occurred 
in  the  past,  a  Committee  of  experts 
should  be  associated  with  the  technical 
advisers  of  the  Admiralty,  whose  ap- 
proval should  be  necessary  before  new 
designs  are  passed.  I  am  not  in  favour 
of  such  a  proposal ;  for  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  blunders  of  the  past  can  be 
traced  to  a  want  of  individual  responsi- 
bility for  advice  given  and  action  pro- 
posed, and  we  are  now  working  in  the 
direction  of  concentrating,  rather  than 
sub-dividing,  personal  responsibility. 

ADMIRALTY— DEPECnVB  SWORD. 
BAYONETS. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.. 
Holdemess)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltv,  If  he  will  state  the  namee  of 
the  vessels  from  which  complaints  have 
been  received  as  to  the  defective  state  of 
sword-bayonets;  and,  if  the  Admiralty 
have  directed  the  Commanding  Officers 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ships  to  make  a  strict 
investigation  into  the  state  of  the  sword- 
bayonets  supplied  to  their  respective 
vessels  ? 

Mb.  HANBXTBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First   Lord  of   the  Admiralty,    What 
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▼essels  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  have 
been  supplied  with  sword-bayonets 
similar  to  those  recently  complained  of 
at  Devonport ;  whether  any  and  which 
of  such  vessels  are  now  on  active  ser- 
vice; whether  the  Admiralty  make  an 
independent  official  test  of  such  weapons 
before  they  are  issued  to  the  officers  and 
men  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  or  whether 
they  rely  upon  the  guarantee  of  the 
Ordnance  Department ;  and,  whether  he 
will  consent  to  place  specimens  of  the 
defective  sword-bayonets,  for  the  in- 
spection of  Members  of  this  House, 
either  in  the  Library  or  in  some  room 
of  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
Admiralty  make  no  independent  official 
test,  as  they  rely  on  the  guarantee  of 
the  War  Office  that  the  weapons  issued 
are  fit  for  service.  Complaints  have  been 
received  from  the  Active^  the  Vblaye,  the 
Mover,  and  the  Devastation.  Some  cut- 
lasses and  sword-bayonets  in  the  Active 
having  been  found  defective  in  actual 
use,  orders  were  eiven  for  about  half 
of  those  in  the  ship  to  be  tested  as 
follows: — The  point  of  the  sword  was 
placed  in  the  deck,  and  pressure  applied 
at  the  handle  until  the  point  was  turned 
about  50  degrees  from  the  straight  line. 
On  being  released,  the  whole  of  those 
marked  defective  remained  permanently 
out  of  the  original  line.  Of  the  50  cut- 
lasses tested  in  this  ship  34  were  found 
defective,  and  of  the  55  sword-bayonets 
tested  40  were  found  defective.  The 
same  course  was  followed  in  the  Bover ; 
when  45  out  of  50  cutlasses  were  found 
defective,  and  54  out  of  55  sword-bayo- 
nets. The  same  test  was  applied  to  the 
Violage,  and  12  out  of  50  cuUasses  were 
reported  defective,  and  17  out  of  55 
sword-bayonets.  The  following  was  the 
report  from  the  Devastation : — 

'*  On  examining  sword-bayonets  it  was  found 
that  many  were  had,  like  hoop  iron.  Some  could 
be  bent  easily  by  hand  and  remained  bent.*' 

No  instructions  have  yet  been  given  for 
a  general  naval  test  to  be  applied  to 
these  weapons  pending  a  reply  from  the 
War  Office  as  to  the  steps  they  wish  to 
bo  taken,  sword-bayonets  being  a  War 
Office  store.  Admiral  Phillimore,  Oom- 
mander-in-Chief  at  Devonport,  ordered 
the  cutlasses  on  board  the  Indus  to  be 
tested,  as  certain  of  them  were  reported 
to  be  defective.  The  result  was  unsatis- 
factory^ a  large  number  being  rendered 


useless.  The  contention  of  naval  officers 
is  that  these  cutlasses  are  unserviceable, 
not  from  defects  of  pattern,  but  of  temper 
or  material.  At  the  special  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  I  am 
collecting  the  particulars  of  all  the  com- 
plaints and  of  all  the  tests  applied  to 
different  weapons  supplied  to  tne  Navy 
by  the  War  Office,  in  order  that  he  may 
consider  them.  There  would  be  no  ad- 
vantage in  exhibiting  specimens  of 
these  defective  weapons,  as  suggested, 
as  no  sound  conclusion  could  be  drawn 
from  their  variable  condition,  unless  the 
power  of  the  test  and  the  mode  of  apply- 
ing it  was  in  each  separate  case  ex- 
plained as  well  as  the  date  and  pattern 
of  manufacture. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  state  how  many  vessels  had 
been  supplied  with  these  defective  sword- 
bayonets,  and  how  many  of  such  vessels 
were  in  active  service  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  unable  to  give  such  information. 
The  War  Office  kept  a  record  of  the 
dates  on  which  the  weapons  were  issued, 
as  well  as  of  the  particular  patterns 
supplied. 

Commander  BETHELL  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
steps  he  proposed  to  take  with  reference 
to  these  defective  weapons;  and,  whe- 
ther he  intended  to  attach  responsibility 
to  any  particular  individual  or  indivi- 
duals in  respect  to  their  original  issue  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
I  am  glad  of  this  opportunity,  Sir,  of 
stating  the  general  view  taken  by  the 
War  Office  on  the  subject.  First  of  all, 
on  behalf  of  the  officials  of  the  War 
Office,  I  have  to  say  that  the  War  Office 
is  by  no  means  prepared  to  accept  the 
correctness  of  the  view  taken  by  the 
Naval  Authorities.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  is  in  a  fair  position  yet  to  judge. 
These  weapons  were  made  before  1859, 
and  they  have  satisfied  the  requisite  tests 
up  to  the  present  time.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  what  the  50  per  cent  test  of 
my  noble  !Priend  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
means.  At  the  same  time,  I  feel  that  a 
conflict  between  two  public  Departments 
is  on  all  grounds  to  be  avoided;  and 
also  that  the  public  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  these  weapons  are  serviceable 
or  not.  My  noble  Friend  has  just  under- 
taken to  supply  the  War  Office  with  fidl 
particulars  of  the  complaints  received. 
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and  of  the  tests  to  whicli  these  weapons 
liave  been  subjected.  I  have  already, 
with  the  assistance  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
made  careful  inquiry  into  the  complaints 
which  have  been  received ;  but  I  feel 
that  no  such  inquiry  will  now  be  suffi- 
cient. I  propose,  therefore,  without 
.waiting  for  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission,  to  institute  an  independent 
inquiry  into  the  condition  of  the  weapons 
now  complained  of.  I  shall  ask  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  nominate  a  representative  to  take 
part  in  it ;  and  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  the  Government  will  place  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  all 
the  information  necessary  for  arriving 
at  a  decision  without  delay. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked,  Whether  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  agree  that  a  further 
test  should  take  place  of  these  weapons 
which  had  not  already  been  complained 
of,  in  order  that  the  whole  matter  should 
be  inquired  into  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  all 
these  weapons  would  be  tested;  and  if 
after  being  tested  they  were  found  in- 
efficient and  useless,  the  testing  would 
then  be  carried  further. 

Mr.  HANBURY  inquired  whether 
the  Committee  to  be  appointed  was  a 
purely  official  Committee  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  replied  that  he 
had  already  stated  that  it  was  to  be  a 
purelv  independent  Committee. 

Mr*.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  inquired  whether  the  stores  now 
issued  to  the  Army  and  Navy  were  sub- 
ject to  any  inspection  beyond  those  of 
the  contractors  and  the  purchasing  autho- 
rities of  the  Armj'  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  the 
question  of  an  independent  inspection 
was  one  which  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission.  Up  to 
the  present,  it  had  not  been  the  prac- 
tice to  have  an  outside  or  independent 
inquiry. 

Commander  BETHELL  said,  that  his 
Question  had  not  been  answered  as  to 
whether  any  person  would  be  made  re- 
sponsible for  what  had  occurred  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  observed,  that 
he  should  prefer  to  wait  the  Report  of 
the  independent  Committee  which  would 
be  appointed  before  coming  to  any  deci- 
sion on  this  matter.    The  responsibility 
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for  the  original  manufacture  of  these 
cutlasses  dated  so  far  back  as  1859. 

Mr.  HANBURY  asked  whether,  in 
the  event  of  any  person  being  found  in- 
competent for  his  duties,  any  further 
pumishment  beyond  dismissal  from  the 
Service  would  be  awarded  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  consider  that  question  at 
present;  in  fact,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  could  hardly  expect  him  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  upon  it. 

ADMIRALTr— DRY  DOCK,   HAUL- 
BOWLINE. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Government  propose  proceeding  with 
the  second  dry  dock  at  Haulbowline, 
Cork  Harbour ;  whether  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  construct  the  second  dock  so  that 
it  may  take  in  any  ships  of  the  Navy ; 
and,  when  or  at  what  time  the  Admiralty 
intend  commencing  the  excavation  or 
dredging  of  the  channel  leading  to  the 
larger  floating  dock  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georoe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  No ; 
it  is  not  considered  that  a  second  dry 
dock  is  required  at  Haulbowlipe,  and  I 
so  informed  a  local  deputation,  as  the 
present  dock  will  accommodate  any  ves- 
sel in  the  Navy.  Probably  part  of  the 
dredging  of  the  channel  leading  to  the 
basin  will  be  done  this  next  summer. 

EDUCATION    department    (SOOT- 
LAND)— LENZIE  PDBLIO  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
What  is  the  scale  of  school  fees  whicli 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  have 
sanctioned,  under  reserve,  in  Lenzte 
Public  School ;  and,  whether  the  school 
fees  were  fixed  with  a  due  regard  to  the 
ability  of  the  Railway  servants  and 
working  classes  of  Lenzie  to  pay  the 
same  ?  " 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
The  scale  of  fees  sanctioned  under  re* 
serve  for  the  Lenzie  Public  School  in 
Mav  last  ranged  from  7«.  6i.  to  21«., 
exclusive  of  the  secondary  department, 
on  account  of  which  it  is  presumed  that 
no  grant  will  be  claimed.  This  pro- 
visional sanction  is  subject  to  the  pro- 
portion which  the  total  receipts  from 
fees  may  bear  to  the  average  attendanoe, 
and  the  general  question  connected  with 
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this  lias  reoentlj  been  under  their  Lord- 
ships' special  consideration.  The  second 
part  of  the  Question  relates  to  a  matter 
which  rests  with  the  School  Board,  and 
not  with  the  Department,  which  has  no 
means  of  ascertaining  the  class  of  chil- 
dren likely  to  attend  any  school. 

ADMIRALTY  (SHIPBUILDING) -THE 

"ANSON." 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  public 
money  would  be  saved  by  retaining  the 
Ansnn  at  Pembroke  Dock  until  she  is 
much  nearer  completion  than  she  will 
be  next  month,  especially  as  most  of 
what  remains  to  be  fitted  is  actually  on 
board  the  ship  or  at  Pembroke  Dock- 
yard, as  Hobo's  Point  will  be  vacated 
by  the  time  the  Anson  is  ready  to  go 
there ;  and,  as  the  contemplated  Naval 
Beview  will  throw  so  much  additional 
work  on  Portsmouth  Yard  this  summer 
as  to  delay  the  work  upon  the  Aiuon  if 
she  goes  there,  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered if  it  would  be  more  economical 
to  send  the  Gunnery  Officers  from  Ports- 
mouth to  Pembroke,  to  give  the  neces- 
sary instructions  as  to  the  gunnery  and 
torpedo  fittings  of  ships  built  at  Pem- 
broke, than  sending  the  ships  in  an  un- 
finished state  to  ports  where  all  kinds  of 
labour  are  dearer  than  in  Wales,  and 
much  work  is  pulled  to  pieces  and  re- 
done? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  Geoboe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  £aling):  We 
have  carefully  considered  this  question, 
and  we  find  that  sending  the  Anson  to 
Portsmouth  will  be  the  cheapest  and 
most  expeditious  course  for  completing 
and  making  this  ship  ready  for  commis- 
sion. It  would  not  be  economical  to  send 
ffunnery  and  torpedo  officers  to  Pem- 
broke. Tlie  cost  of  labour  in  Portsmouth 
Dockyard  is  the  same  as  in  Pembroke 
Yard,  the  rates  of  pay  being  uniform. 
The  new  Begulations  issued  and  control 
exercised  under  them  have  put  an  end 
to  the  wasteful  practice  alluded  to,  by 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  one 
Dockyard  to  pull  to  pieces  work  done  in 
another. 

ARMY— BILLET  MONEY. 

Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Whether  he  will  consider  the  possibility 

of  increasing  the  payment  to  licensed 


victuallers  for  billeting  of  soldiers  and 
horses  to  such  an  amount  as  shall  not 
cause  them,  as  at  present,  to  incur  loss, 
but  will  leave  them  a  small  margin  of 
profit? 

The  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
castle) :  Prior  to  1859  the  sum  paid  to 
the  innkeeper  for  a  soldier's  billet  with 
a  hot  meal  was  lOrf.  In  that  year,  in 
consequence  of  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Billeting  of  18/)8,  it  was 
increased  to  U.  O^d.  In  1873,  after 
very  full  inquiry  by  Lord  Cardwell,  it 
was  further  increased  by  S^d.,  making 
in  all  1«.  4d. — being  an  increase  of  60 
per  cent  over  the  rates  of  1868.  The 
addition  made  in  1873  was  at  the  time 
considered  ample ;  since  1873  the  price 
of  provisions  has  fallen  about  30  per 
cent,  and  there  appears,  therefore,  no 
reason  for  increasing  the  payment  to 
innkeepers  for  billets  of  soldiers.  In 
billets,  horses  are  provided  with  exactly 
the  same  ration  that  the  Government 
provide  for  them  in  barracks.  The  pre- 
sent average  contract  price  of  the  forage 
ration  is  about  1«.  Sd,;  the  innkeeper 
receives  1«.  9^.,  and  I  think,  therefore, 
that  he  receives  sufficient  remuneration. 

THEATRES  AND  PUBLIC  PLACES 
(METROPOLIS) -THE  SPITALFIELDS 
CALAMITY. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  late  lamentable  accident  at  a 
Jewish  Club  in  Spitalfields  ;  and,  if  so, 
does  he  intend  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sure whereby  the  exits  and  entrances  of 
public  buildings,  other  than  those  at 

E resent  under  the  powers  of  inspection 
y  the  Government,  shall  be  liable  to 
such  inspection  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  understood  from  the  news- 
papers that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  to  which  the  matter  belonged, 
had  now  under  consideration  a  proposal 
to  amend  the  existing  law  in  order  to 
g^ve  them  power  to  inspect  such  build- 
ings as  that  of  the  Jewish  Club. 

NEWSPAPER     ADVERTISING  —  TREA- 
SURY  PATRONAGE. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Patronage  Secretary 
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to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  true 
that— 

*'The  hook  contaiDinf?  tho  names  of  the 
newspapers  allowed  to  be  advertised  in  has 
been  changed  four  times  in  the  last  three  years, 
and  is  invariably  revised  by  the  Patronage 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  directly  there  is  a 
change  of  Government ;" 

and  whether  he  will  consent  to  sur- 
render this  remnant  of  the  system  of 
political  patronap^e  ? 

Thk  pateonage  secretary 

(Mr.  Akees-Douolas)  (Kent,  St.  Au- 
gustine's) :  A  list  of  newspapers  re- 
ceiving Government  advertisements  is 
changed  with  every  new  Government ; 
but  though  there  have  been  three 
changes  of  Government  within  the  last 
two  years,  there  have  been  only  two 
lists  employed,  the  present  Government 
resuming  the  use  of  the  list  prepared 
by  them  in  1885  ;  while  the  late  Govern- 
ment reverted  to  the  list  in  use  during 
the  period  from  1880  to  1885.  In 
answer  to  the  second  portion  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  system 
of  issuing  Government  advertisements 
is  at  present  under  consideration. 

ROYAL    IRISH     CONSTABULARY- 
SERVICE    ON    EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the 
amount  of  the  extra  pay  which  (1)  the 
officers  and  (2)  the  men  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  receive  per  diem 
during  the  time  they  are  on  service  in 
connection  with  an  eviction ;  whether 
while  engaged  on  such  service  they 
receive,  in  addition  to  such  special 
remuneration,  their  ordinary  salaries  and 
wages ;  and,  whether,  in  relation  to  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions,  he  will  lay  before 
the  House  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
cost  of  those  evictions,  showing,  in 
separate  items,  the  ordinary  pay  and  the 
extra  pay  of  officers  and  men;  the 
amount  paid  for  hire  of  cars,  hotel,  and 
railway  expenses ;  and  the  cost  of  pro- 
visioning the  expeditionary  force  during 
its  three  weeks'  occupation  of  Glen- 
beigh ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  WOi  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  additional  pay  was 
15«.  for  an  officer,  4«.  %d.  for  ahead  con- 
stable, and  3«.  6</.  for  the  men  of  lower 
grade.  These  additional  allowances  were 
made  irrespective  of  the  service  on  which 
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the  men  were  engaged.  There  would  be 
no  charge  for  hotel  expenditure,  for  such 
a  charge  would  be  paid  by  the  officers 
and  men  out  of  the  additional  pay.  He 
would  have  no  objection  to  g^ant  the 
Return  if  the  hon.  Member  moved  for 
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BRITISH    HONDURAS. 


Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  it  is  true  that  the  troops 
are  being  withdrawn  from  British 
Honduras  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
H£NRTHoLLAin))(Hampstead) :  Instruc- 
tions have  been  sent  for  the  withdrawal  of 
one  company,  and  it  is  proposed  that  the 
other  shall  be  withdrawn  not  later  than 
March,  1888,  or  as  soon  as  the  armed 
Constabulary  Force  which  is  being 
formed  for  the  defence  of  the  Colony  as 
well  as  for  police  purposes  is  completely 
organized. 

METROPOLITAN    BRIDGES— THE 
WESTMINSTER    BRIDGE    ESTATE. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Odmrnissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  Commissioners  have 
any  property,  known  as  the  Westminster 
Bridge  Estate,  and  held  by  them  in  oon- 
nection  with  the  maintenance  of  West- 
minster Bridge ;  and,  if  so,  of  what  that 
property  consists,  and  what  is  the  annual 
income  derived  from  it. 

Thb  first  commissioner  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University):  The 
Westminster  Bridge  Estate  consists  of 
certain  premises  in  Parliament  Street 
and  the  neighbouring  streets.  It  came 
into  the  possession  of  the  Office  of  Works 
under  the  Westminster  Bridge  Act  of 
1853,  which  gave  the  Commissioners  of 
Works  power  to  sell  the  property  and 
apply  the  proceeds  to  the  construction  of 
a  new  bridge.  The  income  from  the 
estate  amounts  to  £5,172  a-year ;  but  the 
capital  value  of  the  estate  is  much  less 
than  the  capital  value  spent  upon  the 
bridge  out  of  the  moneys  voted  by 
Parliament 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE-SUSPENSION  OF 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  suspending  any  foriheff 
appointments  to  the  Upper  Divimon  of 
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the  Civil  Service,  pending  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  Civil  Estab- 
lishments ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
draws  my  attention  ha§  been  under  the 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  some  time  past,  and  in 
one  of  the  great  spending  Departments 
all  entries  into  the  clerical  staff  have 
been  suspended.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House  must  not,  however,  form 
any  exaggerated  expectations  of  the 
results  to  be  obtained  from  these  steps, 
as  the  average  of  the  admissions  into 
the  Upper  Division  has  been,  for  some 
years  past,  only  16  annually.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  assured  that  the 
whole  Question  will  continue  to  receive 
the  careful  attention  of  the  Government, 
so  as  to  effect  every  possible  reduction 
in  the  charge  for  the  Civil  Service. 

PARLIAMENTARY  PROCEDURE— 
"  BLOCKING." 

Mr.  HANBURT  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  will  give  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill,  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell),  to  include  leaseholders  in 
the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and 
which  has  been  '*  blocked ''  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer)  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  My 
hon.  Friend  will,  I  am  sure,  anticipate 
the  answer  I  am  about  to  give  him.  It 
is  utterly  impossible  for  me,  in  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  to 
promise  facilities  for  any  measures 
which  may  have  been  introduced  by 
private  Members. 

EGYPT  —  NEUTRALITY  —  RUMOURED 
NEGOTIATIONS— THE  NEUTRALIZA- 
TION OF  EGYPT. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) begged  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  the 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  him 
private  Notice,  Whether  he  could,  with- 
out detriment  to  the  Public  Service,  give 
the  House  any  information  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  which  were  stated  to 
have  been  made  by  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  in  Constantinople,  having  in  view 
the  neutralization  of  Egypt  and  the  Suez 
Oanal? 


The  UNDER  SECRETARY  o? 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  can  only  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  the  explanations  which 
they  have  previously  given  of  their 
policy  in  regard  to  Egypt ;  but  I  am  not 
able  to  make  any  statement  with  regard 
to  negotiations  that  are  proceeding. 
The  rumours  that  have  appeared  in 
certain  newspapers  do  not  give  any 
accurate  representation  of  the  objects 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  in  view. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- 
JUDGE  CURRAN. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  he  had  received 
any  statement  as  to  the  action  attributed 
to  Judge  Curran  which  he  could  com- 
municate to  the  House  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have  received  a  communica- 
tion from  Judge  Curran  on  this  subject, 
which,  I  assume,  I  may  state  to  the 
House.  The  statement  was  made 
voluntarily,  and  not  in  reply  to  any 
question  put  by  me.  The  learned  Judge 
informs  me  that  he  never  gave  a  decree 
for  a  reduced  rent  unless  where  the 
landlord  or  agent  consented  thereto  in 
open  Court,  with  one  exception— that 
being  the  case  of  a  landlord  whom  he 
accidentally  met,  and  who  informed  him 
that  he  would  like  the  Judge  to  fix  a 
reduced  amount  to  be  paid,  as  he  could 
not  be  present  in  Court  himself.  Except 
on  this  occasion,  the  Judge  had  never 
had  any  communication  either  with 
landlord  or  agent  as  to  the  amount  of 
rent  to  be  paid  by  tenants.  Except 
when  Sir  Redvers  Buller  handed  the 
Judge  Father  Quilter's  letter,  the  Judge 
had  no  communication  with  Sir  Red- 
vers Buller,  or  any  other  official,  as  to 
rent. 

Me.  T.  C,  HARRINGTON  (Dubhn, 
Harbour) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  Judge  Curran  has 
not  himself  said,  in  a  letter  published  a 
few  days  ago,  that  he  had  been  in  com- 
munication on  the  subject  of  rent  with 
Colonel  Turner,  private  secretary  to 
General  Buller,  and  of  the  successor  of 
the  General  at  present  in  Kerry  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
have  read  to  the  House  the  precise 
words  which  Judge  Curran  used. 
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ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST   GRACIOUS  SPEECH- 

AIiJOTJENED  DEBATE.     [ELEVENTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [7th  Februaryl, 
proposed  to  the  Question— [See  page  84.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

At  the  end  of  the  8th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words,  "  But  humbly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
•and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners 
who  have  granted  to  t  heir  tenants  such  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in 'Ireland,  but  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people." — {Mr, 
FamtU), 

Question  again  proposed,*'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
Debate  r$9um$d, 

AGRARIAN  AFFAIRS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
said,  that  on  Monday  next  he  should, 
in  company  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  be 
called  upon  to  answer  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  for  a  criminal  offence,  for  which, 
if  found  guilty,  they  might  be  sentenced 
to  a  protracted  term  of  imprisonment. 
In  view,  therefore,  of  the  circumstance 
that  the  House,  in  all  probability,  was 
not  likely  to  be  troubled  by  him  for 
some  time,  he  hoped  that  his  present 
speech  in  defence  of  his  conduct  would 
be  listened  to  with  a  fair  share  of  atten- 
tion. If  he  attempted — as  he  believed 
he  should  succpssiully  attempt — to  de- 
fend his  action  in  Ireland  in  that  House, 
it  was  not  because— and  he  said  ic  with 
all  respect — that  he  felt  under  any 
obligation  either  to  Parliament  or  to 
England  to  explain  his  action,  because 
it  was  to  Ireland  alone  Irish  Hepre- 
sentatiyes  had  for  a  long  time  loosed 
for  approval  or  disapproval;  but  he 
spoke  there  because  the  attack  on  him- 
self and  his  fellow-traversers  was  com- 
menced in  that  House  by  the  Irish  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.    The  hon.  Gen- 


tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson),  in  reply  to  some  Questions 
put  with  reference  to  the  trial  on  Mon- 
day, had  answered  them,  as  the  House 
saw,  with  pale  face,  with  faltering  voice, 
and  with  trembling  hands.  He  did  not 
think  there  were  many  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  who  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  obstinate  refusal  of 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  to 
reply  to  the  straightforward  Questions 
addressed  ta  him  as  to  what  there  was 
in  the  jury  panel  of  the  City  of  Dublin 
that  rendered  it  unlikely  that  a  fair  trial 
could  be  had  in  the  city.  The  Irish 
Law  Officers  had  quoted  in  that  House 
the  speeches  for  which  he  was  to  be 
tried.  He  believed  that  many  of  the 
Liberal  Members  of  the  House  were  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  in  better 
taste  and  better  feeling  for  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  —  both  of  whom 
were  eneaged  for  the  Crown  to  prose- 
cute in  me  case — to  have  refrained  from 
indicting  the  traversers  until  the  case 
against  them  was  opened  next  Monday. 
He  did  not  complain  of  this,  however, 
because  Irish  Members  must  not  expect 
good  taste  or  fair  play  from  the  officers 
of  the  Executive  (Government  in  Ireland. 
There  had  been  a  ereat  deal  of  talk,  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  about  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  and,  as  he  was  intimately 
connected  with  the  carnring  out  of  the 
Plan  in  Ireland,  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing how  deplorable  it  was  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  take  part  in  the  debate,  and 
denounce  the  Plan  of  Campaign  without 
even  having  the  slightest  information  as 
to  what  the  true  nature  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was;  but  as  he  was  asso- 
ciated with  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  in  that  attempt  to 
save  the  people,  he  might  fairly  be  sup- 
posed to  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
subject.  From  what  hon.  Members 
opposite  said,  one  would  imagine  that 
the  Land  Question  had  been  sati^o- 
torily  settled  in  Ireland  until  the  Plan 
of  C^paign  came  to  upset  that  settle- 
ment. In  point  of  fact,  the  discussion 
on  the  present  Amendment  was  on  the 
whole  question  of  the  struggle  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland.  It 
was  an  error  to  suppose  that  the  miaeiy 
which  became  so  apparent  in  Ireland 
this  winter  did  not  exist  during  the 
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of  the  land,  but  there  was  a  higher  law 
than  that — namely,  the  law  of  self-pre- 
servation. What  were  the  Irish  Eepre- 
sentatives  to  do,  with  evictions  pending 
all  over  the  country  ?  Bearing  in  mind 
what  took  place  in  1847,  when,  owing 
to  a  blight  on  the  crops,  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  were  left  penniless,  and  were  by 
the  thousand  evicted  by  their  landlords ; 
the  friends  of  the  tenants,  not  seeing  any 
evidence  that  the  landlords  had  improved 
in  humanity  since  then,  did  not  think 
they  would  be  doing  their  duty  if  they 
allowed  them  to  be  evicted  for  the  non- 
payment of  rent  that  they  could  not  pay. 
The  Eepresentatives  of  the  people  did 
not  want  a  recurrence  of  these  sad 
events  in  Ireland,  and  so,  as  a  last  re- 
source, they  issued  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, which  was  only  another  way  for 
doing — though,  perhaps,  in  a  rougher 
and  readier  mode — what  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  was  endeavouring  to  do  with  its 
dispensing  power  and  pressure  within 
the  law  ;  and  it  was  only  in  exceptional 
cases,  where  evictions  were  pending, 
where  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
protect  the  people,  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  applied.  In  no  case 
where  the  landlord  bad  shown  a  desire 
to  meet  his  tenants  in  a  reasonable  and 
fair  spirit  had  the  Plan  of  Campaign  been 
taken  up.  It  was  only  adopted  where 
the  landlord  proved  himself  utterly 
heartless  and  insensible  to  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  people.  Why  had  the  GK>- 
vemment  waited  for  two  months  before 
taking  any  steps  against  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  intimating  that  they  con- 
sidered it  illegal  ?  He  had  heard  it  said, 
by  way  of  excuse  and  explanation,  that 
the  Government  waited  to  see  what  the 
effects  and  results  of  the  Plan  would  be. 
But  upon  this  principle,  if  the  Socialists 
of  London  placarded  the  walls  with  ap- 
peals to  the  people  to  assemble  and  burn 
London,  it  would  not  be  the  duty  of  the 
Gh>vemment  to  interfere  until  the  con- 
flagration had  commenced.  He  himself 
was  to  be  put  upon  his  trial  for  the  part 
he  took  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  out 
all  that  he  did  in  collecting  rents  and 
making  speeches  he  did  under  the  eyes 
of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary.  Yet 
for  six  weeks  he  got  not  the  slightest 
intimation  that  what  he  was  doing  was 
illegal.  The  Tory  Government,  in  fact, 
by  standing  by  had  led  him  into  vicious 
courses.  They  might,  he  thought,  have 
been  good-natured  enough  to  give  him 


previous  years.  These  years  had  all 
been  full  of  misery  for  the  tenant  far- 
mers, the  Land  Act  of  1881  having 
failed  to  fulfil  the  expectations  formed 
by  its  authors;  but  the  great  crisis 
occurred  this  winter.  It  was  absurd  to 
say,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  did, 
that  the  crisis  had  been  manufactured 
by  the  Nationalist  Members.  To  endow 
them  with  the  power  to  make  con- 
tented tenants  face  eviction  was  to 
give  them  credit  for  what  they  did 
not  possess.  It  was  the  distress  of  the 
people  which  induced  them  to  join  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Everybody  got 
timely  warning  of  the  crisis  that  arose 
in  Ireland  last  winter,  and  to  meet  that 
crisis  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  was  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
But  the  Bill  was  rejected,  and  he  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
extraordinary  fact  that  the  single  argu- 
ment used  by  the  Government  to  over- 
throw the  Bill  was  the  argument  that 
the  judicial  rents  were  sacred,  and  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  these  judicial 
rents  being  reduced.  What  occurred  in 
Ireland  ?  Immediately  after  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill,  the  supporters  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland — the 
landlords — to  a  very  large  extent  gave 
reductions  in  judicial  rents,  so  that  a 
large  number  of  landlords  more  or  less 
did  voluntarily — some  from  a  sense  of 
humanity,  others  from  considerations 
dictated  by  common  sense — ^that  which 
the  Gk>vemment  said  it  would  not  do  and 
should  not  be  done  in  Ireland.  That 
disposed  pretty  well  of  the  only  case 
that  the  Government  put  forward  in  sup- 
port of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
Well,  the  Government  went  to  Ireland, 
and  they  endeavoured,  with  a  dispensing 
power,  and  with  '^  pressure  within  the 
law " — whatever  that  phrase  might 
mean — to  make  certain  landlords  give 
reductions.  But  there  was  a  fourth 
class  of  landlords,  however,  who  stood 
aloof,  and  would  not  yield  to  humanity, 
to  common  sense,  or  to  Gt>vemmential 
pressure,  and  who  insisted  on  getting 
the  full  pound  of  flesh.  These  men  he 
would  christen  the  Shylock  wing  of  the 
landlord  class  in  Ireland,  whom  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  had  tackled,  and,  he 
was  proud  to  say,  had  tackled  success- 
fully under  tilie  Plan  of  Campaign.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  the  law 


lEhventh  Ni^hL'] 


nil 


Address  $n 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  U  Her 


1112 


a  bint  that  if  he  went  on  as  ho  was 
going,  he  stood  a  chance  of  two  years' 
imprisonment.  Those  who  asserted  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  an  illegal 
conspiracy  had  spoken  a  little  too  soon. 
No  jury  had  yet  decided  the  point.  The 
question  was  to  be  tried  for  the  first 
time  on  Monday,  and  he  denied  the 
right  of  any  bon.  Member  of  that  House, 
whether  he  was  in  the  Government  or 
not,  to  say  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
criminal  conspiracy  in  promoting  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  before  a  jury 
had  condemned  that  Plan  as  illegal. 
He  (Mr.  William  Bedmond)  denied 
strongly  the  truth  of  the  adlegation 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  bad  been 
introduced  into  Ireland  from  America, 
and  was  worked  only  by  well-paid 
agitators  simply  for  political  purposes. 
I^ng  before  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
appeared  in  Ireland,  the  tenants  on 
numerous  estates  combined  in  order 
to  obtain  abatements  of  rents,  it  being 
impossible  to  pay  the  rents  demanded. 
He  wanted  the  House  to  allow  him  to 
read  an  extract  from  the  report  of  a 
meeting  held  not  by  any  tenants  under 
the  influence  of  the  National  League,  or 
under  the  thumb  of  the  parish  priests, 
but  a  meeting  of  tenants  in  the  County 
of  Donegal,  upon  the  estate  of  the  Duke 
of  Abercom.    The  report  said — 

'*  A  memorial  was  unanimously  adopted,  peti- 
tioning for  a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  of  their 
rents  for  the  present  year.  Memorialists  as- 
sured their  landlord  (many  of  them  Orangemen, 
and  none  of  them  having  anything  to  do  with 
the  National  League)  that  they  followed  no  ex- 
ample in  this  matter,  having  hesitated  as  long 
as  possible,  and  that  they  were  constrained  to 
make  the  application  solely  because  to  pay  the 
present  rents  under  existing  conditions  was 
absolutely  impossible.*' 

Could  anybody  say  that  these  men  had 
been  intimidated  by  the  Irish  Members  ? 
The  Plan  of  Campaign,  however,  came 
to  the  poor  tenants  as  a  helping  hand, 
and  they  were  glad  to  avail  themselves 
of  it.  The  dire  necessities  of  the  people 
alone  had  induced  him  and  his  Col- 
leagues to  enter  into  the  movement  He 
(Mr.  William  Bedmond)  did  not  deny  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  like  other  organi- 
zations, might  be  devoted  to  bad  objects. 
But  he  would  remind  the  House  that  it 
had  never  been  put  in  force  except  with 
the  sanction  and  approval  of  the  Catholic 
clergy  of  Ireland — from  the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin  down  to  the  curates  of  the 
country — and  he  did  not  think  there  was 
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a  single  hon.  Gentleman  present  wlio 
would  say  that  the  Catholic  clergy  of 
Ireland  would  recommend  their  peoplo 
to  adopt  any  scheme  which  was  immoral 
cr  dishonest,  or  uncalled  for.  The  Plan 
had  never  been  put  in  operation  on  an 
estate  of  which  the  landlonl  was  desirous 
of  treating  his  tenants  with  justice ;  and 
he  (Mr.  William  Bedmond)  contended 
that  the  result  of  the  movement  up  to 
the  present  had  been  to  make  peace  on 
many  estates  where  there  had  long  been 
strife ;  to  induce  landlords  to  act  justly 
who  would  not  otherwise  have  done  so, 
to  reduce  crime  and  stop  one  of  the 
g^eat  causes  of  it— evictions ;  and  to 
^ow  the  people  that  there  was  a  better 
way  of  obtaining  justice  than  by  resort- 
ing to  the  old  and  violent  methods 
against  landlords  which  belonffed  to  the 
dark  days  of  the  past.  They  nad  been 
taunted  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
not  extended  largely  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
thought  they  should  be  congratulated 
that  there  had  been  no  necessity  for  its 
being  extended  largely  in  Ireland.  The 
result  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  to 
mark  the  winter  of  1886,  in  the  history 
of  Ireland,  as  remarkable  for  the  com- 
paratively few  evictions  which  had  taken 
place,  and  for  an  almost  total  absence  of 
crime.  They  had  been  accused  of  driving 
the  people  into  the  adoption  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  but  it  was  the  people  who 
had  driven  them  into  it.  In  the  County 
of  Wexford  the  people  had  lodged  their 
rents  before  the  Plan  was  published, 
and  the  result  was  there  were  no  evic- 
tions. He  thanked  Qod  that  there  were 
no  evictions,  but  he  also  thanked  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  No  one  had  sug- 
gested that  the  Phin  of  Campaign  should 
be  permanent.  The  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
been  proposed  last  Session  as  a  tern* 
porary  measure,  and  so  also  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  only  temporary.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  not  abandoned 
the  nope  that  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland  would  give  a  mandate  to  their 
Bepresentatives  which  would  finally  re- 
gulate the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland ; 
free  the  people  from  eviction,  give  the 
landlord  what  justly  belonged  to  him, 
and  happily  enable  this  Pariiament,  re- 
lieved from  debating  this  Irish  Question, 
to  pass  measures  which  wonld  benefit 
the  English  and  Scotch  working-men. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  the  other 
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evening  taunted  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Majo  (Mr.  Dillon)  because,  on  his 
return  to  Ireland,  ho  had  not  advised 
the  people  to  resist  oppression  and  rise 
in  insurrection,  instead  of  having  set  off 
on  a  feeble  attempt  to  stop  the  payment 
of  rent.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Qen tie- 
man  said  that  the  unarmed  Irish  people 
were  afraid  to  fight;  but  he  (Mr.  William 
Bedmond)  said  that  if  they  had  arms  in 
their  hands  they  might  fight  for  their 
liberty  like  other  people.  But  neither 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  nor  any 
other  of  the  Irish  Members  had  any  de- 
sire to  incite  an  unarmed  people  to  rise 
in  insurrection,  nor  could  they  be  justly 
taunted  with  cowardice  for  not  having 
taken  such  a  course.  They  were  willing 
to  meet  English  Members  half  way  if 
they  would  give  Ireland  a  measure  of 
self-government  which  would  benefit 
Ireland,  and  benefit  England  also.  If 
they  gave  such  a  measure,  all  the  time 
and  all  the  efforts  of  the  Legislature 
of  Ireland  would  be  devoted  to  the 
building  up  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  they  would  have 
no  time  to  interfere  with  this  country. 
But  the  Irish  people,  as  long  as  they 
were  gagged,  would  devote  all  their  time 
to  obtaining  liberty  for  their  country. 
They  might  put  him  in  prison  a  second 
time,  and  keep  him  there  for  three  years, 
but  he  would  rest  himself  in  prison,  and, 
re-invigorated  by  that  rest,  would  come 
out  and  redouble  his  efforts  against  land- 
lordism and  Castle  rule  in  Ireland.  He 
would  rather  stand  next  Monday  and 
receive  sentence  for  defending  the  people 
of  Ireland  from  eviction,  and  for  work- 
ing for  the  overthrow  of  Oastle  rule,  than 
have  all  the  wealth,  power,  honours,  and 
titles  which  Her  Most  Oracious  Majesty 
could  confer.  The  only  honour  which 
he  and  the  young  men  of  Ireland  were 
taught  to  look  for  was  the  honour  of 
making  a  stand  for  the  liberties  and 
homes  of  the  people. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINQTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale)  said.  Sir, 
whatever  may  be  the  necessity  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Mr.  W. 
Bedmond)  in  Ireland,  it  is  perfectly 
unnecessary  for  him  in  this  House,  at 
all  events,  to  offer  any  defence,  as  he 
did  just  now,  of  the  course  which  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  have  taken  in 
not  prompting  the  people  to  resort  to 
the  extreme  remedy  of  civil  war.  There 
is  much  in  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber, and  of  those  with  whom  he  acts, 
which  we  are  bound  to  consider  wrong, 
to  consider  ill-advised,  and  to  consider 
unpatriotic ;  but  the  hon.  Member  may 
be  perfectly  certain  that  we,  at  all  events, 
will  never  taunt  him  or  his  Friends  for 
having  abstained  from  inciting  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  adopt  the  alternative  of  in- 
surrection, nor  will  one  word  ever  be 
spoken  in  this  House  tending  to  impute 
that  abstention  on  their  part  to  cowardice. 
We  know  that  cowardice  is  the  last  im- 
putation that  should  be  made  against 
the  Irish  people  or  their  Leaders,  or 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  The 
fact  thatthehon.  Member  for  Cork  has  not 
instigated  them  to  armed  resistance  is  due 
not  only  to  the  hopelessness  that  would 
attend  such  an  effort,  but  because  of  the 
belief  and  hope  of  the  Irish  people  that 
their  object  may  be  attained  by  other 
and  more  peaceful  and  legitimate  means. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Fermanagh  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
not  unnaturally— considering  the  posi- 
tion he  will  occupy  next  Monday---de- 
voted  almost  the  whole  of  his  speech  to 
an  examination,  and  a  defence  of  what  is 
known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  shall 
have  occasion  to  make  some  observa- 
tions upon  that  movement  by-and-bye ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  as  a  reason  for 
my  not  following  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  remarks  upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
just  at  this  moment  that  that  movement 
is  not  the  subject  immediately  before  the 
House,  it  not  being  directly  referred  to 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  and  although,  undoubtedly, 
he  did  incidentally  advert  to  it  in  his 
speech,  and  the  question  relating  to  it 
is  indirectly  raised  by  the  Amendment, 
still  it  is  not  the  main  question  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  consider  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  Owing  to  the  protracted  debate 
upon  the  Address,  I  am  afraid  that  the 
House  is  in  some  danger  of  losing  sight 
of  the  real  nature  of  the  question  raised 
by  this  Amendment.  There  may,  per- 
haps, be  some  hon.  Members  in  this 
House  who  are  not  aware  that  the  prac- 
tice of  moving  Amendments  to  the  Ad- 
dress of  the  character  of  some  of  those 
which  stand  upon  the  paper  is  of  com- 
paratively recent  origin.  Down  to  a  recent 
time  no  Amendment  to  the  Address  was 
ever  moved  unless  it  raised  the  direct 
issue  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.      No  doubt  the 
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practice  has  been  greatly  altered  of  late 
years,  and  it  appears  to  be  the  impres- 
sion on  the  minds  of  some  hon.  Members 
that  the  debate  on  the  Address  to  the 
Crown,  in  answer  to  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  is  only  an  additional  method  to 
afford  them  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
every  possible  question  in  which  they 
may  be  interested.  That  practice  is 
extremely  recent,  and  I  venture  to  assert 
that  it  is  extremely  inconvenient.  What- 
ever may  be  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  upon  a  subject  raised  by 
way  of  Amendment  to  the  Address,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  of  the 
day,  whosoever  it  may  be,  to  regard  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address  as  a  matter 
of  indifiference ;  seeing  that  such  an 
Amendment  must,  in  all  cases,  assume 
the  character  of  a  vote  of  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Government.  Therefore  it 
is  that  .questions  raised  by  such  Amend- 
ments cannot  really  be  debated  upon 
their  own  merits,  but  must  be  debated 
by  the  House  with  reference  to  the  effect 
which  they  must  necessarily  have  upon 
tlie  position  of  the  Government.  From 
this  point  of  view  I  think  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
is  more  in  accordance  with  the  former 
practice  of  the  House,  and,  in  fact,  is 
far  more  legitimate  than  many  which 
have  been  moved  on  the  Addresses  in 
recent  times,  or  than  some  of  those 
which  stand  upon  the  Paper  at  this 
moment.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  does,  undoubtedly, 
raise  an  issue  challenging  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland — 
past,  present,  and  prospective.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  brings 
certain  charges,  both  of  commission  and 
of  omission,  against  the  Government. 
No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  feel  no  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers;  and  the  hon. 
Member  is  perfectly  entitled,  if  he 
chooses,  to  take  the  first  opportunity  he 
can  of  asking  the  House  to  eject  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  to  replace  it 
by  another.  But,  although  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends  are 
taking,  in  my  opinion,  a  proper  and  a 
constitutional  line  in  thus  challenging 
the  Irish  Policy  of  the  Government  in 
moving  this  Amendment,  I  am  afraid 
that  that  Amendment  is  going  to  be 
supported  by  many  other  hon.  Members 
upon  a  totally  difi'erent  ground.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  speech  delivered  by  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New« 
castle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  the  other 
night.  My  right  hon.  Friend  gives 
hardly  any  support  whatever  to  the 
charges  which  have  been  brought 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  by 
the  Amendment.  Of  much  which  the 
Government  has  done  my  right  hon. 
Friend  expresses  approval,  but  he  is 
going  to  vote  for  the  Amendment,  not 
on  account  of  the  challenge  whidi  it 
contains  against  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  but  because  it 
contains  certain  words  indicating  a 
certain  line  of  reform  of  the  law,  and 
the  system  of  government  in  Ireland 
to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  could  give 
a  general  concurrence — that  is  to  say,  he 
intends  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  as 
though  it  were  a  sort  of  abstract  Resolu- 
tion in  favour  of  Home  Bule.  Now  I 
contend  that  that  is  a  most  extremely  in- 
convenient mode  of  procedure.  It  is  not 
a  convenient  way '  of  raising  a  debate 
upon  Home  Bule  in  this  House  to  mix 
that  question  up  with  a  series  of  charges 
against  a  particular  Government  in 
relation  to  their  administration  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  question  of  Home  Bule  is 
to  be  debated  in  this  House,  let  it  be 
debated  in  the  form  of  a  separate  Motion, 
or  as  an  alternative  policy  to  that  adopted 
by  the  Government  when  they  bring 
forward  their  Irish  policy.  But  it 
is  not  reasonable  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  for  any  of  those  who 
agpree  with  him,  to  vote  for  this 
Amendment,  and  in  doing  so  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  pass  a  vote  of 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Gt>vemment 
because  they,  having  been  placed  by  the 
majority  of  the  electors  of  the  oountrj 
where  they  are  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  a  particular  policy,  have  not 
thought  it  right,  within  six  months  from 
their  having  been  intrusted  with  power 
for  that  purpose,  to  change  their  views, 
and  to  initiate  a  policy  the  exaet  reverse 
of  that  which  they  were  appointed  to 
caiTy  into  effect.  There  are  numerous 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  against  the  Government  He 
charges  them  with  having  rejected  the 
Bill  which  he  brought  in  last  Autumn — 
with  having  been  guilty  of  unconstitu- 
tional conduct  in  bringing  pressure  of  an 
irregular  character  to  bear  on  the  Irish 
landlords  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
reduce  their  rents  —  with  repressing 
meetings — with  being  guilty  of  unoon- 
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stitutional  conduct  in  prosecuting  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  John 
Dillon) — with  packing  juries,  and,  lastly, 
with  suggesting  some  Amendment  of 
the  Criminal  Procedure  in  Ireland, 
whereas  they  ought  to  look  in  other 
directions  for  remedies  for  the  evils  th^y 
sought  to  put  an  end  to.  These  are  the 
principal  charges  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  has  brought  against  the 
Government,  and  with  ^e  permission  of 
the  House  I  will  proceed  as  briefly  as  I 
can  to  deal  with  them.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hon.  Member  has  made  it  a  matter 
of  grave  charge  against  the  Government 
that  they  had  induced  the  House  to  reject 
his  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  of  last  year.  .In 
dealing  with  that  matter  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  said  the  other 
day  that  the  only  ground  upon  which  the 
Government  had  induced  the  House  to 
reject  that  Bill  was  that  there  was  no 
unusual  depression  of  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce  in  Ireland,  whereas 
both  the  Government  and  the  landlords 
now  admitted  that  there  has  been  an 
unusual  fall  in  that  price.  But  when  we 
rejected  that  Bill  we  did  not  deny  that 
there  had  been  a  fall  in  the  price  of  such 
produce — did  not  attempt  to  base  our 
action  upon  such  an  untenable  ground. 
The  ground  which  we  took  was  that  the 
measure  of  the  hon.  Member  was  un- 
necessary and  was  unsuited  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  What  we  did 
say  was  that  the  prices  of  agricul- 
tural produce  of  last  year  were  not 
lower  than  those  which  had  prevailed 
when  many  of  the  existing  rents  had 
been  fixed.  It  is  not  proved  that 
the  Land  Commissioners  in  fixing  judi- 
cial rents  have  not  allowed  a  margin 
for  a  fall  of  prices.  It  was  pro- 
bable that  the  landlords  themselves 
would,  as  reasonable  persons,  in  par- 
ticular cases,  make  a  sufficient  reduction 
of  those  rents,  as  had  been  done  in  Eng- 
land, without  such  a  measure  being 
passed;  and,  finally,  they  urged  that 
the  Courts  in  Ireland  were  already  pos- 
sessed, to  a  considerable  extent,  of  an 
equitable  jurisdiction,  which  would  en- 
able them  to  meet  the  vast  majority  of 
cases  where  it  was  sought  to  enforce  the 
law  too  rigidly  against  the  tenants,  and 
to  grant  such  relief  or  such  suspension 
of  proceedings  as  might  bo  required.  I 
maintain  that  upon  those  grounds  the 
House  was  perfectly  justified  in  reject- 


ing the  hon.  Member's  Bill.  And,  in- 
deed, the  course  of  events  has  shown 
that  the  House  was  justified  in  doing 
so.  Jt  has  been  admitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  by  his  Friends, 
that,  in  a  large  number  of  cases  all  over 
Ireland,  the  landlords  have,  of  their  own 
free  will,  offered  to  reduce  the  rents  and 
enter  into  reasonable  agreements  with 
their  tenants.  What  we  say  is,  that  if 
such  a  Bill  had  been  passed  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  the  effect  of 
such  a  measure  would  have  been  to  have 
induced  the  tenants  to  refuse  to  come  to 
such  reasonable  agreements,  and  would 
have  prevented  the  landlords  from 
making  any  reasonable  concessions. 
If  that  Bill  had  been  passed  every 
judicial  tenant  in  Ireland,  at  all  events, 
would  have  obtained,  at  least,  tem- 
porary security  by  the  tender  of  half- 
a-y ear's  rent  and  half  the  arrears  due. 
Not  a  shilling  would  the  landlord  be 
able  to  collect  without  going  into  Court, 
without  taking  judicial  proceedings, 
without  being^  exposed  to  legal  action, 
and  without  having  the  burden  thrown 
upon  him  of  proving  that  the  tenant  was 
able  to  pay  more.  I  say  that  would  have 
had  the  effect  of  suspending  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland  the  payment  of  more 
than  half  a-year's  rent,  or  of  placing  the 
landlords  and  tenants  all  over  Ireland 
in  the  position  of  contending  parties  in 
an  action  at  law.  We  say  that  no  case 
existed  for  such  a  proceeding  as  this,  and 
we  say  that  over  a  large  part  of  Ireland 
no  such  measure  was  required,  because 
tenant  and  landlord  were  able  to  come 
together  and  make  arrangements.  We 
say,  further,  that  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land, w&ere  real  difficulties  existed— and 
exist  now — the  Bill  would  have  been  al- 
together ineffective,  because  the  tenants 
were  utterly  unable — as  was  known  at 
the  time  when  we  were  discussiog  that 
measure — to  pay  half-a-year's  rent  and 
half  the  arrears  due,  which  alone  would 
have  entitled  them  to  come  under  the 
protection  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  feel  dis- 
posed to  doubt  very  much  whether  there 
exists  in  the  greater  part  of  Ireland 
what  the  hon.  Member  calls  an  agrarian 
crisis.  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  over 
the  whole  of  Ireland  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  are  unsatis* 
factory ;  and  I  doubt  very  much,  as  I 
have  said  on  more  than  one  occasion 
before,  whether  those  relations  can  be 
rendered   permanently   satisfactory   so 

\EUvneth  Night.'] 


1119 


Address  in 


{COIiniCNS} 


Answer  to  Her 


1120 


long  as  the  dual  ownership  created  by 
the  Land  Act  exists.  I  believe  that  per- 
fectly satisfactory  relations  can  never  be 
established  except  by  some  process  which 
will  convert  or  do  away  with  the  dual 
ownership  which  has  been  created,  or 
will,  to  a  largo  extent,  make  the  occu- 
piers of  laud  in  Ireland  the  proprietors 
of  the  soil.  That  is  a  very  large  and 
very  difficult  question,  which  cannot  be 
settled  in  the  discussion  of  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character.  It  is  one  wbich 
can  only  be  approached  by  the  House 
upon  due  deliberation  and  due  infor- 
mation, and  upon  definite  proposals 
placed  before  it  by  those  whose  duty 
it  is  to  do  so.  But  I  believe,  so  far 
as  the  greater  part  of  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, that  there  is  no  greater  agra- 
rian crisis  prevailing  at  this  moment 
than  during  the  last  three  or  four  years 
•ince  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act.  In 
certain  parts  of  Ireland,  no  doubt,  there 
has  existed  for  a  considerable  period, 
and  there  exists  now,  something  which 
may  be  described  as  an  agrariaTi  crisis. 
It  is  a  matter  of  most  extreme  difficulty 
to  suggest  a  remedy  for  that  state  of 
things ;  but  it  is  not  difficult  to  make  a 
very  simple  statement  of  the  causes. 
There  is  a  large  part  of  Ireland — I  think 
it  is  admitted  on  all  sides — where  a 
great  population  exists  on  the  land, 
which  has  not,  and  which  probably  can- 
not subsist  and  pay  rent  for  the  land 
out  of  the  produce  of  the  land.  It  is  a 
population  which  in  times  past  has  sub- 
sisted on  labour  given  elsewhere,  con- 
currently with  the  produce  of  its  own 
holdings.  Changes  have  taken  place 
which  have  diminished  the  demand  for 
that  labour  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  this  population,  unable  or  un- 
willing to  change  its  residence  or  change 
its  habits,  has,  no  doubt,  long  felt  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty,  not  only 
in  paying  its  rent,  but  to  exist  at  all  upon 
the  holding.  No  doubt  that  is  a  state 
of  things  which  may  be  described  as  an 
agrarian  crisis.  What  the  remedies 
are,  and  how  the  remedies  can  be  ap- 
plied, are  matters  of  extreme  difficulty  ; 
but  I  fail  to  see  in  what  direction  it  is 
possible  to  look  for  a  remedy,  unless  in 
the  direction  of  providing  a  larger 
amount  of  employment  for  the  popula- 
tion in  their  own  districts  or  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  itself,  or  something  in 
the  nature  of  emigration.  To  either  of 
those  remedies  I  believe  Her  Majesty's 
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present  Government  are  not  averse. 
They  have  appointed  a  Commission  for 
the  express  purpose  of  seeing  whether 
the  industrial  resources  of  Ireland  can 
be  developed,  and  whether  a  greater 
amount  of  remunerative  employment 
cannot  be  found  for  a  great  part  of  the 
population  of  Ireland.  I  believe  they 
would  not  be  averse  to  assist  the  Irish 
people  or  their  Hepresentatives  in  any 
well-conceived  scheme  of  voluntary  emi- 
gration ;  but  if  there  are  any  other  re- 
medies than  those,  I  confess  I  do  not 
know  what  they  are.  Is  it  not  the  duty 
of  the  Irish  Members  to  suggest  in  what 
other  direction  a  remedy  can  be  found  ? 
[  Chee^sJ]  I  do  not  understand  the  cheers 
of  my  right  hon.  Friends  behind  me. 
I  ask  whether  there  are  other  directions 
in  which  remedies  for  this  agrarian 
crisis,  which  exists  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, are  to  be  looked  for  ?  If  there  are 
any,  I  suppose  we  shall  hear  from  them 
at  all  events.  We  shall  hear  from  them 
in  what  direction  these  remedies  are  to 
be  looked  for.  Certainly,  I  contend  it  is 
no  remedy  for  the  state  of  things  I  have 
described  to  suspend,  to  reduce,  or  even 
to  abolish  the  payment  of  rent.  That 
would  be  no  remedy  for  the  state  of 
things  which  exists  in  a  great  part 
of  Ireland.  Let  the  House  consider  for 
a  xnoment  a  possible  similar  case.  We 
are  all  of  us  agreed  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  something  should  be  done 
to  enable  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
England  to  obtain  allotments  or  small 
holdings;  but  it  is  not  proposed  that 
these  labourers  should  live  on  the  pro- 
duce of  their  allotments  or  holdings.  It 
is  intended  that  they  should  live  by 
their  labour  on  larger  holdingfs,  and 
that  they  should  have  the  comfort  and 
additional  assistance  which  they  can  de- 
rive from  the  produce  of  their  own  allot- 
ments or  small  holdings.  But  suppose 
circumstances  should  arise  in  England, 
as  they  have  arisen  in  Ireland,  to  dimi- 
nish the  employment  of  agricultural 
labourers,  would  anyone  contend  that 
any  encouragement  should  be  given  to 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  l£o8e  for 
whom  these  allotments  or  small  hold- 
ings have  been  provided  to  continue  on 
those  allotments  or  small  holdings  by  the 
reduction  or  by  the  abolition  of  the  rent 
for  them  ?  Would  anyone  contend  that 
a  landlord,  by  such  a  change  of  circum- 
stances, should  be  deprived  of  such  rent 
for  these  allotments  or  small  holdings  as 
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was  commanded  hy  the  neighbouring 
agricultural  land;  or  can  it  be  suggested 
that  it  would  be  any  alleviation  of  the 
sufferings  of  these   people    that  they 
should  be  encouraged  by  any  legislation 
of  that  sort  to  remain  in  tlie  localities 
where  there  was  not  sufficient  occupation 
for  them  ?    The  condition  of  a  great  part 
of  the  West  of  Ireland  is  very  much  the 
same,  and  the  remedy  to  which  some 
hon.  Members  seem  to  be  looking— the 
abolition  of  eviction,  the  reduction  of 
rent,  or  the  suspension  of  the  payment  of 
rent  altogether — is  no  boon  at  all  to  those 
tenants  for  whom  the  only  remedy,  as  I 
have  said,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  ex- 
tends, would  be  to  increase  the  amount 
of  productive  employment  in  Ireland  by 
some  means,  or  to  take  them  to  some 
place  where  they  can  be  productively 
employed.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley ) 
spoke  the  other  day  of  something  I  had 
said  as  if  emigration  were  my  panacea 
for  the  evils  which  have  arisen  in  Ire- 
land.   I  had  previously  suggested  emi- 
gration among  other  remedies ;  but  it 
was  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself 
that  I  adopted  his  panacea.     My  right 
hon.   Friend  had   spoken  not  only  of 
emigration,  but  had  expressed  the  opi- 
nion in  one  of  his  speeches  that  nothing 
but   compulsory  emigration  would    be 
sufficient  to  meet  the  difficulty  of  the 
case.    The  difference  between  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  myself  is  solely  that  he 
considers  compulsory  emigration  as  the 
remedy,  and  that  compulsory  emigration 
can  only  be  applied  by  an  Irish  Govern- 
ment.   I  do  not  believe  in  compulsory 
emigration  at  all.    I  do  not  believe  that 
compulsory  emigration  could  be  applied 
in  the  congested  districts  of    Ireland, 
either  by  a  British  Government  or  any 
Irish  Government  that  could  be  created. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  I  should  like  to  see 
it  attempted;    but  I  do    believe    that 
voluntary  emigration,  not  conducted  by, 
but  assisted  by  the  State  and  by  the 
Government,  initiated  by  and  organized 
by  the  the  Local  Authorities  possessing 
the  confidence  of  the  people  oi  the  coun- 
try— is  a  remedy  to  which  we  may  look 
with  some  hope  and  confidence.     But  I 
do  not  believe  that  we  want  a  great 
State  machinery  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining what  emigrants  desire  to  emi- 
grate, where  they  desire  to  go  to,  or 
what  assistance  would  be  required  to  be 
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given  to  •them.    My  right  hon.  Friend 
referred  the  other  day,  in  his  speech  in 
the  House,  to  the  difficulties  that  would 
arise  if  the  attempt  were  made  to  emi- 
grate paupers  from  Ireland  indiscrimi- 
nately to  any  of  our  Colonies  or  to  the 
United  States.  No  doubt,  arrangements 
would  have  to  be  made  with  our  Colonies 
and  the  United  States.    I  ask,  is  there 
any  reason  why  the  British  Govern- 
ment is  less  able  to  deal  with  these  diffi- 
culties than  an  Irish  Government?    I 
should  have  thought  that   a    Govern- 
ment which  possessed  a  Colonial  Office, 
which    was     in     communication     with 
our  Colonial  Governments — which  pos- 
sessed   a    Foreign    Office,    and    which 
was    in    communication  with    Foreign 
Governments — would  be  in  a  far  bet- 
ter  position    to    overcome    difficulties 
of  this   character  than  any  Irish  Go- 
vernment which  you  could  create.    As 
to  any  local  difficulties  that  may  exist, 
as  I  said  before,  I  do  not  believe  it  re- 
quires a  State  Department  to  deal  with 
those    difficulties    at    all.     The   Local 
Boards,  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  County 
Authorities  are  perfectly  competent,  if 
they  are  supported  by .  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  their  own  people,  to  initiate,  to 
organize  a  system  of  emigration  which 
only  requires  to  be  assisted,  and,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  directed,  by  the  Central  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.    Now,  Sir,  it  is 
also  charged  against  the  Government 
that  they  have  brought  to  bear  illegal 
and  un-Constitutional  pressure  on  the 
landlords  to  induce  them  to  reduce  their 
rents.   It  is  not  very  easy  to  understand 
the  view  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  takes  of  this  dispensing  power.  In 
one  portion  of  his  speech  he  said  that 
after  the  rejection  of  the  Tenants'  Be- 
lief Bill  it  was  the  best  thing  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could 
have  done ;  but  in  another  part  of  his 
speech    he    said    the    exercise  of  this 
power  had  done  more  to  demoralize  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  than  all  the  agitation 
which  had  been  conducted  by  all  the 
Fenian  organizations  which  had  ever  ex- 
isted.   It  is,  therefore,  rather  difficult 
to  say  what  view  the  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  of  these  alleged  proceedings  on 
the  part  of  the  Government ;  but,  after 
all,   what  do  they  amount  to?     What 
proof  has  been  brought  forward  in  this 
debate  of  the  existence  or  the  use  of 
this  un-Constitutional  dispensing  power 
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at  all  ?  We  have  heard  something  of 
the  proceedings  of  County  Court  Judge 
Curran  in  the  County  of  Kerry,  and  it 
has  been  said  that  he  has  exceeded  his 
powers  and  acted  illegally.  I  conceive 
that,  if  Judge  Curran  has  in  any  way 
exceeded  his  legal  powers,  there  are  in 
Ireland  Superior  Courts  which  have  the 
power  of  revising  and  correcting  any 
abuse  or  excess  of  power  or  jurisdiction 
of  which  he  may  have  been  guilty.  If 
any  landlord,  if  any  tenant,  or  if  any 
person  feels  himself  aggrieved  by  the 
un-Constitutional  proceedings  of  County 
Court  Judge  Curran,  there  is,  I  con- 
ceive, in  Ireland  some  power  by  which 
the  injustice  done  can  be  redressed. 
But,  Sir,  what  have  we  heard  of  any 
such  grievaqce?  Who  has  been  ag- 
grieved by  such  proceedings?  Who 
has  been  injured  by  the  course  the 
learned  Judge  has  taken  ?  It  appears 
to  me,  from  all  I  have  ever  heard  alleged 
of  the  proceedings  of  County  Court 
Judge  Curran,  that  he  has  used  — 
boldly,  no  doubt — that  equitable  power 
which  we  have  always  contended  was 

Sossessed  by  the  Judges  of  the  County 
'ourts  in  Ireland  under  the  rules  of 
Court.  The  existence  of  this  power  was 
denied  by  our  opponents. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  We  deny 
it  still.    There  is  no  such  power. 

The  Maequess  op  HAETINGTON: 
Does  the  hon.  Member  still  deny  that 
there  is  such  a  power  ?  It  was  stated 
by  legal  authorities  in  the  House  last 
autumn  that,  under  the  rules,  County 
Court  Judges  did  possess  a  very  con- 
siderable equitable  power  of  suspend- 
ing evictions,  and  proposing  equit- 
able arrangements  between  landlords 
and  tenants.  I  am  very  glad  that 
that  power  exists,  and  that  it  has  been 
used ;  and  if  the  inquiries  of  the  Land 
Commission  should  throw  any  light  upon 
the  subject — show  a  necessity  for  any 
further  law  on  the  subject— or  if  it 
should  be  found  that  such  powers  should 
be  further  extended,  I  should  be  most 
happy  to  consider  any  proposal  which 
might  be  submitted  in  that  direction.  I 
think  that  power,  in  the  existing  condi- 
tion of  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland, 
and  probably  in  any  condition  of  the 
Land  Question  which  may  be  created  by 
legislation — the  power  of  eviction,  or 
something  equivalent  to  the  power  of 
eviction,  cannot  possibly  be  dispensed 
with.    I  cannot  conceive  any  curoum- 
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stances,  even  if  the  tenants  should  be 
made  possessors  of  their  holdings,  in 
which  there  should  not  be  somewhere, 
in  some  person,  a  power  of  ejecting  the 
tenant  from  his  holding  if  he  fails  to 
fulfil  the  conditions  under  which  he  holds 
it ;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is 
any  remedy  for  the  Land  Question  that 
can  be  devised  which  will  absolutely  g^et 
rid  of  the  necessity  of  the  use  of  the 
power  of  eviction,  or  something  equiva- 
lent to  eviction.  It  is,  no  doubt,  a  tre- 
mendous power,  and  should  only  be  used 
in  the  very  last  tesort ;  and  if  there  is 
reason  still  to  believe  that  eviction  is 
possible  as  the  result  of  harsh,  capri- 
cious, or  unjust  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  landlord,  and  if  there  is  not  any 
power  enabling  County  Court  Judges  to 
inquire  fully  into  such  cases  and  to 
satisfy  themselves  that  substantial  jus- 
tice is  done,  then,  I  say,  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  see  and  consider  any 
amendment  of  the  law  in  that  direc- 
tion. So  far  as  regards  the  proceedings 
of  Judge  Curran,  what  more  proof  baa 
been  adduced  ?  There  is  a  story— -one 
story — about  something  that  Ci^tain 
Plunkett  is  supposed  to  have  done.  That 
has  been  denied,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  attempt  that  has  been  made  to  sub- 
stcmtiate  the  charge  against  Captain 
Plunkett.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
referred  to  the  obrrespondence  that  has 
been  published  between  Sir  Bedveni 
Buller  and  Messrs.  Darley  &  Boe,  in 
the  Olenbeigh  case ;  and  he  said  it  con- 
tained a  threat  on  the  part  of  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller,  in  case  the  solicitors  did  not 
come  to  an  arrangement.  Sir,  I  have 
carefully  read  that  correspondence,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  state  that  that  corre- 
spondence contains  no  threat  of  any  sort 
or  kind  on  the  part  of  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller.  I  think  that  that  correspondence 
does  credit  to  the  good  sense  and  judg- 
ment of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller.  He  used 
no  threat;  he  used  no  word  implying 
that  if  the  landlord  insisted  on  the  exer- 
cise of  his  legal  rights  protection  would 
be  refused  him ;  but  he  did  what  it  was 
his  duty  to  do  as  a  person  in  a  respon- 
sible position ;  and,  having  a  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller,  as  a  sensible  man,  ad- 
vised the  agents  to  do  what,  in  his  judg- 
ment, would  be  best  for  the  laodlora, 
best  for  the  tenants,  and  mott  in  the 
interests  of  humanity  and  law  and  order 
in  the  district.    That  advice  which  was 
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tonclcrotl  by  Sir  Eedvers  Bullor  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  agent ;  and,  in  the  opinion 
of  an  authority  which  can  hardly  be 
questioned,  even  byhon.  Members  from 
Ireland — the  opinion  of  th^  parish  priest 
— an  equitable  and  a  generous  proposal 
was  made  to  the  tenants.  Then,  8ir,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  referred  to  the 
prohibition  of  the  proposed  Sligo  meet- 
ing. As  to  that,  there  is  a  direct  con- 
flict of  statement  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ck>rk  and  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  that  ought  to  be  cleared  up  before 
the  condusion  of  this  debate.  What 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  describe 
as  the  object  of  the  Sligo  meeting?  It 
was,  he  said,  to  discuss  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, and  to  protest  against  the  com- 
position of  the  jury  panel.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  read  the  other  night 
from  a  notice  which  was  published 
oalline  that  meeting.  There  is  nothing 
in  it  iU)out  the  Land  Question,  and  there 
is  nothing  about  the  irregular  composi- 
tion of  the  jury  panel.  The  notice  pub- 
lished was,  I  believe,  textually  read  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
What  does  it  ask  ?  It  asks  the  National- 
ists of  Sligo  to  assemble  in  their  might 
in  811^0  town  next  Sunday  to  appeal  to 
Sligo  jurors  to  express  their  condemna- 
tion of  the  attempt  of  the  Govern ment 
to  assassinate  the  liberty  of  the  Press 
and  to  victimize  the  gallant  defenders 
of  "  Saunders*  Fort."  What  is  there  here 
about  the  Land  Act  or  the  irregular  em- 
panelling of  juries  ?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  such  a  meeting, 
avowedly  summoned  to  intimidate  jurors, 
was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  an 
illegal  meeting.  Sir,  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  right,  and 
that  it  is  an  illegal  meeting ;  and  I  hope 
that  either  in  Ireland  or  any  other  part 
of  the  Kingdom  the  Government  would 
prohibit  and  prevent  the  holding  of  any 
meeting  which  was  summoned  to  appeal 
to  juries  to  act  in  any  particular  manner 
not  according  to  their  conscience,  not  ac- 
cording to  the  evidence,  but  to  accommo- 
date themselves  to  the  opinion  of  a  parti- 
cular section  of  the  community.  Sir,  it  is  to 
be  hoped  that  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers will  receive  with  caution  much  of 
what  they  have  heard  of  the  process  by 
which,  in  certain  cases,  juries  in  Ireland 
are  placed  in  the  box.  Nothing  which 
can  in  fairness  be  called  jury-packing 
exists  in  Ireland.    No  doubt  there  are 


proceedings  different  in  character  from 
those  to  which  it  is  necessary  to  resort 
in  England,  and  which,  I  admit,    are 
ca'pable  of  shocking  the  feelings  of  many 
hon.  Members.     Some  persons  in  Ire- 
land have  very  curious  ideas  as  to  what 
the  duty  of  an  Irish  juror  is.     There,  as 
here,  jurors  are  sworn  to  give  ^  verdict 
on  the  facts  according  to  the  evidence  ; 
but  it  appears  lo  me  that  those  persons 
to  whom  I  have  referred  seem  to  think 
that  that  is  not  the  duty  of  a  juror  at  all, 
and  say  they  will  do  their  utmost  to  per- 
suade the  Irish  jurors  that  they  are  to 
ignore  the  facts,  to  ignore  their  oaths, 
to  ignore  the  directions  as  to  law  given 
to  them  by  the  Judge,  and  that  they  are 
to  give  verdicts  in  accordance  with  their 
own  opinion  of  what  ot\ght  to  be,  and 
in  accordance  with  what  in  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  their  fellow  country- 
men ought  to  be.      Now,  Sir,  we  have 
heard  something  of  an  article  published 
in  United  Ireland  previous  to  the  holding 
of  the  Sligo  Assizes.    I  have  seen  that 
article.      It  is  stated    in    that    article 
— and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  denied — 
it  was  distinctly  laid  down  that  the  pri- 
soners whom  juries  were  about  to  try 
were  innocent  men  who  ought  to  be  ac- 
quitted, and  who  had  been  already  tried 
and  acquitted  by  the  public  opinion  of 
Ireland,  and  that  if  they  were  convicted 
it  would  be  regarded  as  an  outrage  on 
the  people.    The  same  article  contained 
a  distinct  intimation  that  the  names  of 
jurors  who  acted  in  a  particular  way 
would  be  held    up    to    public    odium. 
When  some  of  us  are  so  shocked  by  pro- 
ceedings such  as  are  resorted  to  by  the 
Irish  Government  to  get  jurors  into  the 
box,  we  ought  to  consider  whether  there 
were  or  were  not  upon  the  jury  panel 
men  who  were  likely  to  be  influenced 
by    exhortations   and   threats   of  that 
description.    I  suppose  that  those  who 
made  these  threats  thought  they  would 
have     some     effect,    or    they    would 
not  have  taken    the  trouble  to  make 
them.     Sir,    unfortunately,    we   know 
that  the  office  of  juror  in  Ireland   is 
not  one  that  is  entirely  free  isom  danger. 
We  have  heard  of  one  juror  in  Dublin 
who  nearly  paid  the  penalty  of  his  life 
for  the  honest  performance  of  his  duty. 
We  have    heard    also   that  there  are 
jurors  in  Sligo  at  this  moment  who  are 
Boycotted  on  account  of  their  conduct  at 
the  recent  trials.    If  such  a  state  of 
things  prevails  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  is 
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that  not  some  extenuation  of  the  course 
which  the  Government— and  not  this 
Government  alone,  but  all  Governments 
— ^have  had  to  take  in  this  matter  ?    I 
ask  whether,  if  any  power  exists  by 
which  those   who  are  responsible  for 
criminal  procedure  in  Ireland  may  em- 
panel a  jury  consisting  of  men  who  are 
least   likely    to    be    subject   to    such 
influences — I  ask  whether  any  Govern- 
ment would  be  doing  its   duty  to  the 
country  if  they  were  to  omit  to  make 
use  of  those  powers  which  the  law  gives 
them  ?    Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  referred  also  to  what 
I  think  he  described  as  the  timidity  and 
vacillation  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  their  dealings  with  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  he  seemed  to  make  it  a  com- 
plaint that  no  tenants  had  been  prose- 
cuted for  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     He 
also  complained  of  the  g^eat  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  expressing 
any  opinion  on  it  one  way  or  another. 
As  to  the  delay,  of  course  it  is  not  for 
me  to  express   any  opinion.    I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  possible  to  have 
acted  before  they  did  ;   but  as  to  the 
course  they  took  in   prosecuting  those 
who  were  the  authors  and  advisers   of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  rather  than  the 
tenants,  who  were  ike  instruments  in 
patting  the  Plan  into  execution,  I   do 
not  think  there  can  be  much  doubt  that 
the  Government  took  a  right,  a  straight- 
forward, and  an  honourable  course.   If 
the  Plan  of  Campaign   was,    in   their 
opinion,  an  illegal  plan  and  an  immoral 
one,  if  it  was  an  illegal  conspiracy,  surely 
it  was  their  duty  to  attack  those  who  were 
responsible  for  it,  and  who  were  doing 
their   utmost  to  advise  the  tenants  to 
adopt  it,  rather  than  to  attack  the  ten- 
ants, who  might  be  ignorant  dupes,  and 
who  had  acted   under  the   advice    of 
those   in   whom  they   had  confidence. 
The  speeches  delivered  in  the  House 
upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign  have  been 
extremely  conflicting,  because  they  have 
produced   a   number  of  opinions   from 
Gentlemen  of  great  weight.    Some  of 
them  are  of  a  remarkable   character. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.   Gladstone) 
expressed  his  opinion  on  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.     He  says  that  it  is  a  conse- 
quence of  our  action  in  rejecting  the 
Tenants'   Belief  Bill  last  year.    That 
may  be  perfectly  true.      The  Tenants' 
Belief  Bill  did  all  or  a  great  deal  of 
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that  which  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
invented  to  do;  and  in  that  sense  it 
might  be  contended  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  would  have  been  absolutely 
unnecessary  if  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill 
had  been  passed.  But  it  would  have 
been  interesting  for  the  House  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  it  was  a  legitimate  consequence 
of  our  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and 
whether,  whenever  the  House  of  0>m- 
mons  rejects  a  measure  which  is  asked 
for  by  any  section  of  the  community, 
that  section  of  the  community  is 
legally  and  morally  entitled  to  take  the 
law  into  their  own  hands,  and  to  do  for 
themselves  that  which  Parliament  had 
refused  to  do  for  them.  [An  hon.  Mbh- 
BSB :  Church  rates !]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  gave 
his  opinion  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
He  has  invented  a  new  term,  I  think, 
by  describing  it  as  extra-legal,  and  de- 
clared that  to  be  extra-legal  which  does 
not,  or  may  not,  exactly  square  with  the 
ordinary  principles  of  the  law.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that,  if  he  had  been 
an  Irishman,  he  would  not  have  shrunk 
from  bearing  his  part  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Sir,  I  think 
that  that  definition  ought  to  have  been 
a  little  further  enlarged;  and  that  it 
would  have  been  desirable  to  have  an 
explanation  of  the  precise  difference  be- 
tween that  which  was  illegal  and  that 
which  was  extra-legal.  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Men^ber  had  any  responsibility  for 
the  Land  Act  of  1881.  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  bon.  Member  thinks  that 
that  Act  is,  as  against  the  tenant,  abso- 
lutely of  no  effect,  and  that,  by  some 
extra-legal  process,  while  the  landlord  is 
entirely  bound  by  the  provisions  of  that 
Act,  the  tenant  is  under  no  responsi- 
bility whatever  with  respect  to  his  en- 
gagements. But,  Sir,  the  most  important 
dedarations  of  all  that  we  have  had  on 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  that  which  was 
given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley^  the 
other  night.  My  right  hon.  Fnend 
protested  against  being  called  upon  to 
give  an  opinion  at  all ;  but  he  did  give 
an  opinion.  He  said — ''  If  I  must  pro- 
nounce judgment  at  all,  I  must  be 
allowed  to  pronounce  judgment  in  full." 
Now,  let  us  see  what  that  judgment  in 
full  is.  His  judgment  in  full  is,  that 
however  immoral,  however  unpatiiotiCi 
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howeverobjectionableihevPlan  of  Cam- 
paign might  be,  it  was  not  more  im- 
moral, more  objectionable,  or  more 
unpatriotic  than  the  conduct  of  certain 
Irish  landlords  who  had  been  denounced 
by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Now,  the 
House  can  understand  why  there  has 
been  so  much  hesitation  in  various  parts 
of  the  House  in  giving  a  direct  opinion 
on  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  shrinks  from  actually 
approving  it,  because  such  an  open 
approval  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
might  alienate  the  support  of  some  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House.  My 
right  hon.  Friends  who  sit  near  me  hesi- 
tate absolutely  to  denounce  or  to  con- 
demn the  Plan  of  Campaign.  That  may 
be  owing  to  the  circumstances  that  such 
a  denunciation  might  alienate  the  sup- 
port of  those  who  are  sitting  below  the 
Gangway.  However  that  may  be,  I 
am  quite  certain  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  did 
not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  satisfy  the 
House  with  the  judgment  in  full  which 
he  pronounced  the  other  night.  There 
is  no  man  in  the  House  who  can 
see  more  dearly  than  he  can  the  fallacy 
in  regard  to  the  differences  between  the 
two  cases  which  he  cited.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  referred  to  the  conduct  of  bad 
landlords.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  been  try- 
ing, for  some  years  past,  to  make  land- 
lords— ^English  landlords  to  a  certain 
extent  and  Irish  landlords  to  a  greater 
extent — good  by  Act  of  Parliament.  We 
have  done  a  good  deal,  and  have  gone  a 
ffood  way ;  but  perhaps  we  have  not  gone 
nir  enough.  But  why  has  Parliament 
stopped  short  at  the  point  at  which  it 
has  f  Why  has  it  stopped  short  at  the 
point  which  would  have  enabled  it  to 
deal  with  the  conduct  of  those  landlords 
to  whom  niy  right  hon.  Friend  has  re- 
ferred ?  It  has  stopped  short  because 
it  felt,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  by  fur- 
ther interference  with  the  remaining 
powers  of  the  landlords  it  would  do 
more  harm  on  a  large  scale  than  it  could 
possibly  do  good  on  a  small  scale.  Irre- 
spective of  the  legality  or  the  morality 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  why  is  that 
Plan  to  be  condemned  by  the  House? 
Because  whatever  may  be  its  effects  in 
particular  instances,  whatever  provoca- 
tion may  have  been  given  by  particular 
landlordis,  if  its  legality  be  admitted,  if 
its  validity  be  maintained,  it  is  calcu- 
lated to  do  far  more  harm  on  a  large 


scale  than  it  can  possibly  do  good  on  a 
small  scale.  Why,  Sir,  if  this  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  legal,  and  if  it  cannot  be 
stopped,  there  is  an  end  to  all  the  legal 
relations  between  tenants  and  landlords. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  it  has  only 
been  applied  in  a  small  number  of  cases ; 
but  it  is  capable  of  being  applied  in 
every  case.  If  it  is  capable  of  being 
applied  to  obtain  a  fair  reduction  of 
rent,  it  is  equally  capable  of  being  ap- 
plied in  order  to  obtain  any  reduction  of 
rent,  or  a  total  cessation  of  rent,  as  the 
tenants  may  choose.  It  is  a  weapon 
which  those  who  have  invented  it  can- 
not possibly  control  the  use  of;  and  if 
its  legality  is  admitted  by  the  Courts  of 
Law  and  by  Parliament,  there  is  evi- 
dently and  obviously  a  total  destruction 
of  all  the  remaining  rights  of  every  land- 
lord in  Ireland.  Look  at  the  conse- 
quences to  the  tenants  that  the  success 
of  this  Plan  of  Campaign  is  likely  to 
entail.  Whatever  may  be  the  legality 
of  the  Plan  of  Ci^mpaign,  you  cannot 
deprive  the  landlord  of  the  right  to 
resort  to  his  existinj^  legal  remedy.  He 
cannot  be  prevented  from  attempting  to 
re-enter  on  that  property  from  which  he 
receives  no  rent ;  and  I  maintain  that  if 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  be  extensively 
resorted  to,  the  only  remedy  left  to  the 
landlord  is  not  partial  but  indiscriminate 
and  total  evictions  if  he  wishes  to  retain 
his  title  to  any  land.  I  put  it  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
whether  that  is  not  for  the  landlords 
the  desperate,  and  as  it  seems  to  me  the 
only,  remedy,  if  the  legality  of  this  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  admitted  ?  It  is  an  invi- 
tation to  internecine  war  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  do 
everything  in  their  power  to  prevent 
the  further  progress  of  a  system  which 
could  only  lead  to  such  results,  and  it  is 
equally  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  any  measures 
which  they  may  think  necessary  for  the 
attainment  of  that  object.  There  is  only 
one  other  subject  that  I  will  refer  to, 
and  I  will  be  asbrief  as  possible.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  warned  us  in 
very  solemn  language  against  the  pro- 
bable consequences  of  any  attempt  to 
resort  again  to  what  he  described  as 
coercive  legislation.  I  desire  to  acquit 
the  hon.  Member  of  making  any  state- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  threat,  and 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  his  own 
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declaration  that  anything  which  he  said 
was  by  warning,  and  that  when  he  re- 
ferred to  what    had   occurred   in  the 
past  it  was  only  to  warn  ns  against 
what  might  occur  again.     But  what  is 
the    hon.    Member's    argument?      He 
says  that  coercion  has  been  used  by 
former    Governments,    and    that    any 
fresh  coercive  measure  will  be  used  by 
the  present  Qovemment  as  a  weapon 
against  their  political  opponents,  and 
that  the  suppression  by  the  Government 
of  political  discussion  in  Ireland  has 
always  been  followed  by  outrage,   not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  elsewhere.      The 
answer  to  that  appears  to  me  to  be  that 
anything  which  can  be  described  as  a 
reform  of  criminal  procedure  can  only 
be  used  by  the  Government  against  poli- 
tical opponents   in  the   event  of  their 
committing  illegal  action.    The  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  may  be  a  good 
one  as  against  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  and  other  provisions 
of  that  sort,  which  maj'  be  used  indis 
criminately  and  arbitrarily  bj  the  Qo- 
vemment against  political  opponents; 
but  criminal  procedure  can  only  be  used 
against  political  opponents  if  they  put 
themselves  in  a  position  to  be  prosecuted 
for  criminal  offences.  It  maybe  perfectly 
true  that  if  the  law  is  allowed  to  remain 
powerless  outrages  will  not  take  place ; 
for  when  the  law  is  not  asserted  there  is 
nc  occasion  for  active  resistance  to  it. 
But  I  maintain  that  neither  Parliament 
nor  the  Government  can  acquiesce  in 
passive  resistance  to  the  law  any  more 
than  in  open  resistance  to  it — ^indeed,  the 
consequences  may  be  more  serious  from 
a  passive  than  from  a  more  active  form 
of  illegality;    and    that,  if  the  conse- 
quences of  a  recognition  of  the  duty  be 
even  to  provoke  a  conflict  with  a  more 
'active  form  of  illegality,  no  Government 
is  justified  in  permitting  a  paralysis  of 
law  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions.   I  should  have  thought  that 
the  argument  to  be  drawn  from  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  rather  that  the  law  in  Ireland,  as  in 
every  part  of  the  Kingdom,  oueht  to  be 
made  sufficiently  strong  to  deal,   not 
only  with  active,  but  with  passive  re- 
sistance, with  every  form  of  resistance 
to  the  just  laws  of  the  land.    The  hon. 
Member  reminded  us  that  coercion  had 
been  followed,  not  only  by  outrages  in 
Ireland,    but   al90    by   dynamite    and 
assassination  elsewhere.    Well,  Sir,  that 
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warning  give^some  cause  for  reflection. 
I  will  not  admit  that  outbreaks  of  dyna- 
mite plots  or  assassination  plots  are  the 
natural  and  spontaneous  results  of  a 
firm  or  even  a  coercive  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland.     Those  plots  and 
attempts  are  the  deliberate  reply  of  an 
organization  existing  in  America  to  every 
attempt  by  the  British  Gk>vemment  to 
assert  the  law.    They  are  not  the  spon- 
taneous action  of  individuals.    They  are 
parts  of  the  organized  plan  of  an  asso- 
ciation deliberately  formed.    The  hon. 
Member  may  say  that  he  is  unable  to 
repress  the  proceedings  of  any  such  or- 
ganization.   That  may  be  perfectly  true, 
and  I  do  not  doubt  it  for  a  moment ; 
but  I  think  that  the  House  and  the 
country  expect  something  more  from  the 
hon.  Member  than  that.     It  is  in  the 
power  of  the  hon.  Member,  not  only  to 
warn  us  of  what  may  happen  in  conse- 
quence of  certain  legislation  which  we 
may  be  contemplating,  it  is  also  in  his 
power  to  denounce  the  methods  which 
will  be  adopted  by  some  persons  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic.    It  is  in  his 
power  to  sever  himself  and  his  political 
organization  absolutely  and  completely 
from  those  who  are  responsible  for  such 
a  line  of  conduct.    There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that    the   hon.  Member  has 
from  time  to  time  sent  delegates  to  Na- 
tionalist conferences  in  America;  and  he 
has,   undoubtedly,  received  large  sub- 
scriptions from  America  for    political 
purposes.    Has  the  hon.  Member  satis- 
fied himself,  or  will  he  satisfy  himself 
now,  that  his  delegates  have  not  asso- 
ciated with  those  who  have  been  guilty, 
and  who,  he  warns  us,  may  be  guilty 
again,  of    crimes    which    I    fully   ad- 
mit he  is  not  in  a  position  to  control, 
but  which  he  is  in  a  position  to  disown 
and  denounce  ?    When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  done  this — when  he  has  placed 
beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt  the  ab- 
sence of  any  connection,  direct  or  in- 
direct, between  himself  and  any  asso- 
ciation which  seeks  by  other  than  political 
methods  to  accomplish  its  ends,  then  I 
think  the  House  will  be  disposed  to 
listen  to  the  advice  which  he  may  give 
it,  to  the  warnings  which  he  may  ad* 
dress  to  it,  in  a  very  different  nnrit  from 
that  which  it  is  disposed  to  show  now. 
From    what   I  have  said   the    House 
will  understand  that  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  concur  in  the  censure  which  it  is 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  to  pro- 
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nounce  upon  the  action  of  the  Gbvem- 
meot.  As  to  the  affirmatiye  declaration 
which  the  Amendment  contains,  and 
which  commands  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  it 
appears  to  me  that  that  declaration  may 
mean  everything  or  nothing.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  must  know  by  this  time 
that  the  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
Irish  legiuation  is  not  the  framing  of  a 
Besolution  in  plausible  terms ;  the  diffi- 
culty lies  in  framing  the  details  of  a 
large  measure  which  will  be  accepted  in 
Ireland  and  in  G^eatBritain .  It  will  not 
advance  us  much  to  pass  a  Besolution 
urging  a  **  reform  of  tne  law  and  of  the 
system  of  government  in  Ireland  which 
will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people."  The 
difficulty  is  to  include  in  legislation  con- 
ditions which  will  satisfy  British  in- 
terests and  British  ideas,  as  well  as  the 
demands  of  the  Irish  people.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  must  be  as  well  aware  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
himself  that  there  exists  at  this  time 
the  solid  barrier  of  100  votes  in  this 
House  against  the  policy  for  which  the 
late  Government  made  themselves  re- 
sponsible in  the  last  Parliament.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  other  day  re- 
proached the  Government  with  inability 
to  grasp  the  conditions  of  the  Irish  pro- 
blem, or  to  understand  the  true  aiffi- 
culties  of  the  Irish  Question ;  but  is  it 
not  equally  necessary  for  a  statesman  to 
grasp  the  true  conditions  of  the  British 
problem,  and  to  ascertain  the  true  nature 
of  the  difficulties  felt  by  the  British 
people  ?  It  is  not  enough  that  a  mea- 
sure for  the  reform  of  government  in 
Ireland  should  command  the  confidence 
and  approval  of  the  Irish  people;  it 
must  oe  accompanied  by  conditions 
which  will  command  the  approval  of 
the  British  nation.  The  British  nation 
said  at  the  last  Election  by  a  large 
majority  that  the  plans  of  the  then 
existing  Government  would  not  secure 
the  conditions  which  they  themselves 
considered  necessary;  and  until  they 
have  made  some  further  progress,  until 
they  have  grasped  more  completely  the 
conditions  which  are  necessary  to  secure 
the  confidence  of  the  British  people,  it 
is  idle  for  them  to  ask  us  to  agree  to  a 
Besolution  which  speaks  only  of  satisfy- 
ing the  needs  and  securing  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people.  We  none  of 
us  are  averse  to  reforms,  either  of  the 


law  or  of  the  system  of  government, 
which  would  satisfy  the  needs  and 
secure  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people. 
I  retract  nothing  of  what  I  have  ever 
said  at  any  time  as  to  the  conditions 
under  which  I  think  it  is  possible  to 
make  an  attempt  to  satisfy  those  needs 
and  acquire  that  confidence ;  but  I  do 
not  see  the  use  of,  and  I  refuse  to  be  a 
party  to,  a  vague  Besolution  which  may 
be  held  to  pledge  me  to  that  which  I 
may  be  unable  to  perform.  And,  above 
allf  I  decline  to  vote  for  a  Besolution 
which  holds  out  as  the  sole  and  only 
object  to  be  borne  in  mind  by  the  House 
of  Commons  (hat  of  satisfying  the  wants 
and  securing  the  confidence  of  the  Iridi 
people,  and  fails  at  the  same  time  by  a 
single  sentence — by  a  single  word — to 
recognize  that  there  are  securities  and 
there  are  conditions  which  are  equally  re- 
quired, and  equally  justly  requirea,  by 
tfie  people  of  Great  Britain,  and  which 
must  be  secured  before  they  can  assent  to 
any  such  legislation  as  is  contemplated 
by  some  of  my  right  hon.  Friends  near 
me. 

Mh.  a.  E.  pease  (York^  said,  that 
he  felt  bound  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  Government  had  been  warned  of  the 
critical  condition  of  the  Irish  tenants 
and  of  those  circumstances  which  had 
culminated  in  the  adoption  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  by  others  than  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members  in  this  House ;  and 
in  support  of  that  contention  he  desired 
to  be  allowed  to  quote  the  letter  of  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot,  who  for  many  years 
was  ^orj  Member,  which  appeared  in 
The  TimM  in  September  last.  The  hon. 
Baronet  said — 

'*  As  an  old  and  statinch  Conservative,  as  a 
cordial  supporter  of  Lord  Salisbury's  Adminis- 
tration, as  an  earnest  well-wisher  of  its  success, 
and,  last  but  not  least,  in  the  cause  of  peace  and 
prosporitv  in  Ireland,  I  hope  that  the  Govern  • 
ment  will  see  its  way  to  accept,  subject  to  modi- 
fications, the  3rd  clause  of  Mr.  PamelFs  Bill 
dealing  with  evictions.  The  interests  of  lease- 
holder sand  the  adaptation  of  the  amount  of  rent 
to  current  prices  may  well  wait  the  issue  of  the 
proposed  Koynl  Commission  on  Land  and  In- 
dustries, but  misery  and  hunger  cannot  wait ; 
and  if  nothing  is  done  to  arrest  the  iron  hand 
and  heel  of  the  agent,  thousands  of  families 
will  be  thrown  in  cold  and  shivering  and  naked- 
ness upon  the  cruel  mercies  of  the  coming 
winter.  Evictions  cannot  serve  the  purpose  of 
the  landlords  for  the  present  condition  of  the 
countr)*;  and  if  the  land-hungericg  squatter 
will  dare  to  occupy  the  vacated  land,  among 
rational  and  calmly -judging  men  in  Ireland 
there  is  but  one  opinion — namely,  that  evictions 
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should  be  tomporarily  suspended,  subject,  of 
course,  to  investigation  of  the  local  Court  as  to 
the  capability  of  the  tenant.  Because  the  pro- 
posal emanates  from  a  Home  Ruler  whose  politi- 
cal doctrines  we  abhor,  if  it  is  a  good  proposal, 
in  God's  name  why  should  we  reject  it  ?  " 

But,  further  than  that,  he  (Mr.  A.  E. 
Pease)  contended  that  they  on  that  side 
of  the  House  were  justified  in  placing 
the  responsibility  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign on  the  shoulders  of  Her  Majesty's 
GovernmeDt.  He  noticed  amongst  the 
Bills  introduced  into  the  House  a  Bill 
for  providing  a  close  time  for  hares ;  and 
if  that  were  a  desirable  object,  he  asked 
if  it  would  not  have  been  a  good  thing 
to  have,  for  at  least  a  few  months  during 
the  winter  season,  a  close  time  for  the 
poor  Irish  tenants?  He  listened  the 
other  day  with  great  respect  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  and  he  thoroughly  be- 
lieved in  the  genuine  sympathy  for  these 
sufiPerers,  and  the  high  purpose  of  the 
right  hon.Gentleman  in  striving  to  temper 
with  mercy  the  application  of  the  law — 
and  he  believed  that  the  country  gene- 
rally approved  of  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  Irish 
landlords.  But  the  approval  of  such 
action  implied  to  a  greater  or  less  degree 
the  acknowledgment  of  the  inequi- 
table incidence  of  certain  laws ;  and  that 
approval  and  acknowledgment  of  the 
wisdom  of  the  course  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  also  inconsis- 
tent with  the  new  doctrine  and  principles 
adopted  by  the  Unionist  Party  of  late,  that 
any  principle,  whether  right  or  wrong, 
moral  or  immoral,  was  to  be  regarded  as 
absolutely  sacred  and  irreproachable  if 
once  it  had  become  embodied  in  the  law. 
According  to  the  new  Unionist  creed, 
anyone  who  dared  to  question  the  jus- 
tice of  a  law,  or  the  infallibility  of  an 
Irish  Judge  who  had  pronounced  an  ac- 
ceptable dictum^  was  to  be  exposed  to  all 
manner  of  reproach  and  harsh  criticism ; 
but  there  seemed  to  be  a  difiPerent  test 
of  right  and  wrong  when  an  Irish 
Judge  said  something  which  implied 
disapproval  of  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Executive.  Then,  indeed,  the  Unionists 
fled  to  a  very  difiPerent  code  of  morality. 
The  Government  had  over  and  over 
again  stated  their  determination  to 
maintain,  at  all  risks,  law  and  order 
m  Ireland,  and  quite  right  too.  They 
OA    that    side    of    the    House    were 
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I  quite  as  anxious  to  maintain  law  and 
order  as  any  hon.  Members  opposite 
could  be;  but  they  advocated  different 
methods  of  achieving  that  object.  They 
believed  that  law  and  order  could  only 
be  satisfactorily  maintained  in  any 
country  by  winning  the  confidence  and 
securing  the  acquiescence  and  good-will 
of  the  main  body  of  that  people.  If  he 
might  be  allowed,  he  would  quote  a  few 
words  on  this  point  by  an  author  whose 
name  had,  of  late,  been  in  every 
Unionist's  mouth — 

"No  jurist**— said  Professor  Dicey — "can 
question  for  a  moment  that  the  ultimate 
strength  of  law  lies  in  the  sympathy,  or  at  the 
lowest  the  acquiescenoe,  of  the  mass  of  the 
population.'* 

But,  he  would  ask,  was  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  such  as  was  likely  to 
obtain  the  acquiescence  of  the  Irish 
people,  much  less  their  sympathy  or 
reverence  for  the  law  ?  Kegarding  their 
policy,  and  guessine  from  it  what  the 
future  might  bring,  he  regretted  to  say 
that  he  could  not  look  forward  to  any 
good  result  following  from  the  measures 
foreshadowed  in  me  Speech  of  the 
Queen.  Certainly,  the  past  afforded  no 
hope  for  the  future.  There  was  a  time 
when  he,  like  hon.  Members  opposite — 
and  he  believed,  also,  the  majority 
of  tho  people  in  England — treated 
as  absolutely  incredible  the  allega- 
tions as  to  the  wrong- doing  and 
tyranny  of  English  officials  in  Ire- 
land which  were  made  by  Nationalist 
Members.  He  could  not  bring  himself 
to  believe  that  such  things  as  jury-pack- 
ing, scales  of  fees  for  Grown  witnesses, 
and  exclusion  of  Nationalists  from  all 
public  official  life  in  Ireland,  wholesale 
evictions,  the  driving  of  poor  people  out 
wholesale  upon  the  road-side,  and  the 
destruction  of  their  dwellings  in  the 
depth  of  winter,  and  other  iniquities, 
were  possible  under  a  British  Gfovem* 
ment,  and  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
appeared  stilt  to  cherish  this  pious  belief^ 
though  there  were  others  who  were  not 
afraid  to  acknowledge  the  existence  of 
those  terrible  evils.  Unhappily,  it  was 
no  longer  possible,  in  the  presence  of  the 
fierce  light  which  had  recently  been 
thrown  upon  Irish  affairs,  to  have  any 
doubt  on  the  matter ;  and  if  such  things 
could  take  place  during  the  last  few 
months  when  the  Government  was 
exerting  itself  to  the  utmost,  and  the 
landlords  were  upon  their  good  beha- 
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viour,  he  would  ask,  what  must  have 
been  the  state  of  things  when  those  in- 
fluences were  not  at  work  ?    The  evic- 
tions, and  the  packing  of  juries  at  the 
Sligo  Assizes,  enabled  them  to  form  some 
idea  of  what  the  Irish  people  had  had  to 
sufferiathe  past  in  the  name  of  the  main- 
tenance of  the  law.    The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  in  his  able  speech,  taunted 
Liberals  with  their  change  of  attitude 
upon  the  Irish  Question ;  but  there  was 
a  very  good  cause  for  the  change;  of 
attitude,   the   wider    sufirage  and  the 
great  preponderating  strength  of  the 
JNationalist  Party  was  testimony  enough 
to  any  reasonable  man — it  was  testimony 
which,  under  our  Constitution,  we  were 
bound  to  recognize  of  the  genuineness  of 
Irish  desires.    They  were  asked — **Do 
you  mean  to  hand  over  the  management 
of  the  affairs  of  Ireland  to  the  Na- 
tional League  ?  "    But,  if  he  (Mr.  A.  E. 
Pease)  understood  matters  rightly,  the 
National  League  existed  in  consequence 
of  two  things  which  bound  the  League 
together — the    desire    for    settlement 
of  the  Land  Question,  and  the  desire 
for  self-government— and  if  these  two 
questions  were  settled  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Irish  people  there  would  be  no 
National    League    to    hand    over    the 
affairs  of  Ireland  to.    They  would  be 
handed  over  to  the  Irish  people.    The 
fact  was  the  Tory  Party  looKed  upon 
the  Irish  Question  from   the    narrow 
point  of  view  of  the  present;  whereas  the 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  and  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
was    not   to    get    rid    of    the    Irish 
Question    for    a    short   time,    but   to 
make,    as    far    as    possible,     a    final 
settlement    of   the  Irish  problem — at 
least,  a  settlement  for  the  generations  to 
come.  They  all  admitted  the  deplorable 
events  which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
in  the  past ;  but  the  ruling  people  in  Ire- 
land and  the  landlord  class  must  take 
their  share  of  responsibility,  for  they 
had  wickedly  neglected  the    interests 
of  the  masses  for  long  series  of  years, 
and  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  if, 
in  the  struggle  of  the  people  against 
enormous  odds,  regrettable  events  had 
taken  place.    But  now  that  the  people 
had  found  an  adequate  voice  in    the 
House,    he  hoped   and    believed   that 
the    House    would    lend    an    ear    to 
the  reasonable  demands  of  the  Irish 


people,  and  do  its  best  to  meet  them. 
He  would  also  ask  the  House  whether 
the  Nationalist  Hepresentatives  had 
already  shown  themselves  more  unfitted 
for  taking  part  in  the  government  of 
their  own  country  than  past  English 
Governments.  He  would  like  to  quote 
a  few  lines  from  writings  of  a  man 
whose  opinions  were  always  respected 
in  that  House— namely,  Edmund  Burke, 
who,  writing  in  1797,  said — 

'*  There  is  no  hope  for  the  body  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  bo  long  as  those  who  are  in  power  make 
it  the  great  object  of  their  policy  to  propagate 
an  opinion  on  this  side  of  the  water  that  the 
mass  of  their  countrymen  are  not  to  be  trusted.*' 

He  (Mr.  A.  E.  Pease)  believed  that  in 
those  words  lay  the  secret  of  the 
Irish  problem.  It  was  the  refusal 
of  England  to  trust  the  Irish  people 
that  had  done  the  mischief.  The  old 
system  of  the  government  of  Ireland — 
the  landlords  supported  by  English' 
soldiers — was  disappearing,  and  what- 
ever Government  was  in  power  would 
have  to  find  a  substitute  for  it,  either  in 
a  representative  institution,  or  resort  to 
a  despotic  and  arbitrary  government  of 
the  country.  They  were  told  that 
they  ought  to  yield  nothing  to  agita- 
tion. When  the  Irish  agitation  was 
spoken  of,  or  when  Irishmen  agitated, 
it  was  said  that*  they  did  not  deserve 
anything ;  but  if  they  did  not  agitate  it 
was  said  that  they  did  not  want  any- 
thing. He  should  feel  it  very  difficult, 
if  he  were  an  Irish  Nationalist  Kepre- 
sentative,  to  know  what  course  to  pur- 
sue. If  the  Irish  people  remained  per- 
fectly still  and  neutral  it  was  taken  as  a 
signal  that  Ireland  had  no  grievances. 
They  had  had  an  appeal  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
to  suppress  the  National  League,  which 
was  very  similar  to  the  language  used 
by  the  right,  hon.  GenUeman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen^  at  Liverpool,  when  he  asked 
the  people  of  the  town  to  help  him  to 
put  out  the  fire  in  Ireland.  If  the 
means  by  which  the  Party  opposite 
attempted  to  put  out  the  fire  in  Ireland 
was  by  piling  on  more  fuel  in  the  shape 
of  repressive  legislation,  they  on  that 
side  of  the  House  certainly  would 
not  help  them.  There  was  another 
way  in  which  the  fire  might  be 
put  out,  in  which  his  (Mr.  A.  E. 
I^ease's)  Party  would  be  most  happy 
to    help  the  Government.    The  noble 
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Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  in  his  speech 
in  the  general  debate  on  the  Address, 
alluded  to  the  treatment  of  Lreland  in 
the  past  as  being  like  '^jobbing  a  horse 
in  the  mouth,"  and  he  thought  the  simile 
was  peculiarly  appropriate.  The  noble 
Lord  also  said  he  would  support  any  re- 
pressive measure  which  should  also  be 
applied  to  England  and  Scotland.  He 
would  like  to  know  what  comfort  Eng- 
lishmen would  have  in  looking  forward 
to  repressive  measures  to  be  applied  to 
themselves,  by  which  they  would  also 
get  a  ''job  in  the  mouth''  at  the  same 
time  as  the  Irish  people.  If  the  Govern- 
ment pursued,  or  allowed  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive to  pursue,  those  courses  which  had 
spread  the  belief  among  the  Irish  people 
that  conviction  and  not  justice  was  the 
object  of  the  Qovemment  in  the  country 
— if  they  appeared  to  be  desirous  of 
'introducing  measures  by  which  they 
would  be  able  to  evade  existing  law,  they 
would  stir  up  a  great  antagonism  to  the 
Irish  law.  It  had  been  well  said  that 
if  the  people  regarded  the  laws  as  their 
enemies,  they  would  be  enemies  to  the 
laws;  and  that  was  the  feeling  which 
they  on  that  side  of  the  House  hoped, 
by  the  policy  they  advocated,  to  remove. 
They  hoped  to  let  the  Irish  people 
see  that  the  laws  existed  for  them- 
selves and  their  protection,  and  not  for 
interference  with  their  liberties  or  for 
their  persecution.  He  (Mr.  A.  E.  Pease) 
believed  there  was  no  desire  on  that  side 
of  the  House  to  monopolize  the  policy 
of  conciliation.  He  thought  they  would 
heartily  support  any  indication  on  the 
part  of  the  present  Qovemment  showing 
a  wish  to  adopt  a  different  attitude  to- 
wards the  Irish  people.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  Government  pursued  the 
course  which  would  exasperate  the  Irish 
people,  he  believed  the  Liberal  Party 
would  as  heartily  oppose  it  as  they  would 
cordially  support  the  other  course.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  its  indulgence, 
and  he  would  not  have  spoken  if  he  had 
not  felt  strongly  the  danger  of  the 
course  of  extraordinary  legislation  in 
the  matter  of  the  repression  of  crime  in 
Ireland,  and  if  he  had  not  also  felt  very 
strongly  the  necessity  of  showing  a 
generous  and  conciliatory  spirit  towards 
this  Irish  people. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  it  necessary  that  I 
should  apologize  for  interposing  the  few 
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observations  I  propose  to  make  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  because  I  am  one 
of  those  who  recognize  that  in  the  very 
lengthy  and  discursive  discussion  of  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
it  may  be  wise  for  those  who  desire  the 
progress  of  Public  Business,  and  who 
regard  with  disfavour  the  expenditure 
which  is  now  taking  place  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  to  remain  silent.  But  cer- 
tain observations  of  a  personal  cha- 
racter have  been  made  with  regard  to 
myself,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  accord 
me  its  indulgence  while  I  make  some 
reference  to  them.  In  the  cold,  cynical, 
and  passionless  speech  addressed  to  the 
House  on  Monday  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  he  alluded  to  the 
well-worn,  stale,  and  stereotyped  argu- 
ment of  coercion,  and  he  indicated  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment  to  put  coercive  legislation 
strongly  in  force  in  Ireland.  But  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  stop  to  consider 
whether  the  restraining  of  Boycotting 
was  coerdve  legislation,  or  whether  any 
legislative  attempt  to  resist  the  Socialistic 
conspiracy  which  is  at  present  in  full 
swing  in  Ireland,  or  to  interfere  with 
those  who  are  seeking  to  obtain  money 
legally  owing  by  one  man  to  another,  and 
to  impound  it  in  order  to  promote  some 
object  of  their  own,  is,  or  is  not,  coer- 
cion. In  the  somewhat  ambiguous  and 
remarkable  speech  which  was  made  the 
other  night  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  in  which  he 
skilfully  trimmed  his  sails  in  order  to 
catch  both  winds,  the  hon.  Member 
told  the  House  that  he  had  no  objection 
to  coercive  legislation  if  it  was  found  to 
be  necessary,  and  providing  that  it  waa 
applied  to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  and  to  all  parts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions.  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
admit  the  force  of  the  logic  of  the  hon. 
Member;  and  I  presume  that  if  the 
same  causes  exist  in  this  part  of  the 
Queen's  Dominions  as  exist  in  that  nn* 
happy  part  of  them  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong,  where  we  have  had 
Boycotting,  Moonlighting,  assassination, 
and  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  full  swing, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  those  who  are 
intrusted  with  the  administration  of  the 
law  to  step  in,  and  say  whether  thia 
course  of  procedure  was  in  hannonj 
with  the  law,  and  if  allowed  to  continue 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.     [An  hon.  Mskdkr; 
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How  about  the  riots  in  Belfast?!    I 
will  oome  to  that  question  by-and-bye. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
policy  of  ooeroion  would  bring  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  the  apex  of  an 
inclined  plane,  and  one  would  imagine 
that  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
would  be  delighted  to  see  them  there, 
so  that  they  might  be  able  to  apply  the 
momentum  which  would  be  requisite  for 
precipitating  the  Gk>vemment  into  the 
chasm  below.    If  the  principles  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  are  permitted  to  pass 
unchallenged  a  most  grave  and  serious 
precedent  will  be  set,   which  will  not 
only  affect  the  question  of  the  rent  pay- 
able to  the  landlords,  but  will  touch 
ultimately  the  profits  of  the  trader  and 
every  sort  of  industry  and  enterprize  in 
Ireland.    Apart  from  the  question  of 
the  legality  of  the  operation,  it  is,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  nothing  but  Social- 
ism ;  and  I  hope  that   Her  Majesty's 
.  (Government  will  exhibit,  in  relation  to 
this  phase  of  Irish  agitation,  carried  on 
in  so  illegal  and  arbitrary  a  manner, 
the  firmness  which  is  required  by  the 
conditions  of  the  country.    Of  the  diffe- 
rent phases  of  discontent  and  agitation 
which  we  have  seen  in  Ireland,  this  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  only  part  of  the  dismal 
whole.    The    maiming    of  cattle,   the 
dynamite  explosions  of  which  we  are 
threatened  with  recurrence,  the  Phcenix 
Park  assassinations,    the  attacks  upon 
life  and  property,  and  Boycotting,  are 
simply  parts  of  the   same  movement, 
and  are  well  recognized  as  springing 
from  the  same  source,  and  all  pointing 
to  the  same  disastrous  end.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  has 
stated  that  the  effect  of  repressive  legis- 
lation is  merely  to  drive  crime  und^r  the 
surface.   '  But  when,  some  years  ago,  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  some  of  his  con- 
federates, was  imprisoned   for  a  brief 
season  in  Kilmainham,  the  country  en- 
joyed during  the  period  of  their  incar- 
ceration a  qualified  tranquillity.    They 
were  imprisoned  on  a  charge  of  treason- 
felony,  and  they  were  let  out  of  Kil- 
mainham  without  an  investigation    of 
the    grave   and   serious   offences  with 
which  they   were  charged.    The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo   (Mr.  Dillon) 
and  other  hon.  Members    have    com- 
plained of  the  constitution  of  the  jury 
lists ;  and  it  appears  that  in  the  estima- 
tion of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way no  jury  can  possess  adequate  quali- 


fications  for   coming   to  a  right  and 
proper  decision  unless  it  is  composed 
of  men  who  are  under  the  influence 
or  intimidation  of  the  National  League. 
But  the  only  way  in  which  the  law 
can  be  properly  carried  out  is  by  call- 
ing upon  all  jurors  to  stand  aside  who 
are  under  the  power  of  such  intimi- 
dation.   I  have  nad  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  the  grounds  on  wmch  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  led  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  relinquished  Parliamentary 
life.    That  hon.  Member  told  me  that 
he  gave  up  hib  position  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,   and    of    the   Home   Eule 
Party,  because  he  found  that  that  Party 
was  a  conspiracy  of  blood.    [^Laughter 
from  the  Borne  Rule  Benches.']    1  would 
ask   hon.  Members   to    restrain   their 
laughter  for  a  moment,  until  they  hear 
the  whole  of  what  I  have  to  say.    This 
Gentleman  told  me  that  he  had  relin- 
quished his  connection  with  the  Home 
Bule  Party  because  he  had  been  given 
to  understand  that  the  money  collected 
by  a  lady  in  Ireland — a  near  relative  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — was  applied 
in  the  payment  of  those  wretches  who 
committed  the  Phoenix  Park  murders, 
and  of  others  who  had  been  guilty  of 
similar  deeds.     The  hon.  Member  fur- 
ther told  me  that  the  feeling  of  remorse 
with  which  that  lady  reflected  upon  the 
application  of  the  money  she  had  indus- 
triously collected  led  to  her  being  im- 
mured in  a  place  of  privacy.     \_Eenewed 
laughter.']     Well,  the  hon.   Gentleman 
who  madfe  this  statement  to  me  was  as 
worthy  of  credence  as  any  hon.  Gentle* 
man  now  sitting  below  the  Gttngway 
opposite.    [  Criss  of  *  *  Name !  "] 
Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 
Mb.  DE  COBAIN  :  I  have  no  desire 
that  a  messenger  with  a  black  mask 
should  be  sent  to  the  residence  of  this 
Gentleman;   and  therefore  I  shall  de- 
cline to  give  his  name.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  has  told  the  House  that 
dynamite  has  been  used,  that  explosions 
have  occurred,   and  that  threats  have 
been  uttered  that  bombs  will  be  thrown 
from  the  Strangers'  Gallery  on  to  the  floor 
of  this  House ;    and,  because  of  these 
things,  the  Parliament  of  the  British  Em- 
pire is  to  be  placed  under  a  feeling  of 
intimidation,  and  by  threats  and  menaces 
of  this  kind  prevented  from  doing  its  duty 
to  the    people.      An  hon.  Member — I 
think  it  was  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan) — 
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who  touched,  and,  I  think,  accurately,  the 
cause  of  the  agricultural  evil  when  he 
told  us  that  the  distress  which  exists  in 
so  many  parts  of  Ireland  is  attributable 
to  the  small  holdings  of  the  people.  If 
the  Oovemment  and  the  country  would 
make  a  searching  inquiry  into  this 
matter,  and  if  legislation  is  promoted  to 
remove  these  small  holdings,  and  to  en- 
able those  engaged  in  agriculture  to  cul- 
tivate a  larger  amount  of  land,  I  believe 
we  should  deal  with  what  is  mainly  the 
vital  source  of  the  suffering  and  priva- 
tion of  the  Irish  people.  My  sympathies 
have  always  been  with  the  agricultural 
interest.  I  have  ever  been  in  favour  of 
the  tenant  farmers,  and  I  have  always 
advocated  the  recognition  of  their  rights 
in  the  soil,  and  the  justice  of  their  being 
compensated  for  every  shilling  of  money 
they  have  expended  in  their  holdings. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Morley )  charged  the 
Government  the  other  night  with  not 
having  grasped  the  situation  of  afiPairs 
in  Ireland ;  but  there  is  very  little 
wonder  that  the  Government  cannot  im- 
mediately grapple  with  the  state  of  affairs 
in  Ireland.  They  entered  into  office 
under  circumstances  of  unusual  compli- 
cation and  difficulty.  They  were  the 
immediate  Successors  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's administration  of  Irish  affairs 
was  not  calculated  to  make  easy  the  task 
of  anyone  who  succeeded  him  in  such  ad- 
ministration. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  says  that  Chief 
Baron  Palles  had  charged  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment with  weakness.  I  wonder  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recollects 
the  circumstances  under  which  Chief 
Baron  Palles  ^made  that  observation. 
Was  it  not  to  rebuke  the  indifference  and 
apathy  with  which  the  police  stood  up  and 
allowed  the  process  of  the  law  to  be  de- 
feated. And  then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man charges  me  with  writing  an  incen- 
diary letter  on  the  strength  of  the  Be- 
port  of  a  Eoyal  Commission. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newoastle-on- 
Tyne) :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  pardon 
me.  I  made  no  charge  against  him.  I 
simply  stated  that  he  had  been  pointed 
out  by  a  Commission  issued  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  for  public  censure  and 
reprehension. 

Mb.  D£  COBAIN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  allow  me  to  finish  my 
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sentence.  What  I  meant  to  eay  was 
that  the  Commission  was  orig^ally 
composed  of  three  Members  appointed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY :  No. 

Mb.  de  COBAIN :  I  am  under  the 
impression  that  the  Commission  was 
originally  constituted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  it  was  composed 
of  three  Members,  of  whom  the  domi- 
nating spirit  was  a  legal  gentleman  who 
undertook  the  defence  of  the  Phoenix 
Park  murderers — Mr.  Adams,  General 
Bulier,  and  Mr.  Justice  Day.  That 
Commission  sat  at  Belfast,  and  Mr. 
Adams   was    practically   its    presiding 

fenius,  though  aided  and  abetted  by  Mr. 
ustiee  Day.    They  went  there  to  in- 
vestigate matters  affecting  the  interests 
of  Belfast,  and  they  carried  out  their 
inquiry  in  such  a  manner  as  to  leave  a 
sense  of  injury  which  is  still  rankling. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  wrote   a 
letter,  not  one  word,  or  one  phrase,  or 
one  sentiment  of  which  am  I  prepared 
to  alter,  qualify,  or  change.    I  wrote  a 
letter  complaining  of  the  insobriety  of 
the  police  force,  and  their  acts  of  cruelty 
and  crime ;  and  that  letter,  as  well  as 
some  other  deliverances   of  the  same 
kind,  acted  on  the  town  of  Belfast  as  a 
sort  of  escape  valve  for  the  feelings  of  an 
outraged  people  who  felt  placed  under  a 
force  which  was  incapable  or  unwilling 
of  giving  them  protection.    I  regard  the 
censure  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  a 
diploma  of  merit.    I  never  could  have 
met  my  own  constituency  with  any  sense 
of    deserving    or   enjoyment   of  their 
confidence  it  I  had  not  been  met  with 
words  of  reprobation  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle. 
That   right    hon.    Gentleman  believes 
that  the  only  policy  for  Ireland  is  a 
policy  of  Home  fiule,  or,  in  other  worda, 
that  the    Legislative    and    ExecutiTe 
power  of  the  oountiy  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  element  most  incapable  of 
carrying  out  just  and  fair  government. 
May  I  take  the  liberty  of  saying  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  accession  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  late  Government 
by  no  means  added  to  its  strength.    I 
think  that  his  abdication  of  the  stool  of 
the  pedant  for  the  seat  of  a  Cabinet 
Minister  did  not  augment  the  influence 
of  the  Party  to   which    he  belonged. 
If  he  had  stuck  to  the  pursuit  of  pen- 
manship,   the   right    hon.    Gtentlemaa 
might  have  been  more  successfuL 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  dealing  very  disoursively  with 
the  Amendment,  and  his  remarks  do  not 
appear  to  be  at  all  relevant. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  :  I  must  apologize, 
Mr.  Speaker,  for  havioe  deflected  some- 
what from  the  merits  of  the  Amendment 
in  order  to  make  a  sort  of  personal  re- 
joinder to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  only  now  to  express  my  belief  that 
in  the  hands  of  the  present  Government, 
led  by  the  noble  Marquess  in  the  other 
House  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and 
assisted  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Harttngton),  and  of  that  illustrious 
man     of   whom    every  Englishman   is 

i'ustly  proud — the  senior  Member  for 
Hrmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  ^and  his 
brilliant  and  accomplished  Collea^e  in 
the  representation  of  that  City,  tne  in- 
terests of  the  Empire  will  be  thoroughly 
safeguarded.  No  matter  how  leaden 
the  atmosphere  may  appear  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  how- 
ever fearful  he  may  be  as  to  the  future 
progress  of  legislation  in  this  House,  I 
believe  that  the  statesmen  to  whom  I  have 
referred  will  hand  down  to  their  suc- 
cessors a  supreme  Imperial  Parliament, 
together  with  a  stable,  progressive,  and 
over-united  Empire. 

Viscount  KILCOURSIE  (Somerset, 
S.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  But,  Sir,  I  am 
not  able  to  give  to  the  whole  of  that 
Amendment  an  unqualified  assent.  I 
can  give  my  entire  approval  to  the 
second  and  third  portions  of  it ;  but  I 
can  only  give  a  qualified  assent  to  the 
first  part.  The  firstpart  of  the  Amend- 
ment represents  to  Her  Majesty  that — 

*'  The  rolations  between  theownen  and  occu- 
piers of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been  seriously 
disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners  who  have 
granted  to  Uieir  tenants  such  abatements  of 
rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of  prices  of 
agricultural  and  pastoral  produce.'* 

Now,  Sir,  I  happen  to  know  of  cases  where 
the  National  League  has  interposed  to 
induce  tenants  who  could  afford,  and 
easily  afford,  to  pay  their  rents,  not  to 
do  80.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
these  have  been  exceptional  cases.  In 
remote  districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
— that  portion  of  Ireland  which  I  have 
heard  described  as  ''  Ireland  beyond  the 
Pale  " — I  have  known  cases  where  per- 
sons, even  in  those  distressed  districts, 


could  have  paid  their  rents,  and  would 
have  paid  them,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
inducements  held  out  to  them  by  the 
National  League  not  to  pay  them.  In 
regard  to  that  portion  of  Ireland  to 
which  I  refer,  I  do  not  think  anyone 
has  more  thoroughly  grasped  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  than  Lord  Dufferin 
did  in  1880,  when  he  said — 

**  That  no  legislation  could  touch  it ;  that*  no 
alteration  in  the  Land  Laws  could  effectually 
ameliorate  it ;  and  that  it  must  continue  until 
the  world's  end,  unless  something  be  contrived 
totally  to  change  the  conditions  of  existence  in 
that  desolate  region." 

If  I  may  be  allowed  to  read  another 
quotation  from  an  article  written  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley).  it  will,  I 
tbink,  show  what,  in  his  opinion,  at  any 
rate,  ought  to  be  the  course  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  the 
view  of  ameliorating  the  distress  in  that 
district.    He  says — 

**  Instead  of  relief,  what  a  statesman  must 
seek  is  prevention  of  this  great  evil  and  this 
strong  root  of  evil ;  and  prevention  means  a 
large,  though  it  cannot  be  a  very  swift»  dis- 
placement of  the  population.  But  among  the 
many  experts  with  whom  I  havo  discussed  this 
dolorous  and  perplexing  subject,  I  never  found 
one  who  did  not  agree  that  a  removal  of  the 
surplus  population  was  only  practicable  if  car- 
ried out  by  an  Irish  authority,  backed  up  by 
the  solid  weight  of  Irish  opinion.  Any  exertion 
of  compulsory  power  by  a  British  Minister 
would  raise  the  whole  country-side  in  squalid 
insurrection,  government  would  become  impos- 
sible, and  the  work  of  transplantation  would 
end  in  ghastly  failure." 

Now,  I  am  thoroughly  aware  of  the 
difficulties  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  placed  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land ;  but  may  I  not  ask  them,  in  spite 
of  the  mandate  which  their  supporters 
received  from  the  constituencies,  whether 
they  could  not  have  done  something  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  people 
living  in  these  portions  of  Ireland? 
Would  it  have  been  impossible  for  them 
to  have  entered  into  some  negotiations 
with  hon.  Members  who  represent 
popular  opinion  in  Ireland ;  and  would 
it  have  been  in  vain  to  have  attempted, 
at  all  events,  to  do  something  to  relieve 
the  dreadful  distress  in  the  West  of  Ire- ' 
land  ?  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  nothing 
of  the  sort  has  been  done.  I  admit 
that,  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, it  may  be  stated  that  there 
are  great  difficulties  in  the  way.  I 
acknowledge  those  great  difficulties.    I 
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may  be  told  that  there  are  difficulties 
in  treating  with  hon.  Members  whose 
speeches  in  Ireland  have  not,  on  every  oc- 
casion, corresponded  with  their  speeches 
in  this  House.  And  in  so  far  as  their 
speeches  in  Ireland  have  not  corre- 
sponded with  their  speeches  here — in  so 
far  as  their  speeches  delivered  in  Ire- 
land have  had  an  illegal  complexion,  I, 
at  least,  cannot  be  accused  of  having 
been  indifferent  to  them,  because,  both  in 
the  public  Press  and  in  public  speeches, 
I  have  in  unmeasured  terms  condemned 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  But 
while  I  have  condemned  those  speeches 
I  could  not  forget,  lor  a  single  moment, 
the  circumstances  in  which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  placed.  I  trust  that  in 
my  future  career,  as  in  the  past,  I  shall 
always  endeavour:  to  use  such  modera- 
tion of  language  as  may  commend  itself 
to  the  hearers  I  have  the  honour  to 
address.  But  if,  in  the  constituency  I 
rep):esent,  there  had  been  600  evictions 
from  one  property  alone,  I  should  have 
been  very  sorry  indeed  to  answer  for  the 
language  that  I  might  have  used.  But, 
Sir,  I  will  go  one  step  further,  and  say 
this— that  if  I  have  denounced  in  un- 
measured terms  what  I  have  considered 
to  be  the  immoderate  language  made 
use  of  in  Ireland,  I  may  ask  whether 
there  have  not  been  speeches,  on  the 
other  hand,  from  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  in  this  House  which  have  been 
moderation  itself,  especially  those  which 
have  been  delivered  by  the  Leaders  who 
sit  below  the  Gangway  ?  No  more  mode- 
rate utterances  have  ever  been  delivered 
in  this  House  than  those  which  proceeded 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  when 
he  introduced  his  not  unreasonable  Bill 
in  the  autumn.  Nor  could  there  have 
been  a  more  moderate  speech  than  that 
which  was  made  by  the  same  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  other  day  in  this  House  in 
moving  his  Amendment.  And  if  im- 
moderate speeches  have  been  made  by 
irresponsible  persons,  I  cannot  forget 
the  position  in  which  they  find  them- 
selves placed.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  have  been  about  for  the  last 
three  or  four  weeks  ?  Have  they  not 
been  consulting  with  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers as  to  the  best  legislation  to  be 
carried  out  for  Scotland?  Has  there 
been  any  reciprocal  feeling  with  regard 
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to  Ireland  ?  In  my  opinion,  a  want  of 
responsibility  is  the  only  reason  for  the 
unreasonable  and  immoderate  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered.  Hon.  and 
rieht  hon.  Members  opposite  will  them- 
selves remember  that  there  have  been 
times  when  they  did  not  occupy  qoite 
such  a  responsible  position  as  that  in 
which  they  find  themselves  placed  to- 
day, and  on  those  occasions  they  have 
indulged  in  language  which  has  pro- 
bably been  less  maued  by  modera^n 
than  that  which  they  use  to-day.  I  would 
ask  whether,  if  responsibility  were  given 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
it  would  not  have  the  same  effect  upon 
them?  With  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  I  fully  endorse  what  haafallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  this  evening  as  to  the  attitude 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  rsfer- 
enoe  to  it.  If  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
illegal,  it  is  unquestionably  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  suitress 
illegality;  but  may  I  not,  at  the  same 
moment,  remind  them  of  what  occurred 
in  this  country  with  regard  to  Church 
Bates?  Why,  Sir,  that  which  was  then 
illegal  has  now  become  legal,  because 
the  popular  feeling  in  this  country  was 
against  Church  Bates,  or,  rather^  ai^ainst 
the  compulsory  payment  of  Church  Bates. 
Popular  feeling  in  Ireland,  I  trust,  is 
not  entirely  in  favour  of  the  Han  of 
Campaign ;  but  popular  feeling  ia  Ire- 
land is  distinctly  in  favour  of  the 
objects  of  those  who  are  carrying  out 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  With  reference 
to  the  last  portion  of  the  Amendmrat  to 
the  Address — ^that  portion  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  says  he  considers  that— 

*'  Sach  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  syatem  of 
Government  in  Ireland  should  take  place  at 
would  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Irish  people," 

I  entirely  concur  with  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member;  and  I  may  remark,  in 
passing,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  in  a  recent  speech,  haa 
expressed  a  hope  that  Members  of  both 
Parties  might  unite  in  order  to  seeore 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people  and  to 
satisfy  their  needs.  For  my  own  pait,I 
fear  that  if  I  have  ever  indulged  in  s«ieh 
a  hope,  it  has  been  during  toat  portiim 
of  the  24  hours  which  are  devoted  to 
dreamland ;  but  I  do  look  forward,  and 
I  look  forward  with  hc^,  to  ttefa-imioa 
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of  the  Liberal  Party,  which,  I  believe, 
can  alone  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.  There 
are  various  methods  which  have  been 
attempted  to  be  adopted  by  different 
persons  in  order  to  bring  about    the 
union  of  the  Liberal  Party,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  the  objects  which  are 
mentioned  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.    There  has  been 
a  remarkable    attempt   made    in    this 
direction  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  has  en- 
deavoured to  gain  over  as  many  persons 
as  possible  to  his  method  of  reasoning, 
in  order  that  he  and  his  Friends  may  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people.    But  he 
has  spread  his  net  in  a  somewhat  re- 
markable manner.    We  are  told  that  it 
is  in  vain  to  spread  a  net  within  sight  of 
the  bird  we  wish  to  bring  into  it;  but  the 
hon.  Member  has  not  spread  his  net  at 
all;  on  the  contrary,  he  has  planted  it 
and  framed  it  so  as  to  form  an  attraction, 
as  he  supposes,  for  the  birds  outside,  such 
as  the  right  hon.  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  and  he  has  armed  himself 
with  the  blunderbuss  of  caricature  and 
a  rifle  of  wit  and  sarcasm  to  attract 
them.    I  presume  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  astonished  that  so  few  persons 
will  adopt  his  view ;  and  when  he  finds 
how  ifew,  I  hope  he  will  be  induced  to 
reconsider  the  method  he  has  hitherto 
adopted.    I  rejoice  to  think  that  the 
question  to-day  is  not  the  same  as  it  was 
last  June  and  July.    The  question  in 
Jane  and  July  last  was  whether  or  not 
it  was  safe  to  concede  Home  Eule  in  any 
shape  to  Ireland  in  consequence  of  the 
demands  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 
But  the  question  of  to-day  is,  I  believe, 
among  thinking  minds,  simply  and  solely 
how,  when,   and  under  what    circum- 
stances, it  will  be  safe  to  grant  such  a 
reform  of  the  law,  to  use  the  exact  words 
of  the  Amendment,  and  such  a  system  of 
Government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs, 
and  will  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people.    That,   Sir,  is  the  great 
question  we  have  now  to  consider.     My 
humble  efforts  have  always  been  directed 
towards  the  attainment  of  that  end ;  and 
however  long  my  life  may  be  spared,  I 
shall  certainly  never  rest  until,  to  use 
once  more  the  expression  contained  in 
this  Amendment,  the  needs  of  the  Irish 
people  have  been  fully,  fairly,  honestly, 
and  safely  satisfied. 


Major  RASOH  (Essex,  8.E.) :  I  think 
that,  as  a  novice  within  the  walls  of  this 
House,  I  may  be  allowed,  in  the  interests 
of  my  constituents,  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
The  hon.  Member  has  been  congratu- 
lated on.  his   recovery  from    a    recent 
illness.     Although  we  are  all  glad  to  see 
the  hon.  Member  sufficiently  recovered  to 
be  able  to  attend  to  his  Parliamentary 
duties,  I  think  he  ought  also  to  be  felici- 
tated on  the  remarkable  fact  that  his  tem- 
porary retirement  from  public  life,  occur- 
ring as  it  did  during  the  last  few  months, 
has  been  a  very  timely  and  useful  one, 
because  it  has  enabled  him  to  keep  aloof 
from  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  to  give 
to  this  House  an  entirely  colourless  view 
of  his  ideas.      He  has  allowed  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  to 
come  to  the  front  and  take  the  most 
active  part  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  by  that  means  he  has  himself  been 
prevented  from   coming   into   personal 
collision  either  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  the  late  Prime  Minister.    I, 
therefore,  think  that  I  am  entitled  to 
congratulate    him     on    his    temporary 
retirement.    So  far  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign itself  is  concerned,   it  has  been 
described  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite 
as   extra-legal,   and  it  has  also  been 
described  by  the   noble  Lord  at    the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as 
organized  embezadement.     Whatever  it 
is,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  if  the  Bill 
for  the  better  Government  of  Ireland 
should  ever  pass,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
will  be  applied  to  every  trade  and  every 
industry  in  Ireland.     I  can  quite  under- 
stand the  affection  entertained  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  by   hon.  Members 
opposite  who  represent  Irish  constituen- 
cies, because  I  cannot  conceive  many 
more     delightful      occupations      than 
sitting     as    self-constituted    and    irre- 
sponsible agents  at  a  table,   whether 
round  or  square,  collecting  the  landlords' 
rents,  and  very  little  of  it,  lam  afraid,  has 
been    handed    over   to  the  legitimate 
owner.  [^Cries  o/  **  Oh  !  "]    At  any  rate, 
that  is  my  opinion.     The  hon.  Member 
for  0)rk  spoke  of  a  threat,  or  rather  a 
menace,  of  dynamite.      Hon.  Members 
here  possibly  do  not  know  what  that 
menace  of  dynamite  was  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  alluded.    I  think  I  can 
tell  them.      In  the  year  1885  a  man 
named   Daly  was  commissioned  to  go 
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into  the  Strangers'  Gallery  of  this  House 
and  throw  a  dynamite  shell,  which  was 
to  explode  upon  the  Table  beneath  me 
and  between  the  two  Front  Benches;  and 
the  only  reason  why  it  was  not  thrown 
was  that  it  might  have  inflicted  some 
trouble  upon  the  man  who  threw  it,  and 
those  who  gave  the  order  for  the  com- 
mission of  that  outrage,  as  well  as  Her 
Majesty's  Qt>vernment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  says  in  his  Amendment  that 
the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in 
Irish  affairs  is  to  be  found  in  such  a 
reform  of  the  law  and  system  of  Govern- 
ment as  will  satisfy  t^e  needs  and  secure 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  that  it  is  to  be  obtained 
by  rhetorical  fl.ourishes,  to  be  followed  up 
by  outrages  and  crime.  I  allude  par- 
ticularly to  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner), 
some  days  ago,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
National  League  in  Cork.  In  the  course 
of  that  speech  the  hon.  Member  said  that 
a  resolution  had  been  carried  warning 
the  women  of  the  district  from  engaging 
in  the  abominable  and  unnatural  crime 
of  conversing  with  members  of  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary.  The  local 
branch  of  the  Irish  National  League 
intimated  in  their  resolution  that  con- 
duct of  that  kind  would  be  taken  notice 
of. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  an  accurate  report  of  my 
speech.  He  does  not  appear  to  have 
seen  that  the  statement  he  refers  to  has 
been  denied  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
local  branch  of  the  National  League, 
who  asserts  that  no  such  resolution  was 
brought  before  the  League  or  passed. 

Majob  RASCH  :  If  I  am  wrong  I 
beg  to  withdraw  the  statement.  AU  I 
have  to  say  is,  that  it  was  reported  in 
the  newspapers  that  the  local  branch  of 
the  Nationfu  League  had  intimated  that 
any  woman  seen  speaking  to  members  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  would  be 
followed,  and  their  conduct  taken  notice 
of.  [ Crien  0/  **  No  !  "]  Hon.  Members 
opposite  wUl  not  deny  that  on  Monday 
last  an  outrage  was  committed  at  the 
house  of  an  Irishman  —  a  National 
Leaguer  —  named  Murphy,  whose  two 
daughters  were  dragged  out  of  bed, 
their  hair  cut  off,  and  they  themselves 
covered  with  pitch.  I  would  ask  hon. 
Members  opposite  whether  they  consider 
that  measures  for  amending  the  criminal 
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procedure  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  such 
cases  are  wrong,  or  whether  such  a 
measure  would  be  novel,  doubtful,  and 
ui»-Constitutional  ? 

Mb.  LACAITA  (Dundee)  u  After  the 
great  discussion  that  took  place  yes- 
terday, and  the  day  before,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and,  above 
all,  after  the  strictures  which  have  been 
made  on  the  wording  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  this  evening  by  the  noble  Marquees 
the  Member  for  RosAendale  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Hartington),  it  is  incumbent 
upon  everyone  who,  like  myself,  intends 
to  vote  for  that  Amendment  to  explain 
pretty  clearly  the  reason  why  he  is  doing 
so.  Although  the  wording  of  the  Amend- 
ment may  be  in  some  respects  vague,  it 
does  raise  indirectly,  if  not  directly,  and 
has  throughout  tl^is  debate  been  treated 
as  raising,  two  distinct  questions — a  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  Government  are 
justified  in  the  course  they  have  adopted 
towards  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  Ire- 
land, and  a  further  question  as  to  whe- 
ther the  whole  Irish  Question  ought  not 
to  be  solved  in  a  manner  which  amounts 
to  Home  Rule  ?   If  we  vote  against  this 
Amendment,  we  very  clearly  declare  that 
we  think  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment   for    dealing    with    the    present 
troubles  in  Ireland  are  better  ones  than 
the  suggestion  contained  in  the  closing 
words  of  the  Amendment  itself.     If  we 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  with- 
out explaining  our  reasons  we  shall  cer- 
tainly oe  considered  to  have  altogether 
blessed  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  as  has 
already  been  done  by  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House.    Now, 
it  is  quite  clear  that  the  main  question 
about  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  not  its 
legality  or  illegality  in  the  narrow  sense 
of  the  word,  but  its  political  aspect.    I 
have  listened  to  long  legal  arffomenta 
on  both  sides  in  regard  to  its  legality. 
I  have  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Coleridge)  argue  more  sabtlj 
than  conclusively  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  only  to  do  what   Judges, 
juries,  and  witnesses  had  done  in  this 
country  before.    I  have  heard  also  the 
hon.  Member  for  Crewe  (Mr.  M*Laren) 
explain  that  the  campaigners  are  only 
acting  on  the  same  priuoiideB  as  the 
membersof  his  persuasion— the  Quakers. 
When  it  can  be  proved  that  Irish  ten- 
ants and  their  friends  are  losers  in  their 
property  by  their  devotion  to  the  Pliin 
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of  Campaign  then  will  their  case  be  on  all- 
fours  with  the  case  of  the  Quakers,  and 
not  until  then.  But  I  do  not  propose  to 
speak  solely  on  that  narrow  legal  ques- 
tion. A  further  question  has  been  raised 
in  this  House  of  the  morality  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  When  there  is  a  dispute  on 
the  subject  of  the  morality  of  a  par- 
ticular course  of  action  it  is  somewhat 
dangerous  ground  to  tread;  and  the 
chief  argument  I  have  heard  in  support 
of  the  morality  of  the  Plan  is  that  it  is 
only  exactly  the  same  course  which  is 
adopted  by  Trades'  Unions  in  this  coun- 
try— that  it  is  neither  more  nor  less  than 
the  defence  by  the  tenants  of  their  case 
by  the  method  of  a  strike.  I  think  the 
oases  are  very  dearly  distinguished  in 
many  ways.  I  shall  only  mention  one 
distinction,  and  it  is  this.  A  strike  often 
is  answered  in  this  country  by  a  lock- 
out on  the  part  of  the  employers.  That 
lock-out  may  be  successful,  or  it  may 
fail.  The  employers  may  bring  the 
workmen  to  their  terms,  or  they  may 
ffive  in  to  the  terms  of  the  workmen ; 
but  if  the  thing  be  pressed  to  the  last 
extremity,  the  employers  always  have  it 
in  their  power  to  withdraw  from  the 
undertaking  in  which  they  are  engaged, 
and  if  they  do  so  withdraw,  the  plant 
and  the  capital  which  they  have  em- 
ployed do  not  thereby  either  become  the 
property  of  the  workmen  or  benefit 
them  in  any  way  whatever.  Now,  if 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  pushed  to 
such  an  extremity  as  to  make  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  prefer  to  leave  their 
estates  altogether,  I  think  it  is  very 
clear  that  the  tenants  would  benefit  by 
that  of  whitth  the  landlords  were  de- 
prived. I  am  not  going  to  say  whether 
that  is  a  desirable  end  or  not.  I  merely 
point  out  this  one  very  clear  distinction 
between  an  ordinary  strike  in  this  coun- 
try and  the  Plan  that  has  been  adopted 
in  Ireland.  Strikes  now  generally  lead 
to  a  solution  by  means  of  arbitration, 
the  arbitrator  being  usually  some  person 
who  has  the  confidence  of  both  parties. 
What  hon.  Member,  representing  a  Na- 
tionalist constituency  in  Ireland,  is  going 
to  have  the  confidence  of  both  Parties 
on  this  question  ?  What  is  the  really 
weak  part  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign?  It 
is  that  the  judges  of  what  is  a  fair  and 
necessary  reduction  of  rent  are  not  a 
Judicial  Court  appointed  in  consequence 
of  legislation  and  on  the  authority  of 
this  House,  but  are  either  the  tenanto 
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themselves  or  their  advocates  and  parti- 
zans.  I  am  not  accusing  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  below  the  Gangway  of 
acting  with  the  slightest  unfairness  in 
the  matter.  I  feel  it  is  extremely  diffi* 
cult  for  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
who  are  not  Irishmen  to  form  anything 
like  a  judicial  decision  as  to  the  right  or 
wrong  of  any  particular  suggested  abate- 
ment of  rent  in  Ireland.  There  is 
abundance  of  evidence  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  on  this  side 
of  the  House — there  is  abundance  from 
Gentlemen  of  an  Orange  colour  on  the 
other  side — but  we  have  not  got  it  in 
our  power  to  sift  that  evidence.  The 
evidence  is  not  given  on  oath,  and  there 
is  no  power  of  cross-examination.  Of 
course,  the  only  way  in  which  hon. 
Members  who  sit  for  English  or  Scotch 
constituencies  can  really  attempt  to 
understand  these  details  of  the  Irish 
Question  is  by  themselves  going  over  to 
Ireland,  but  when  they  go  over  there  it 
is  very  obvious  witb  .what  object  they 
go.  They  go  there  to  investi^^ate  this 
subject,  and  their  conclusions,  I  venture 
to  say,  will  in  every  case  be  determined 
by  the  fact  of  their'  either  being  the 
guests  of  hospitable  landlords  belonging 
to  the  persuasion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, or  beings  personally  conducted  by 
some  Nationalist  Member  from  below 
the  Gangway.  I  confess  that  in  my 
own  case  I  could  not  resist  the  fascina- 
tion of  any  Irishman  of  whatever  politi- 
cal colour.  The  difficulty  in  which  we 
find  ourselves  is  one  of  the  stock  argu- 
ments for  Home  Bule,  and  to  me  it  is 
really  a  very  strong  and  persuasive  one. 
Most  of  the  questions  touching  Ireland 
on  which  we  are  called  to  vote  in  this 
House  are  not  great  questions  of  prin- 
ciple, but  the^  are  endless  questions  of 
detail  regarding  the  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive in  some  particular  case,  or  regard- 
ing the  action  of  landlords  or  tenants 
in  some  particular  district  in  Ireland ; 
and  I  feel  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
attain  to  anything  like  a  serious  con- 
viction as  to  the  righto  and  wrongs  of 
each  particular  case  as  it  arises.  We 
have  certainly  hitherto  heard  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  either  altogether  blessed 
or  utterly  cursed  by  hon.  Members  who 
have  token  part  in  this  debato.  I  have 
even  heard  it  argued  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Wallace)  that  the  Plan,  if 
not  legal,  ought  to  be  made  legaL     I 
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hardly  think  that  eyen  hon.  Members 
who  sit  below  the  Gangway  would  pro- 
pose a  Bill  in  this  Hoase  by  which  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  its  present  form 
should  be  made  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land.    There  is  only  one  sense  in  which 
it  could  be  made  legal,  and  that  is  by 
extending   the    powers   of  the    Land 
Courts  which  already  exist,  or  by  the 
establishing,  if  necessary,  of  new  Courts 
with  further  powers,  when  they  think 
fit  from  the  evidence  given,  to  reduce 
rents.     This  is  a  very  different  thing 
from  making  hon.  Gentlemen  and  their 
friends  in  Ireland,  who  are  undoubtedly 
and  rightly  strong  partizans  in  all  Irish 
questions,  the  real  Court  to  decide  as  to 
whether    in    every    particular   case    a 
tenant  is  able  to  pay  or  unable  to  pay, 
or  as  to  the  amount  of  abatement  which 
should  be  granted.      It  is   a  weapon 
which,  if  used  on  a  wider  scale,  would 
become  a  weapon  so  powerful,  and  one 
to  use  which  the  temptation  would  be  so 
great,  from  the  influence  that  it  neces- 
sarily adds  to  influence  already  possessed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
that  unless  there  be  Home  Eule  granted 
to  Ireland,  it  seems  to  me  perfectly  clear 
that  no  Government  can  allow  its  use. 
[An  hon.  Member  :    It  is  legal.]     The 
question  as  to  whether  it  is  legal  or  not 
is  the  question  for  the  Courts  of  Law. 
There  is  no  matter  in  which  this  House 
more  easily  goes  astray  than  in  attempt- 
ing to  decide  on  questions  of  technical 
legality  or  illegality.    I  will  only  refer 
to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
now  sits  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  to    show    how  far  astray  this 
House  may  go  when  it  attempts  to  de- 
cide on  what  is  and  what  is  not  the  law. 
But  I  return  to   the  point   that  hon. 
Members  who  sit  below  the  Gangway 
are  hardly  an  adequate  tribunal  to  de- 
cide how  far  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
should  be  extended  and  exactly  what 
abatement  of  rent  should  be  granted  by 
landlords.    I  admit  and  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  when  he  said  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  not  been  very  widely  put 
into  execution.     Its  importance  so  far 
has  been  considerably  exaggerated,  and 
I  believe  that,  if  confined  within   the 
present  limits,  it  is  at  at  any  rate  toler- 
able ;  but  its  further  extension  is  politi- 
cally impossible,  because  it  must  neces- 
sarily lead  to  the  ousting  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
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below    the    Ganerway    and   other  hon. 
Members  of  the  National  League  in  Ire- 
land.    That  may  be  a  very  desirable 
result,     but    it    is     a     result     which 
should  be  obtained    with  the    consent 
of  Ghreat  Britain  and  by  the  action  of 
this  House.    I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the   late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  whether  they  con- 
sider Nationalist  Members  for  Ireland 
are  the  right  tribunal  to  whom  questions 
of  the  amount  of  abatement  of  rent 
should  be  referred.    I  think  my  ques- 
tion is  answered  when  I  refer  to  the  fact 
that  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  intro- 
duced concurrently  with  the  Home  Bule 
Bill,  a  Bill  for  settling  the  Irish  Land 
Question.    I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should  go  as  far  as  these  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  have  gone  in 
their  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  leaving 
the  Land  Question  to  be  settled  by  Irish- 
men   themselves;    because,   supposing 
such  a  Legislative  Body  as  was  then 
proposed  to  be  established  in  Ireland, 
there  would  be  a  minority  representation 
in  that  Body  of  Gentlemen  who  now  sit 
opposite ;  and  a  House  so  formed  would 
be  representative  of  Irish  opinion  as  a 
whole,  and  would  be  a  proper  body  to 
deal  with  the  Irish  Land  Question,  and 
with  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of 
abatements  in  accordance  with  general 
Irish  opinion  as  a  whole.  Now,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
whom  I  last  referred  is  thoroughly  sen- 
sible to  that  difficulty,  and  we   can, 
therefore,  quite  understand  why,  when 
he  came  down  the  other  night  to  this 
House  and  was  called  on  by  daily  news- 
papers and  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
opposite  to  curse  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
he  did  not  see  his  way  to  play  tbe  part 
of  Balaam,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  leavo 
it  to  other  hon.  Members  of  this  House  to 
play  the  part  of  Balaam's  ass.    But  if 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  cannot  be  allowed 
by  any  British  GKovemment  which  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  state  of  Ireland  to  de- 
velop itself  in  any  great  degree,  it  does 
not  at  all  follow  that  we  can  endorse  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  contained  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
How  do  they  propose  to  deal  with  this 
difficulty  in  Lieland  ?    They  propose  to 
deal  witii  it  by  a  reform  of  legal  pro- 
cedure.   By  that  reform  they  thmk  they 
can  crush  out  this  movement.     Beallj 
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that  proposal  of  theirs  is  not  directed  at 
outrages,  because  they  themselves  admit 
there  are  fewer  outrages  in  Ireland  than 
there  were  a  year  ago.     There  is  no 
such  state  of  things  in  Ireland  as  calls 
for  any  extension  of  the  power  of  the 
Criminal  Law  to  deal  with  outrages.  Out- 
rages I  believe  to  be  deplored  Sy  every 
Party  in  this  House — not  by  hon.  Qentle- 
men  opposite  alone,  but  by  the  Nationa- 
list Members  for  Ireland  themselves. 
And  if  they  have  not  always  in  clear  and 
strong  terms  condemned  outrages,  I  be- 
lieve they,  as  we  do,  in  their  hearts  de- 
plore them.    I  would  remind  hon.  [Gen- 
tlemen that  in  times  of  revolution — and 
it  is  impossible  to  disguise  the  fact  that 
these  are  times  of  revolution  in  Ireland 
— no  Party  has  ever  been  found  in  any 
country  to  do  the  full  extent  of  its  duty 
by  denouncing   those    deplorable  acts 
which  may  indirectly  have  conduced  to 
its  own  interest.     I  will  only  quote  the 
well-known  instance  of  the  struggle  for 
Italian    independence,    and    ask    hon. 
Gentlemen  whether  they  do  not  well  re- 
member that  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
a  condemnation  of  the  Orsini  plot  and 
other  like  deeds  by  the  Mnzzinian  party; 
and  that  after  independence  had  been 
obtained  the  reactionary  Party  winked 
at  and  covertlv  assisted  a  system  of  bri- 
gandage which  involved  horrors  before 
which  the    worst  cases  of  outrage  in 
Ireland  are  as  nothing.    It  does  not 
follow  that  because  hon.  Gentlemen  be- 
low the  Gangway  had  not  made  up  their 
minds  to  the  strong  condemnation  which 
it  was  their  duty  to  utter  of  brutal  and 
gross  outrages,  which  struck  not  at  the 
political  system  which  they  wished  to 
attack,  but  at  innocent  and  poor  tenants 
themselves — it  does  not  follow  that  they 
were  not  absolutely  bound  in  duty  to  do 
so,  and  that  we  should  not  be  equally 
bound.      But    this    proposal    for    the 
Amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law  is  not 
aimed  at  outrage.    It  is  aimed  at  the 
political  and  social  state  in  Ireland,  and 
therefore  we  are  entitled  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  oven  while  we  cannot  en- 
dorse the  policy  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.    I  am  not  going  to  dispute  the 
possibilities  of  restoring  order  and  quiet 
in    Ireland    by    the    plan    known    as 
**  Thorough  "—by  measures  of  strong 
coercion— but  I  venture  to  deny    the 
practicability  of  that  method,  not  the 
physical  or  moral  impossibility,  as  the  his- 
tory of  Europe,  not  to  say  of  the  world. 


shows,  but  its  impracticability,  owing  to 
the  character  and  opinion  of  the  great 
body  of  the  electors  of  Great  Britain.   It 
is  impossible  for  any  man  to  persuade 
them  to  take    those    measures    which 
would  really  be  necessary  in  order  to 
produce  the  results    desired    by    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.    You  may  repeat 
the  Coercion  Acts  you  have  had  before. 
You  may  make  them  more  stringent; 
but  make  them  as  stringent  as  you  will, 
and  you  will  not  crush  out  the  free  ex- 
pression of  the  opinion  of  Ireland.  We 
have  all  heard  it  suggested  that    an 
Empire  may  be  of  adamant,  but  that  a 
free  Press  will    grind    it    to    powder. 
Now,  in  Ireland  you  have  a  free  Press, 
and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  the  founda- 
tions of  Dublin  Castle  are  of  adamant. 
You  have  to  do  something  more  than 
keep  Ireland  quiet  and  orderly  for  20 
years.    You  have  to  ensure  that  a  new 
generation  will   grow  up  loyal  to  the 
connection  with  Great  Britain.     There- 
fore you  would  need  to  take    inquisi- 
torial measures  in  connection  with  the 
instructions  eiven  in  Irish  schools  and 
with  the  whole  body  of  Irish  youth.     It 
may  be  that    something   of  the    kind 
might  have  been  possible  had  the  Eoman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland  in  past  days 
been  made  to  depend  upon  the  State  for 
support ;  but  the  possibility  of  that  has 
passed  away.    And  even  if  you  were  to 
win  the  Eoman  Catholic  clergy  to  your 
side  you  would  not  produce  the  effect 
yon  desire,  for  I  believe  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  will  allow 
me  to  remark  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  in  Ireland  have  almost  ceased  to 
be  Eoman  Catholic,  and  have   almost 
become  Irish  Catholic.    Therefore  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  Plan  of  Coercion 
can  possibly  produce  the  results  which 
we  all  desire  to  see  in  Ireland.    There  is 
a  second  Plan — that   of  some   of  the 
Radical  section  of  the  Liberal  Unionists. 
That  is  the  settlement  of  the  agrarian 
question  without  in  any  way  satisfying 
the  political  aspirations  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.    I  admit  it  might  be  possible 
to  settle  the  question  by  such  a  com- 
plete confiscation  of  landlords'  interests 
as    would    remove    the  basis   for  any 
agitation  in  favour  of  political   auto- 
nomy for  that  country ;  but  that  would 
be  open  to  the   same  objection — that 
for  this  possible  scheme  it  would  be  as 
impossible  to  find  support  in  the  con* 
stituencies  of  Great  Britain  as  it  would 
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to  fiad  supporfc  for  a  thoroughgoing 
system  of  dealing  with  Ireland  by  a  high 
hand.  Therefore  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  position  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
and  Badical  Members,  who,  as  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Winterbotham) 
tells  uSy  will  under  no  circumstances  ap- 
prove of  coercive  measures,  and  yet  will 
not  give  any  vote  which  will  fulfil  the 
political  desire  of  the  Irish  people,  is  an 
untenable  one.  If  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  continue  the  metaphor  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  tossed  at  his  late  Colleagues 
before  he  left  the  country,  I  should  say 
that  in  driving  a  high-mettled  horse  they 
have  thrown  &e  reins  on  his  neck,  and 
have  flung  away  whip  and  spur,  and 
then  they  have  hallooed  it  in  terms  only 
heard  from  a  Spanish  muleteer.  The 
position  held  by  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
leads  me  to  hope  that  with  the  adoption 
of  more  conciliatory  language  than  we 
hear,  especially  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  senior  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, they  may  be  induced  to  accept  such 
a  measure  of  Homo  Rule  as  will  really 
satisfy  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish  people 
themselves,  whilst  being  acceptable  to 
the  great  majority  uf  the  Members  and 
the  Liberal  Party  throughout  Gkeat 
Britain.  I  do  not  think  the  way  to  en- 
.Bure  that  result  is  continually  to  taunt 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  thought 
it  their  duty  to  vote  against  the  late 
measure  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ; 
but  without  attempting  any  compromise, 
without  giving  up  any  of  the  points 
that  were  settled  at  the  Leeds  Confe- 
rence, to  treat  them  in  the  most  friendly 
way,  and  to  induce  them  gradually  to 
return  to  the  great  body  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  which  they  left  hurriedly  perhaps, 
but  conscientiously.  Now,  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  whilst  I  have  been  obliged  to 
refuse  assent  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
that  does  not  involve  the  necessity  of 
expressing  no  sympathy  with  the  tenants 
of  Glenbeigh.  It  nas  been  conceded  on 
both  sides  of  this  House  that  the  Glen- 
beigh Question  is  not  involved  in  that  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  believe  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  last  Session  would  not  have 
dealt  with  the  people  of  Glenbeigh.  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Kossendale  (The  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  that  if  you  remove  land- 
lords altogether  the  question  of  the  con- 
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gested  districts  of  the  West  of  Ireland 
would  still  remain,  and  some  scheme  of 
migration  or  emigration  is  the  ouly  way 
to  remove  them  from  their  present 
miserable  plight.  But  I  hold  this  to  be 
another  argument  in  favour  of  Home 
Bule.  What  raises  the  great  difEculty 
in  the  way  of  the  acceptance  by  the  Irish 
people  of  a  scheme  of  emigration  now  ? 
It  is  that  it  is  proposed  by  those  whom 
they  do  not  believe  to  be  their  friends, 
and  that  their  schemes  are  nearly  always 
opposed  by  the  men  in  whom  they  put 
trust  and  confidence.  Grant  Home 
Bule,  and  then  I  say  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  having  become 
Members  of  a  Legislative  Body  for  Ire* 
land,  will  be  prepared  to  adopt  such 
reasonable  measures  of  migration  and 
emigration  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  that  without 
the  slightest  suspicion  of  it  being  hostile 
to  the  interests  of  these  poor  tenants. 
The  difficulty  now  existing,  of  making 
local  bodies  or  any  bodies  that  may  be 
constituted  work  together  with  the 
Imperial  Government,  will  then  be  re- 
moved. The  very  fact  of  local  authori- 
ties needing  to  .apply  to  Government  in 
the  way  of  receiving  loans,  or  putting 
them  in  communication  with  the  Colonies 
and  other  countries  to  which  they  may 
wish  to  emigrate,  would  in  itself  be  a 
guarantee — not  a  paper  guarantee— but 
one  of  the  material  guarantees  that 
under  a  local  Legislature  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  would  be  wisely  conducted. 

Mb.  smith -BARRY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  that,  as  one  of  the  few  Irish  land- 
lords who  had  a  seat  in  the  House,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
question  before  them.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  argue  as  to  the  legality  or  lUe* 
gality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign;  he 
would  only  observe  that  it  was  enough 
for  him  to  know  that  the  great  majority 
of  those  who  had  considei^  the  matter 
from  a  legal  point  of  view  deemed  it  an 
illegal  combination,  and  those  who  had 
studied  the  Ten  Commandments  deemed 
it  an  immoral  one.  [''  No,  no !  "]  He 
proposed,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  application  of  the  Plan,  and  to 
give  a  few  instances  of  the  terms  offered 
by  landlords  in  the  South  of  Irdand 
against  whom  that  Plan  had  been  pat 
into  operation.  They  had  been  onal- 
lenged  by  hon.  G^enUeinen  opposite  to 
deny  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
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been  applied  only  to  esiates  on  which 
the  landlords  had  declined  to  deal  justly 
with  their  tenants.  He  hoped  to  be  able 
to  show  that  that  statement  was  abso- 
lutely incorrect,  and  must  be  i^lowed  to 
express  his  disapproval  of  the  manner 
in  which  certain  Irish  Members  had  in- 
terfered with  tenants  to  prevent  them 
paying  rents  even  ih  a  considerably  re- 
duced form.  He  would  take,  first  of  all, 
the  case  of  the  Ponsonby  estate,  which 
was  one  of  the  first  to  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  applied.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  the  other  night  (Mr. 
Lane)  said  that  it  was  only  brought 
into  operation  against  absentee  land- 
lords, or  mainly  so ;  and  he  had  been 
good  enough  to  state  that  the  majority 
ot  the  Oounty  Cork*]andlords  had  acted 
with  justness  and  fairness ;  and  the  hon. 
Oentieman  did  him  the  honour  to  single 
him  out  as  one  who  had  given  reasonable 
reductions,  and  against  whom  it  was  un- 
necessary to  proceed  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  In  the  Ponsonby  case,  the 
tenants  demanded  25  percent  on  judicial 
rents  and  35  per  cent  on  non-judicial. 
They  were  offered  10  per  cent  on  judi- 
cial and  20  percent  on  non-judicial  rents; 
and  the  landlord  himself  told  him  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  that  he  had  given  instruc- 
tions to  his  agent  to  make  exceptional 
allowances  in  exceptional  cases.  If  these 
instructions  never  reached  the  tenants  of 
the  estate,  it  was  because  hon.  Members 
stepped  in  so  hastily,  so  anxious  were 
they  to  try  this  new  weapon  —  ["No, 
no !"] — that  they  never  allowed  time  to 
see  whether  Mr.  Ponsonby  or  his  agent 
was  .prepared  to  act  generously  or  not. 
On  Ijady  Kingston's  estate,  the  tenants 
had  been  offered  a  reduction  of  from  10 
to  20  per  cent  on  a  sliding  scale ;  but  they 
had  demanded  a  general  reduction  of  20 
per  cent,  and  because  their  demands  were 
not  acceded  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  put  into  operation,  and  threatening 
notices  were  posted  all  over  the  estate. 
Beyond  that,  the  people  were  summoned 
to  attend  meetings  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  resist  what  was  called  land- 
lord tyranny  by  adopting  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Bills  were  circulated  headed 
"Boycott,  boycott,  boycott,"  showing 
that  boycotting  was  not  yet  done  away 
with.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Leader*s 
estate  the  tenants  had  been  dealt  with 
with  peculiar  liberality,  an  abatement 
of  12^  per  cent  which  was  given  in 
famine  time  of  1849  being  continued 


to  the  present  day;  but  the  tenants 
had  insisted  upon  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  upon  the  judicial  rents,  and  in  de- 
fault of  the  landlord,  who  resided  upon 
the  estate,  accepting  their  terms,  the 
Plan  of  Campaif^n  was  adopted.  In  the 
case  of  the  O'Ghrady  estate,  in  County 
Limerick,  which  had  formerly  produced 
£2,000  per  annum,  the  rental  of  the 
estate  had  been  reduced,  by  a  valuer 
appointed  by  the  tenants  themselves,  to 
£1,712.  Mr.  O'Ghrady  was  not  an  Eng- 
lishman, and  he  was  not  an  absentee. 
His  land  was  the  best  in  Ireland,  and 
yet  upon  this  estate  occurred  the  case  of 
the  celebrated  Moroney,  who  had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  contempt  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy.  The  Poor  Law  valuation 
of  Moroney's  land  was  £73,  and  yet  his 
rent  was  only  £63  15«.,  upon  which  his 
landlord  offered  him  an  abatement  of 
25  per  cent,  which  was  refused,  and  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  put  into  opera- 
tion. These  figures  showed  that  the 
statement  of  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  only  put 
into  operation  in  cases  where  the  ten- 
ants had  been  unable  to  obtain  fair 
reductions,  was  inaccurate.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Plan  was  adopted  only 
against  the  weak,  and  only  in  those 
cases  where  victory  was  tolerably  cer- 
tain. Out  of  the  four  cases  he  had  men- 
tioned one  of  the  landlords  lived  some 
distance  from  his  estates,  and  was  not 
able  consequently  to  make  arrangements 
with  his  tenants  in  time,  although,  in 
previous  years,  he  had  granted  con- 
siderable reductions;  and  in  two  other  in- 
stances ladies  were  the  victims,  probably 
because  they  were  not  so  likely  to  resist 
as  well  as  men.  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
was,  in  reality,  adopted  not  to  obtain 
justice  for  the  tenants,  but  because  it 
offered  a  means  of  attacking  landlords  as 
such.  It  was  part  of  a  scheme  to  bring 
landlords  to  their,  knees,  and  to  drive 
them  from  the  country,  as  the  Pamellite 
Members  knew  well  that,  with  all  their 
faults  and  weaknesses,  they  were  still 
looked  upon  as  an  important  factor  in 
the  country,  and  as  a  considerable  ob- 
stacle to  the  repeal  of  the  Union. 

Mb.  STOKEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  have 
listened  with  much  pleasure — and  it  is 
always  a  pleasure  for  me  to  do  so — to 
the  speech  of  a  high-minded  Irish  land- 
lord, noted  in  his  district  for  strict  honesty 
and  uprightness  towards  his  tenants,  and 
am  able  to  agree  with  a  great  deal  of 
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to  fiad  support;  for  a  thoroughgoing 
system  of  dealing  with  Ireland  by  a  high 
hand.  Therefore  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  position  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
and  Badical  Members,  who,  as  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Winterbotham) 
tells  us,  will  under  no  circumstances  ap- 
prove of  coercive  measures,  and  yet  will 
not  give  any  vote  which  will  fulfil  the 
political  desire  of  the  Irish  people,  is  an 
untenable  one.  If  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  continue  the  metaphor  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  tossed  at  his  late  Colleagues 
before  he  left  the  country,  I  should  say 
that  in  driving  a  high-mettled  horse  they 
have  thrown  the  reins  on  his  neck,  and 
have  flung  away  whip  and  spur,  and 
then  they  have  hallooed  it  in  terms  only 
heard  from  a  Spanish  muleteer.  The 
position  held  by  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
leads  me  to  hope  that  with  the  adoption 
of  more  conciliatory  language  than  we 
hear,  especially  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  senior  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, they  may  be  induced  to  accept  such 
a  measure  of  Homo  Rule  as  will  really 
satisfy  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish  people 
themselves,  whilst  being  acceptable  to 
the  great  majority  uf  the  Members  and 
the  Liberal  Party  throughout  Gbeat 
Britain.  I  do  not  think  the  way  to  en- 
,Bure  that  result  is  continually  to  taimt 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  thought 
it  their  duty  to  vote  against  the  late 
measure  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ; 
but  without  attempting  any  compromise, 
without  giving  up  any  of  the  points 
that  were  settled  at  the  Leeds  Confe- 
rence, to  treat  them  in  the  most  friendly 
way,  and  to  induce  them  gradually  to 
return  to  the  great  body  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  which  they  left  hurriedly  perhaps, 
but  conscientiously.  Now,  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  whilst  I  have  been  obliged  to 
refuse  assent  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
that  does  not  involve  the  necessity  of 
expressing  no  sympathy  with  the  tenants 
of  Glenbeigh.  It  nas  been  conceded  on 
both  sides  of  this  House  that  the  Glen- 
beigh Question  is  not  involved  in  that  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  believe  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  last  Session  would  not  have 
dealt  with  the  people  of  Glenbeigh.  I 
ag^ee  with  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (The  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  that  if  you  remove  land- 
lords altogether  the  question  of  the  con- 
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gested  districts  of  the  West  of  Ireland 
would  still  remain,  and  some  scheme  of 
migration  or  emigration  is  the  ouly  way 
to  remove  them  from  their  present 
miserable  plight.  But  I  hold  this  to  be 
another  argument  in  favour  of  Home 
Bule.  What  raises  the  great  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  the  acceptance  by  the  Irish 
people  of  a  scheme  of  emigration  now  ? 
It  is  that  it  is  proposed  by  those  whom 
they  do  not  believe  to  be  their  friends, 
and  that  their  schemes  are  nearly  always 
opposed  by  the  men  in  whom  they  put 
trust  and  confidence.  Gxant  Home 
Kule,  and  then  I  say  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  having  become 
Members  of  a  Legislative  Body  for  Ire- 
land,  will  be  prepared  to  adopt  such 
reasonable  measures  of  migration  and 
emigration  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  that  without 
the  slightest  suspicion  of  it  being  hostile 
to  the  interests  of  these  poor  tenants. 
The  difficulty  now  existing,  of  making 
local  bodies  or  any  bodies  that  may  be 
constituted  work  together  with  the 
Imperial  Government,  will  then  be  re- 
moved. The  very  fact  of  local  authori- 
ties needing  to ,  apply  to  Gx>vornment  in 
the  way  of  receiving  loans,  or  putting 
them  in  communication  with  the  Colonies 
and  other  countries  to  which  they  may 
wish  to  emigrate,  would  in  itself  be  a 
guarantee — not  a  paper  guarantee — but 
one  of  the  matexdal  guarantees  that 
under  a  local  Legislature  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  would  be  wisely  conducted. 

Mb.  SBilTH-BAERY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  that,  as  one  of  the  few  Irish  land- 
lords who  had  a  seat  in  the  House,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
question  before  them.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose  to  argue  as  to  the  legality  or  ille- 
gality of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  he 
would  only  observe  that  it  was  enoup^h 
for  him  to  know  that  the  great  majority 
of  those  who  had  considered  the  matter 
from  a  legal  point  of  view  deemed  it  an 
illegal  combination,  and  those  who  had 
studied  the  Ten  Commandments  deemed 
it  an  immoral  one.  [*'  No,  no !  "]  He 
proposed,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  application  of  the  Plan,  and  to 
give  a  few  instances  of  the  terms  offered 
by  landlords  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
against  whom  that  Plan  had  been  put 
into  operation.  They  had  been  onBl- 
lenged  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
deny  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
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been  applied  only  to  esiates  on  which 
the  lanalords  had  declined  to  deal  justly 
with  their  tenants.  He  hoped  to  be  able 
to  show  that  that  statement  was  abso- 
lutely incorrect,  and  must  be  allowed  to 
express  his  disapproval  of  the  manner 
in  which  certain  Irish  Members  had  in- 
terfered with  tenants  to  prevent  them 
paying  rents  even  ih  a  considerably  re- 
duced form.    He  would  take,  first  of  all, 
the  case  of  the  Ponsonby  estate,  which 
was  one  of  the  first  to  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  applied.   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  the  other  night  (Mr. 
Lane)  said  that  it  was  only  brought 
into  operation  against  absentee  land- 
lords, or  mainly  so ;  and  he  had  been 
good  enough  to  state  that  the  majority 
of  the  Oounty  Cork*]andlords  had  acted 
with  justness  and  fairness ;  and  the  hon. 
Oentleman  did  him  the  honour  to  single 
him  out  as  one  who  had  given  reasonable 
reductions,  and  against  whom  it  was  un- 
necessary to  proceed  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.    In  the  Ponsonby  case,  the 
tenants  demanded  26  per  cent  on  judicial 
rents  and  35  per  cent  on  non-judicial. 
They  were  offered  10  per  cent  on  judi- 
cial and  20  per  cent  on  non-judicial  rents ; 
and  the  landlord  himself  told  him  (Mr. 
Bmith-Barry)  that  he  had  given  instruc- 
tions to  his  agent  to  make  exceptional 
allowances  in  exceptional  cases.  If  these 
instructions  never  reached  the  tenants  of 
the  estate,  it  was  because  hon.  Members 
stepped  in  so  hastily,  so  anxious  were 
they  to  try  this  new  weapon  —  [**No, 
no !"] — ^that  they  never  allowed  time  to 
see  whether  Mr.  Ponsonby  or  his  agent 
was*prepared  to  act  generously  or  not. 
On  liady  Kingston's  estate,  the  tenants 
had  been  offered  a  reduction  of  from  10 
to  20  per  cent  on  a  sliding  scale ;  but  they 
had  demanded  a  general  reduction  of  20 
per  cent,  and  because  their  demands  were 
not  acceded  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  put  into  operation,  and  threatening 
notices  were  posted  all  over  the  estate. 
Beyond  that,  the  people  were  summoned 
to  attend  meetings  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  resist  what  was  called  land- 
lord tyranny  by  adopting  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Bills  were  circulated  headed 
"Boycott,   boycott,   boycott,"  showing 
that  boycotting  was  not  yet  done  away 
with.     In   the   case   of  Mr.  Leader's 
estate  the  tenants  had  been  dealt  with 
with  pecoliar  liberality,  an  abatement 
of  \^\  per  cent  which  was  given  in 
famine  time  of  1849  being  continued 


to  the  present  day;  but  the  tenants 
had  insisted  upon  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  upon  the  judicial  rents,  and  in  de- 
fault of  the  landlord,  who  resided  upon 
the  estate,  accepting  their  terms,  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted.  In  the 
case  of  the  O'Orady  estate,  in  County 
Limerick,  which  had  formerly  produced 
£2,000  per  annum,  the  rental  of  the 
estate  had  been  reduced,  by  a  valuer 
appointed  by  the  tenants  themselves,  to 
£1,712.  Mr.  O'Orady  was  not  an  Eng- 
lishman, and  he  was  not  an  absentee. 
His  land  was  the  best  in  Ireland,  and 
yet  upon  this  estate  occurred  the  case  of 
the  celebrated  Moroney,  who  had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  contempt  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy.  The  Poor  Law  valuation 
of  Moroney's  land  was  £73,  and  yet  his 
rent  was  only  £63  15«.,  upon  which  his 
landlord  offered  him  an  abatement  of 
25  per  cent,  which  was  refused,  and  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  put  into  opera- 
tion. These  figures  showed  that  the 
statement  of  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  only  put 
into  operation  in  cases  where  the  ten- 
anls  had  been  unable  to  obtain  fair 
reductions,  was  inaccurate.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Plan  was  adopted  only 
against  the  weak,  and  only  in  those 
oases  where  victory  was  tolerably  cer- 
tain. Out  of  the  four  cases  he  had  men- 
tioned one  of  the  landlords  lived  some 
distance  from  his  estates,  and  was  not 
able  consequently  to  make  arrangements 
with  his  tenants  in  time,  although,  in 
previous  years,  he  had  granted  con- 
siderable reductions;  and  in  two  other  in- 
stances ladies  were  the  victims,  probably 
because  they  were  not  so  likely  to  resist 
as  well  as  men.  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
was,  in  reality,  adopted  not  to  obtain 
justice  for  the  tenants,  but  because  it 
offered  a  means  of  attacking  landlords  as 
such.  It  was  pairt  of  a  scheme  to  bring 
landlords  to  their,  knees,  and  to  drive 
them  from  the  country,  as  the  Pamellite 
Members  knew  well  that,  with  all  their 
faults  and  weaknesses,  they  were  still 
looked  upon  as  an  important  factor  in 
the  country,  and  as  a  considerable  ob- 
stacle to  the  repeal  of  the  Union. 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland)  :  I  have 
listened  with  much  pleasure — and  it  is 
always  a  pleasure  for  me  to  do  so — to 
the  speech  of  a  high-minded  Irish  land- 
lord, noted  in  hisdistrict  for  strict  honesty 
and  uprightness  towards  his  tenants,  and 
am  able  to  agree  with  a  great  deal  of 
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wliat  the  hon.  Member  for  Sooth  Hunts 
(Mr.  Smith-Barry)  said.  Bat  there  was, 
howerer,  a  final  remark  he  made  which 
struck  me  as  rather  going:  beyond  the 
fact.  He  said  that  this  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign was  an  attack  on  thelrishlandlords 
**  as  such.''  Now,  may  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  where  he  has  been  attacked  in 
that  manner  ?  No  attack  has  been  made 
upon  him,  because  in  his  personal  rela- 
tions with  his  tenants  he  has  remem- 
bered not  only  what  was  due  to  himself, 
but  what  was  due  to  them.  He  com- 
plained  of  hon.  Members  for  Ireland 
because  they  are  active.  I  wish  I  were 
not  able  to  return  the  compliment  to 
him,  and  I  warn  him  that  in  his  personal 
relations  with  his  tenants  he  may  do 
weU,  but  as  President  of  the  Patriotic 
League— or  whatever  it  is  called  in  Cork, 
he  knows,  and  no  man  knows  better, 
that  he  has,  as  President,  supported  the 
actions  of  men,  which  actions,  indiri- 
dually,  he  would  scorn  to  commit.  Sir, 
I  am  sensible  of  the  kindness  of  the 
House  in  permitting  me  to  speak  at  all 
on  this  subject,  and  I  promise  the  House 
not  to  speak  at  any  great  length,  and  to 
address  myself  immediately  to  the 
Question  before  us.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess who  spoke  earlier  in  the  Debate 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  made  a 
challenge  not  only  to  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
but  also  to  the  Liberal  and  Kadical 
Members  in  this  House,  to  pronounce 
their  opinions  upon  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. I  feel  that  I  need  have  no 
hesitation  in  accepting  the  challenge 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  being  a  Home 
Buler  when  it  was  not  a  fashion- 
able thing  to  be  one.  I  was  one 
of  the  five  English  Members  to  stand 
up  in  support  of  Home  Eule  when 
it  was  not  supported  as  it  is  now, 
and  I  shall  accept  the  challenge,  and  as 
an  English  Member  and  a  Home  Kuler, 
I  say  what  I  think  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.^  Now,  Sir,  I  may  say  in  a 
word  that  I  \  should  be  in  favour  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  if  it  were  not  that 
I  have  an  old-fashioned  prejudice  in 
favour  of  the  Ten  Commandments 
[  **  Hear,  hear  I"  ]  Very  strange  doc- 
trines and  strange  declarations  have 
been  indulged  in  during  the  present 
debate  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  listened  the  other  night  to  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  -  Lefevre) 
who  was  selected  to  occupy  a   distin- 
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guished  position  in  the  late  Qovem- 
ment.  He  told  us  that  he  doubted 
the  expediency  of  resorting  to  repres- 
sive legislation  before  remedial  measures 
were  introduced.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  present  diffi- 
culty of  the  Irish  landlords ;  and  he  said 
that  Lord  Dillon,  and  persons  of  that 
type,  ought  to  be  thankhil  and  grateful 
that  they  had  been  permitted  to  receive 
80  per  cent  of  their  rents.  [''Hear, 
hear ! "]  That  was  a  specimen  of  the 
opinions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford,  who  had 
filled  the  Office  of  Postmaster  General. 
WeU,  Sir,  I  listened  with  amazement  to 
such  a  speech  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  five  years  before  I 
heard  him  make  a  precisely  opposite 
speech;  and  I  comforted  myself  with 
this  conclusion — that  if  I  live  for  another 
five  years,  and  circumstances  diould 
alter  again,  I  might  happen  to  hear  tJie 
original  speech  frx>m  the  original  man. 
Well,  I  have  heard  also  the  opinion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley)  upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign^or, 
rather,  I  have  not  heard  his  opinion. 
I  do  not  wish  to  indulge  in  more 
criticism  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  than 
the  occasion  demands,  because,  if  I 
understand  matters  aright,  if  there  is 
a  man  who  has  a  difficult  position 
to  maintain  at  the  present  time  it 
is  my  right  hon.  Fnend.  When  I 
heard  and  read  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  it  put  me  in  mind  of  what 
has  happened  to  me,  when  I  go  away 
from  this  House  and  indulge  in  a  ^ttle 
fishing — ^if  the  House  cares  to  take  an 
interest  in  the  matter.  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  re> 
mind  me  of  my  position  on  a  suanj 
morning,  when  I  went  fishing — when  I 
did  not  know  whether  to  put  on  a 
fly  or  put  on  a  worm.  [Loud  Umghtm^.^ 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  yet  to  hear« 
I  hope,  a  more  authoritative  deliveranoe 
from  the  Front  Bench  of  the  liberal  Op- 
position. If  it  be  a  fact,  whidi  I  hear  to- 
night, that  the  right  hon.  Gmitleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  not  to  take 

S  art  in  this  debate  before  its  close,  I  shall 
eplore  it  very  much ;  for  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  here,  and  he  foronce  lis- 
tened to  my  words,  I  should  venture  to  say 
that  he  should  take  and  express  a  larger 
view  of  this  question  than  is  bounded  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  present.  We  dbooldi 
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on  this  side,  beware  of  the  inclined  plane 
spoken  of  in  connection  with  the  French 
Bevolntion^it  is  easy,  once  you  get  on  it, 
to  slide  into  disorder  and  anarchy.  Oon- 
nivance  at  evil  brings  after  it  a  subjec- 
tion to  eyil;  and  if  the  late  Prime 
Minister  were  here  I  would  have  him  say 
once,  and  once  for  all,  and  so  affirm  an 
old  Radical  principle — that  what  is 
morally  wrong  cannot  be  politically 
right.  We  have  had  strange  declara- 
tions and  strange  expressions  of  opinion 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  My  hon. 
Friend — who,  I  may  almost  say,  ouffht 
to  be  right  hon. — ^the  senior  Member 
for  Normampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has 
said,  in  his  lordly  way,  that  the  action 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  ex- 
actly like  the  action  of  trades  union- 
ism in  this  country,  and  another  hon. 
Gentleman  has  expressed  strange  doc- 
trines— ^I  mean  the  hon.  Member  who 
defeated  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer at  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace^  and  so 
got  him  returned  for  8t.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  in  a  constituency,  I  under- 
stand, where  there  is  not  a  single  Board 
School ;  and  this  may  explain  the  action 
of  the  constituency  yesterday.  Well, 
this  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  who 
is  a  clergyman — [Crw#  of  **No!"  and 
**A  lawyer!"]  —  oh,  he  was  once  a 
clergyman ;  and  we  know  it  is  said.  Once 
a  pnest  always  a  priest.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman represents  a  Scotch  constituency, 
he  is  a  Scotchman,  and  he  has  ex- 
pressed moral  views  calculated  to  make 
the  bones  of  John  Knox  turn  in  their 
coffin.  I  entirely  repudiate  that  state- 
ment ;  and  I  feel  anxious  to  do  so — the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  the  Eng- 
lisn  Trades  Unions.  I  cannot  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  could 
have  spoken  with  anything  like  accurate 
knowledge  of  English  trades  unions 
and  what  they  do.  English  working 
men  combine,  and  they  do  well  to  com- 
bine; Irish  tenants  combine,  and  they 
also  do  well;  English  workmen  as- 
sist eadi  other — those  that  require  help 
receiving  it,  and  thereby  they  do  well. 
The  Irish  tenants  who  are  better  off 
ought  to  help  those  who  are  worse  off. 
ICriet  of  •*  They  do."]  Yes ;  but  they 
ought  to  do  it  out  of  their  own  pockets. 
They  do,  says  an  hon.  Member ;  well, 
let  me  argue  the  point.  Here  is  a  tenant 


I  who  has  contracted  to  pay  a  rent;,  and 
he  cannot  pay  it.  There  can  be  no 
moral  obligation  to  pay  if  he  cannot. 
With  his  inability  expires  the  moral  ob- 
ligation imtil  he  is  able.  But  there  is 
another  tenant  who  says  he  can  pay,  and 
that  he  ought  to  pay,  80  per  cent,  and 
there  is  another  tenant  who  save,  ''lean 
pay  all."  I  heard  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  in 
this  House  the  other  night,  and  I  have 
heard  others  say,  that  there  were  tenants 
who  could  pay  fmd  who  did  not  pay,  and 
the  hon.  Member  said  he  advised  them 
not  to  pay.  I  would  not  speak  in  the 
language  of  passion  or  as  a  politician 
on  that  matter — ^I  would  speak  seriously, 
as  a  man  to  men  who  Know  how  the 
fabric  of  society  is  built  up  and  how 
it  is  destroyed.  I  would  say  to  you 
that  if  you  once  admit  the  contention 
that  a  man  may  refuse  his  legal 
obligations  when  he  admits  they  are 
just— I*' No,  no!"]  Ah,  but  that  is 
the  point.  f/'Oh,  oh!"]  I  challenge 
my  non.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo — I  will  take  my  answer  from  him. 
When  he  said  in  this  House  the  other* 
night  that  he  advised  tenants  who  could 
pay  not  to  pay,  did  he  mean  only  those 
who  had  unjust  rents  ?  [Mr.  Dillon  : 
Most  certainly.]  Then,  if  I  can  pay, 
and  I  have  made  the  bargain  honestly— 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  There  is  no  con- 
tract.] There  is  no  contract;  well,  let 
me  examine  that  point  before  the  other. 
There  was  no  contract.  They  say  the 
Court  made  the  contract.  Well,  but  did 
not  the  two  parties  accept  the  contract  ? 
["  Oh,  oh !" j  I  say  they  did.  But  let 
us  examine  the  other  side  of  the  con- 
tract. It  appears  that  the  contract, 
being  made  by  the  Court,  and  in  fact 
accepted  by  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
things  have  turned  out  badly  for  the 
tenant.  Suppose  the  opposite  had  hap- 
pened, or  suppose  some  catastrophe  had 
swept  away  the  corn  lands  of  America 
and  India.  [Oh,  oh !"]  I  dare  say  I 
am  putting  the  case  more  strongly  than 
it  need  be  jnit.  Well,  let  my  Friends 
be  patient  with  me.  Many  a  time  they 
have  cheered  me.  I  say  that,  suppose 
from  Eome  circumstance  the  fact  turned 
out  the  other  way.  Suppose  that  after 
the  contract  was  made  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce  had  gone  up,  and  as  a 
consequence  the  tenants  had  ^ot  much 
more  for  the  sale  of  their  produce  than 
ever  they  had  expected — would  those 
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Hon.  OenUemen  have  admitted  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  take  the  higher 
profit  the  tenant  had  made  under  the 
contract  ?  If  they  would  not,  how  can 
they  maintain  the  opposite?  But  I 
return  to  the  point  I  was  on.  As  I 
understand  the  r*lan  of  Campaign — and 
I  know  I  understand  it — it  is  in  Ireland 
not  merely  tenants  who  could  not  pay, 
not  merely  tenants  who  are  rack-rented, 
but  tenants  who  could  pay,  who  are  ad- 
vised not  to  pay.  ["  No,  no !";]  WeU, 
at  any  rate,  that  is  my  proposition.  I 
say,  according  to  my  understanding  and 
my  reading,  tenants  who  could  pay  all 
or  who  could  pay  part  have  not  paid, 
and  have  been  sustained  in  not  paying, 
in  order  to  help  their  brothers.  If  the 
tenants  who  could  pay  had  paid  their 
rents,  and  had  subscribed  out  of  their 
own  pockets  to  help  their  brethren, 
that  would  have  been  on  an  equality 
with  trades  unionism.  The  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
amounted  to  thiS|  that  if  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  not  legal,  it  ought  to  be 
made  legal,  and  that  if  it  was  not 
moral  it  ought  to  be  moral,  and  he 
complained  that  in  England  trade 
unionists  might  do  what  they  were  not 
allowed  to  do  in  L*eland.  No  trade 
union  I  was  ever  connected  with,  or 
ever  heard  of,  proceeded  to  combine 
without  first  of  all  fulfilling  its  legal 
obligations.  ['*0b,  oh!"l  If  the  ship- 
wrights of  Sunderland  strike,  this  is 
what  they  do .  first :  they  work  out 
their  legal  notice,  they  fulfil  their  legal 
obUntions;  and  if  they  do  not,  the 
Enfflish  law  steps  in  and  makes  them. 
And  I  say  that  until  Irishmen  put 
themselves  in  that  position  they  cannot 
sajr  they  are  on  an  equality  wim  trades 
unions  in  England.  I  have  come  de- 
liberately to  the  conclusion  that  what 
my  hon.  Friends  from  Ireland  have  sug- 
gested under  the  stress  of  circumstances 
may  be  legal  or  not,  I  cannot  tdl ;  that 
it  must  be  left  to  a  Court  and  a  jnxy, 
and  I  for  one  say  that  a  very 
different  Court  and  a  very  different 
jury  from  what  you  propose  on  Mon- 
day will  be  necessary  to  satisfy  me ; 
but  that  it  is  morally  wrong  I  cannot 
for  a  moment,  in  my  innermost  con- 
science, doubt.  And  I  say  it  is  the 
business  of  Radicals,  who  have  al- 
ways preached  the  doctrine  that  poli- 
tical right  should  be  founded  on  moral 
right,  to  atand  op  here  and  tell  the 
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Front  Bench  that  if  they  want  to  win 
the  Home  Bule  fight — and  they  did 
not  lose  by  many  last  time— »they  must 
take  account  of  the  existence  in  every 
constituency  in  England  of  a  lar^e 
amount  of  public  opinion,  of  Dis- 
senters and  Churchmen  both|  who  really 
do  believe  in  the  Ten  Commandments, 
and  who  want  them  given  effect  to  in 

rlitical  as  well  as  in  daily  life.  [  OAMrt.] 
am  much  obliged  to  my  hon.  Friends 
for  having  chemd  the  sentiments  I 
have  expressed,  and  I  proceed  now  fbr  a 
few  minutes  to  teat  whether  they  cheered 
me  because  they  accepted  my  statement 
as  a  fair  statemeht,  or  whether  they 
cheered  me  because  they  were  de- 
lighted that  a  Badical  should  say 
something  unpleasant  about  his  own 
Leaders.  [Zatigkier  and  **  Hear,  hear ! "] 
If  the  latter,  I  cannot  pretend  to  con- 
tend with  them ;  but,  if  the  former — ^if 
they  really  cheered  me  beoauae  they 
thought  I  waa  expreaaing  my  oonvictaon 
and  me  truth,  I  aak  them  to  permit  me 
for  five  minutea  to  aay  to  them,  as  Eog- 
liahmen  of  perfectly  independent  obarac- 
ter  and  witnout  reference  to  the  effect  it 
may  have  on  the  succeaa  of  Toriea  or  of 
Liberals,  what  may  fairly  be  said  in  be- 
half or  in  extenuation  of  thePian  of  Cam- 
paign. Inthe  first  place,  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  must  admit  thatthe  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign haa  been  practically  aucoaaaful. 
[Lau§hisr.'}  Aye;  I  do  not  laugh  at  the  ai- 
enceof  hon.  Membefaoppoaite,  becanae, 
in  thm  inmost  aoula,  I  Imow  that  they  re- 
joice, as  I  do,  that  in  some  way  or  other 
evictions  have  been  prevented  to  a  large 
extent  in  Ireland  thia  winter.  The  BOMe 
Marqueaa,  in  order  to  prove  that  he  did 

Suite  right  to  reject  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
[ember,  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  laat 
Seaaion,  plumed  himaelf  upon  the  fact 
that  tUnga  had  been  quiet  in  Irelaad, 
that  eviotiona  had  not  t>een  numeroua, 
and  that  there  had  been  very  few  offeocea 
against  the  law.  But  how  much  haa 
that  quietneaa  been  due  to  the  notion  of 
the  Front  Bench  opposite,  and  their 
preeaureon  the  Iriah  landlorda,  and  how 
much  of  their  action — ^their  moat  estva- 
ordinaiy  action— waa  due  to  emulalion 
of  hon.  Membera  near  me  and  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  ?  Thia,  too,  may  be  aaid  for 
the  Plan  of  Campai^  that,  the  evila  of 
Ireland  being  admitted,  if  the  Parlia- 
ment doea  not  act,  and  will  not  aet,  aome 
onemnat.  The  noble  Marqueaa  adnutlad 
to-night  that  our  legialation   waa   be- 
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hindhand.    Everyone  who  writes  on  the 
point  admits  that  our  legislation  always 
has  been  too  late,  and  that,  owing  to 
the  House  alonff  the  corridor,  it  has 
never  been  complete.   The  world  cannot 
stand  still.    Irishmen  cannot  see  their 
friends  die,  or  be  turned  out  of  their  hold- 
ings, till  a  Tory  (Government  makes  up  its 
mind.  I  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  theMem- 
ber  for  East  Mayo  that  I  disapproved  of 
the  Plan  of  Oampaim ;  but  I  have  got 
this  to  say — that  if  I  were  an  Irishman, 
livine  in  Ireland,  and  seeing  these  poor 
people  turned  out  on  the  hill-side,  from 
hoines  which  are  as  much  dieirs  as  their 
landlord's—I  say,  if  I  were  an  Irish- 
man so  circumstanced,  it  would  go  very 
bard  with  me.    I  should  feel,  perhaps, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
that  I  would  strain  a  point  under  the 
circumstances.      [*'Hear,  hear!"]     I 
do  not,  however,. say  I  would  do  it. 
We    all    know    that    everybody    does 
break    some    of    the    Ten    Command- 
ments now  and  then,  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  there  are  a  good  many  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
— for  1  have  admired  the  amiable  cha- 
racteristics their  facesdisplay — there  are, 
I  say,  a  great  many  Grentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  who,  if  they   had  seen 
these  deeds  done,  would  have  felt  very 
much  disposed,  like  the  Irish  Members, 
to  go  with  their  people,  and  put  an  end 
to  this  state   of   things  witli    a  high 
hand.    Moreover,  if  the  Irish  tenants 
are  now  stealing,  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo,  whose  nobility  of 
diaraoter  is  recognized  by  every  man  in 
this  House,  wheUier  he  agrees  with  him 
or  not,  if  he  is  to  stand  forward  as  a 
man  who  recognizes  that  they  should 
break  the  Ten  Commandments— I  wish 
to  ask  the  landlords  in  this  House  who 
taught  the  tenants  to  break  the  Ten 
Commandments  ?    What  has  been  done 
in  Ireland  for  the  last  50  years  ?   Why, 
the  Land  Acts  stand  as  a  living  proof 
that  there  has  been  rack-renting,  evic- 
tions, barbarous  thefts  by  law— for  every 
man  who  has  taken  more  than  what  is 
just  from  his  tenant  has  committed  a 
legal  theft.     If  the  tenants,  poor  men 
and  ignorant  men,  have  for  years  and 
generations  seen  their  undoubted  rights 
in  their  property  confiscated  by  the  land- 
lords, are  they  much  to  be  blamed  if 
they  have  learned  the  bad  lesson  ?  I  have 
bedii  very  much  astonished,  8ir,  at  the 
excitement  which  the  evictions  at  Glen- 


beigh  have  caused  in  this  country.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  got  quite  excited 
over  them.  What;  a  house  burned 
down !  A  man  and  wife  and  their  child 
turned  out  on  the  hill-side  in  the  winter ! 
Why,  Sir,  for  50  years,  since  the  Act 
which  deprived  the  Irish  freeholder  of 
his  vote,  the  case  of  Glenbeigh  has  been 
the  case  of  hundreds  of  Irish-tenants  and 
cottagers.  Every  winter,  for  50  years, 
the  flame  of  the  cottage  has  lighted  the 
dark  hill* side ;  and,  what  is  more,  that 
flame  may  be  out  in  Ireland,  but  it  is 
living  in  the  hearts  of  thousands  of 
Irish  men  and  women  in  America.  Can 
you  wonder  at  the  bitterness  which  you 
see  in  these  men's  faces,  when  you  re- 
member the  misery  they  have  gone 
through  and  by  whom  this  bitterness 
has  been  caused.  [''Hear,  hear!"] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  cheered  the  Ten 
Commandments  just  now ;  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments were  made  known  to  men 
through  Moses;  but  a  greater  than 
Moses  gave  us  an  Eleventh  Command- 
ment— **  Love  thy  neighbour  as  thy- 
self." In  other  words — **  Do  unto  others 
as  thou  wouldst  be  done  by ; "  and  I  want 
to  know  is  there  any  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  House,  Irish  landlord  or  anotner,  who 
will  get  up  and  defend  the  evictions  and 
the  burnings  in  mid<winter  that  have 
been  going  on  for  50  years  in  Ireland. 
I  want  him  to  ask  himself  this  ques- 
tion, whether  the  circumstances  of  the 
past,  whoever  may  be  to  blame  for 
them,  are  not  such  as  to  justify  this 
House  in  making  a  supreme  effort  to  put 
an  end  to  miseries  tnat  have  so  long 
afflicted  Ireland  and  disgraced  us.  But 
now  I  want  to  point  more  directly  to  the 
Amendment  before  us.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  in 
so  far  as  it  refers  to  the  past,  does  not 
present  any  particular  attraction  for  me. 
But  penetrated,  as  I  am,  with  a  sense  of 
the  evils  we  have  done  in  Ireland  by 
connivance,  I  want  to  know  whether  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  is  not  the  only 
remedy  &r  the  Uls  of  the  past  and  tho 
difficulties  of  the  present  that  has  been 
presented  to  the  House?  Neither  iii 
the  past  have  we,  nor  in  the  present  and 
future  can  we  satisfy  the  great  wants 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  I  laughed 
when  the  Leader  of  the  Government 
opposite  talked  of  resolute  govern- 
ment for  Ireland  by  the  Conservative 
Party.    I  do  not  often  go  to  the  other 
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House  to  look  at  the  noble  Lords  there ; 
but  I  have  sat  very  quietly  here,  in  a 
position  that  gives  me  good  opportunity 
of  observing  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
occupants  of  the  Front  Bench.  I  look 
at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
kindly,  good-natured,  clever  in  business. 
I  look  again — ^I  am  sorry  not  to  see 
him  present,  as  I  should  like  to  point  the 
moral««I  look  at  the  quivering  lip  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) ; 
I  look  at  the  trembling  hand  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  and  I  think  then 
of  a  resolute  Gt)vemment  from  these 
Gentlemen !  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
is  only  one  resolute  Unionist  in  the 
House  that  I  know,  and  that  is  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  who  sits  below  me.  Give 
him  the  reins,  and  he  will  govern 
on  Strafford*s  plan.  Happy  for  him 
if  he  does  not  meet  with  worse  than 
Strafford's  fate.  ["Oh,  oh!'']  But 
while  the  noble  Marquess  in  the 
other  House  amuses  himself  with  talk- 
ing about  resolute  Government,  there 
are  some  innocent  souls  on  this  side, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Wodehouse),  who  plaintively  cry,  **Let 
us  govern  Ireland  without  reference  to 
Party  divisions."  But  let  the  House 
think  what  meaning  is  there  in  that? 
Here  in  so  trifling  a  matter  as  the 
speech  I  am  allowea  to  make  to-night, 
when  I  said  something  apparently  un- 
pleasant about  a  hon.  Gentleman,  my 
own  Leaders — whom  I  am  glad  to  re- 
cognize as  Leaders — I  hope  they  are  as 
fond  of  their  Follower  as  he  is  of  them 
— when,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
speech,  I  seemed  to  say  something  un- 
pleasant of  them,  it  gave  a  point  to  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  smiles  o'erspread 
the  visages  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Bench  opposite.  It  was  not  because 
what  I  said  was  particularly  true  or 
good;  but  it  was  a  point  against  the 
Party  opposite  to  them.  Then,  again, 
when  I  said  something  about  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  constitute  the 
Government — Well,  I  cannot  say  the 
noble  Marquess  looked  particularly 
happy ;  but  I  noticed  the  faces  of  my 
right  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Morley  and 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  and  I  know  they 
were  not  dissatisfied  at  what  I  had 
said.  After  this  simple  example  of  what 
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goes  on  in  the  House,  there  are  hon. 
Gentlemen  so  particularly  dull  as  to  be- 
lieve that  any  government  of  Ireland 
is  possible  without  reference  to  the 
exigencies  of  Party  here.  No,  Sir, 
depend  upon  it  our  coercive  measures 
have  failed  and  have  embittered  the 
relations  between  the  two  countries; 
our  policy  has  driven  oat  a  whole  nation ; 
our  remedial  measures  have  been  in- 
sufficient; and  our  Party  conflicts  in 
this  House  make  a  continuity  of  reec^te 
government  in  Ireland  an  imposeibiltty. 
I  have  heard  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
say  who  grant  all  this,  that  to  adopt 
Home  Bule  is  the  coonsd  of  despair ; 
but  rather,  I  think,  we  may  call 
that  of  our  opponents  the  ooansri 
of  despair,  when  they  declare  that  the 
resources  of  statesmanship  are  so  feeble, 
that  if  we  do  not  go  on  as  we  are,  we 
must  have  separation — and  better  sepa- 
ration, they  say,  than  Home  Bule.  That, 
I  say,  is  the  counsel  of  despair ;  but  I 
say,  on  the  contrary,  we  have  been  eon- 
tinually  ameliorating  the  condition  of 
the  relations  between  the  two  countries; 
and,  I  believe,  if  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  look  the  thing  fairiy  in  the  face 
with  hon.  Members  here,  ^at  the  great 
scandal  to  the  country,  which  brings  dis- 
grace upon  us  in  the  eyes  of  the  civilised 
world,  might,  by  a  measure  resultiDg 
from  the  combination  of  Parties,  put 
an  end  to  the  miserable  state  of 
things  existing  in  Ireland.  I  want  to 
make  one  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists.  I  do  not  presume  to 
make  any  appeal  to  the  noble  Mazqness, 
because  I  recognise  that  there  is  between 
his  political  opmions  and  mine  so  great 
a  divergence  that  it  would  be  imperti- 
nent to  make  any  appeal  to  him.  Bnt 
there  are  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench — 
or  there  ought  to  be— and  there  are 
sitting  behind  here  a  nnmbev  of  (Gentle- 
men who,  intensely  Liberal,  and  even 
Eadical  in  politics,  yet  feel  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  sustain  the  Conservative  Party 
in  Office.  I  want  to  say  a  word  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen ;  and  I  should  paitica- 
larly  have  liked,  if  the  Leader,  i^o  re- 
presents them,  I  suppose  more  nearly 
than  anyone  else  on  the  Front  Benoh,  had 
been  present,  to  listen  to  my  appeal«-»I 
refer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleiman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain).  The  last  time  I  spoke 
in  the  House,  I  made  some  rather  severe 
remarks  about  that  right  hon.  Gentk- 
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man,  and  I  am  very  much  afraid  pub- 
liolj  in  the  country  and  privately,  too,  I 
have  not  been  guiltless  of  the  same  thing 
on  several  occasions  since.  I  do  not  want 
to  withdraw anyobservaUonsIhave made ; 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  been 
here  to-night,  I  should  have  begged  him, 
by  the  community  of  sentiment  we 
Badicals  possess,  by  our  common  agree- 
ment upon  the  great  measures  which  we 
Eropose,  if  we  can  get  the  power,  to  put 
efore  the  country,  to  take  the  present, 
the  earliest  occasion,  to  bring  to  an  end 
this  conflict  between  himself  and  his 
Friends,  and  let  us  present  to  the  coun- 
try once  again— »as  we  opght  to  present 
— the  spectacle  of  a  united  Radical  Party. 

t"Oh,  oh!"]  I  do  not  wonder  hon. 
[embers  opposite  do  not  particularly  like 
that  tone  of  observation.  They  would 
much  rather  I  should  have  said  as  severe 
things  as  I  could.  [ "  No,  no !  "]  But 
I  give  them  friendly  notice  that  there  is 
a  growing  inclination  amongst  all  Badi- 
caU  to  come  toge&er  on  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  W^st  Birmingham  has  taken  a 
very  self-willed  course.  He  reminds 
me,  in  his  conduct,  of  an  Oxford 
Professor,  of  whom  I  have  heard. 
One  of  the  young  men  in  his  charge 
turned  Catholic,  and  he  was  sum- 
moned, of  course,  before  the  Pro- 
fessor, who  gave  him  a  severe  casti- 
gation,  remonstrated  with  him,  and 
finished  up  by  saying — **  Sir,  by  your 
conduct  you  have  imperilled  your  im- 
mortal soul,  and  you  have  seriously 
offended  me."  Now,  some  such  feeling 
as  that  seems  to  have  entered  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.  The  Liberal 
Parfy,  by  going  over  to  Home  Bule,  has 
not  only  imperilled  its  future,  but  it  has 
offended  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  All 
I  have  to  say  about  him  is,  that  I 
trust  he  will  realize — and  I  think  the 
noble  Marquess,  in  his  speech  at  New- 
castle, seemed  to  realize — that  with 
them  or  without  them,  the  Home  Bule 
movement  is  sure  to  be  carried  to  a 
triumphant  issue.  Sir,  I  want  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  do  us  the  credit  of  believ- 
ing that  we  are  not  for  Home  Bule  for  any 
base  or  unworthy  motives.  There  are 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench 
who  know  that  I  have  been  for  Home 
Bule  for  many  years.  I  do  not  want 
them  to  indulge  longer  in  the  fun  of 
calling  mo  a  Separatist.    I  want  them 


to  believe  that  the  English  Badicals 
who  are  for  Home  Bule  love  their 
country,  and  are  as  proud  of  their  Em- 
pire, and  are  as  anxious  the  Empire 
should  continue  one  united  Empire,  as 
any  Conservative  in  England.  I  beg 
them  to  do  us  the  justice  to  accept  what 
I  say.  I  hope  they  will  not  again  accuse 
one  of  us  of  being  Separatists.  We 
want  nothing  but  real  union  between 
the  two  nations,  and  we  think  we  know 
the  way  to  get  it.  Sir,  this  House  of 
Commons,  with  its  four  Parties  at  pre- 
sent fighting  one  with  the  other,  playing 
at  sixes  and  sevens,  is  a  spectacle  to  ail 
the  Legislative  Bodies  in  the  world.  The 
time  has  been  when  this  English  Housq 
of  Commons  was  proudly  pointed  at  by 
all  the  Legislatures  of  all  lands.  Now 
there  is  scarcely  a  Legislature  in  our 
Colonies  that  does  not  laugh  when  it 
reads  the  aocoimts  of  our  proceedings. 
P*Hear,  hear!"]  But  do  not  hon. 
Members  who  cheer  that  statement  see 
what  is  the  cause  of  it  ?  We  are  a  Be- 
presentative  Chambeij^  we  exist  on  the 
representative  principle,  and  there — 
(pointing  to  the  Lrish  Members) — come 
the  mighty  majority  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  a  nation,  and  they  ask  us  for 
self-government  in  their  own  local  affairs. 
They  tell  us  that  that  will  settle  the 
controversy  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  I  know  it  will  settle  the  diffi- 
culties of  this  House.  Sir,  you  yourself, 
sitting  in  the  august  Chair,  must  have 
felt  many  a  time  that  you  could  heartily 
desire  that  the  present  disjointed  system 
was  at  an  end.  If  I  might  ^ve  an 
illustration,  I  would  say  that  this  English 
House  of  Commons  has,  for  several  years 
past,  been  like  the  travellers  lost  in  an 
enchanted  wood,  everywhere  vistas 
opening  before  them,  and  at  the  end  of 
every  vista  appears  one  terrible  awe- 
inspiring  figure— »the  Irish  Question. 
There  is  no  escape  from  it  but  one.  As 
in  every  enchanted  story,  when  some 
brave  knight  steps  up  to  the  figure  and 
grasps  it  boldly ;  at  the  touch  of  trust 
and  of  love,  the  spectre  turns  into  the 
familiar  image  of  a  long-sought  friend. 
We  believe  we  have  the  disendianter  on 
our  side  of  the  House.  You  may  think 
you  may  have  him  there.  Our  disen- 
chanter  may  be  old  in  years,  and  his 
tongue  may  have  lost  some  of  its  trumpet 
tones,  but  the  indomitable  will  in  Mm 
and  the  principle  of  justice  by  which  he 
is  guided  will,  when  applied  to  this  Irish 

^Eleventh  Ntghi  ] 


1175 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Set 


1176 


spectre,  turn  it  into  a  friendly  figure,  and 
will  thus  enable  this  House  to  resume 
its  dignity  in  its  deliberations,  and  the 
two  nations  to  sit  down  together  bound 
in  the  golden  bonds  of  peace  and  love. 

Geneeal  FEASER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
said,  the  experience  of  a  residence  in 
Ireland  for  the  last  13  years  as  a  tenant, 
and  not  as  a  landlord,  urged  him  to  raise 
an  earnest  protest  against  the  Amend- 
ment, and  to  exhort  the  Ministry  to  guide 
and  govern  that  country  with  continuoiid 
firmness.  During  the  last  six  years 
he  had  had  full  opportunity  of  watching 
the  disastrous  effects  of  wavering  con- 
cession and  so-called  coercion.  It  was 
his  duty  in  1881  and  1882,  when  in 
command  of  the  Curragh  Camp,  on  the 
requisition  of  any  magistrate,  to  send 
out  troops  to  the  Land  League  meetings 
through  the  coimtry,  simply  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  delivery  of  seditious  speeches 
and  to  march  back  aeain.  It  required 
no  prophet  to  foretell  what  would  be 
the  consequence  of  those  great  meetings, 
and  the  (^ect  which  the  distribution  of 
rebel  newspapers  throughout  the  coun- 
try would  have  upon  the  people.  Since 
that  time  we  had  seen  the  rise  and  the 
fall  of  the  Land  League ;  we,  too,  had 
seen  the  rise  of  the  National  League — 
and  Unionists  trusted  to  see  it  fall. 
The  relations  between  owners  and  occu- 
piers had  been  most  seriously  disturbed 
by  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  It  had  forced 
the  long-suffering  owners  to  remain 
without  their  rent  or  else  to  accept,  in 
numerous  cases,  a  pittance  quite  out  of 
proportion  to  any  passing  fall  of  prices, 
simply  to  save  themselves  and  their 
poor  relatives  from  utter  destitution, 
and  even  to  keep  clothes  upon  their 
backs.  The  preposterous  Tenants'  Be- 
lief Bill  having  been  thrown  out,  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  was  started  as  a 
desperate  step  to  add  to  the  account  of 
which  no  account  was  given— to  starve 
out  the  owners  of  property,  ''to  make 
the  land  of  Ireland  as  free  as  when  the 
waters  of  the  Flood  left  it,''  and  to  lead 
to  that  ereat  day  when  ''not  a  penny 
of  rent  is  to  be  paid  for  a  sod  of  land 
in  the  whole  of  Lreland."  A*  hundred 
thousand  men  in  Ireland  were  looking 
to  the  Government  to  be  firm.  They 
must  proclaim  the  League,  suppress  the 
continual  publication  of  disgraceful  and 
seditious  articles  in  the  rebel  Frees,  and 
find  employment  for  the  poor  in  the 
West.  Let  them  also  have  some  scheme 
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to  promote  fair  trade.  The  words  and 
acts  of  the  Nationalist  Leaders  during 
the  last  six  years  rendered  it  impossible 
to  hand  over  to  them  the  welfare  of 
Ireland  anv  more  than  Burmah  conld 
be  handed  over  to  Daooits,  Egypt  to  a 
Mahdi,  or  the  Cape  to  the  ZohiB. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWMSR  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Sir,  I  am  not  about  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  f(Mr  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey)  through  his  very  able, 
amusing,  and  extremely  impartial 
speech.  I  think  he  has  chastised  every 
part  of  the  House  with  perfect  freedom ; 
and,  on  the  whole,  he  has  been  tolerably 
impartial.  I  .cordially  reciprocate  the 
friendly  feelings  which  the  hon.  Member 
expressed  towards  those  who  sit  on  this 
Bench,  and  also  the  sentiment  with 
which  he  concluded  his  speech,  when  he 
said  it  was  his  desire  to  strengthen  the 
tie  which  he  is  so  anxious  to  maintain. 
I  rise,  however,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  some  observations  upon  the 
powernil  and  statesmanlike  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Boeeen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  It 
was  a  speech  worthy  of  himself,  and 
worthy  of  the  occasion.  My  noble 
Friend  took  exception  to  the  form  of 
Amendment  as  somewhat  trenching  on 
the  practice  of  the  House,  and  oreadnft 
a  rather  dangerous  precedent.  He  laid 
down  the  doc^ne  somewhat  broadly. 
that  no  Amendment  should  be  moved 
upon  an  Address  which  does  not  amount 
to  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  ezistiBg 
Administration.  Well,  Sir,  as  far  as 
precedent  is  concerned,  I  think  my  noUe 
Friend  would  have  some  difficulty  i« 
establishing  his  contention,  for  I  find  that 
no  longer  back  than  two  or  three  years 
there  have  been  Amendments  moved  to 
the  Address  which  have  not  taken  diefcmn 
of  a  direct  Vote  of  Want  of  Confideaoe. 
In  the  debates  upon  the  Address,  both 
in  1883  and  1884,  it  will  be.ibund  that 
hon.  and  right  hon.  OeuUemMi  now 
sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite  dis- 
tinguished themselves  by  a  voiy  pio- 
minent  departure  from  what  my  noble 
Friend  calls  ** Constitutional  preoedent.*' 
I  find  that  in  1882,  the  right  hon.  Gon- 
tleman  the  present  Seoretary  for  Soot- 
land  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  very  eairly  inter- 
posed in  the  debate  upon  the  Address  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  refer«ice  to 
Egyptian  affairs,  and  on  that  Amend- 
ment a  division  was  taken.  No  aoonev 
was  that  Amendment  disposed  of  thn 
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mj  lion.  Friend  the  present  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oprst)  interposed  another  Amendment 
upon  Ireland.  A  division  was  also  taken 
upon  that,  and  then  the  debate  upon  the 
Address  languished  ;  but  it  was  not 
brought  to  a  final  close  until  the  usual 
period  of  11  or  12  nights  had  been 
reached.  In  1884,  Mr.  Bourke,  wtko 
had  been  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
A4ministration,  moved  an  Amendment 
on  foreign  affairs;  the  hon.  Member 
who  then  represented  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
M*Iver)  moved  another  on  the  depression 
of  trade ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Ohaplin)  moved  a  third  in 
reference  to  the  importation  of  diseased 
cattle ;  and  then  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  moved 
another  in  reference  to  Ireland.  'V^^ith 
one  exception  only,  those  Amendments 
were  all  pressed  to  a  division.  Hon. 
Members  wiU,  therefore,  see  that  the 
precedent  has  not  been  to  move  a  general 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Co- 
vemment,  but  Votes  of  Censure  on  spe- 
cific acts  of  policy.  Well,  we  do  not 
want  to  turn  out  right  lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  [A  laughJ]  I  repeat  it.*  I 
do  90t  think  any  man— at  least  any  man 
with  a  grain  of  political  common  sense 
— wishes,  at  the  present  moment,  to 
havB  a  change  of  Government.  Hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  upon 
that  liench  have  a  fair  and  just  title  to 
be  there.  They  were  returned  at  the 
General  Election  to  carry  out  a  specific 
policy.  It  is  their  duty  to  proceed  with 
that  policy,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Opposition  to  give  them  a  fair  trial. 
Our  desire  is  to  hear — we  have  heard 
nothing  of  it  in  this  debate — what  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  in  regard 
to  Ireland.  How  do  they  propose  to 
govern  Ireland  f  How  do  they  propose 
to  deal  with  the  evils  which  my  noble 
Friend  admits  do  exist  in  Ireland,  but 
with  regard  to  which  we  have  had  no 
response,  except  two  speeches  from  the 
Irish  Legal  Advisers  of  the  Government. 
It  is  said  that  the  Government  is  be- 
hind the  solid  wall  of  a  majority  of  100 ; 
but  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Opposition 
to  criticize,  and  it  is  upon  that  around 
that  I  shall  support  the  Amendment, 
and  deal  not  with  ingenious  and  subtle 
arguments  as  to  what  the  Amend- 
ncient  involves,  but  with  the  important 


issue  which  it  raises.  The  right  hon 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  told 
us  that,  if  we  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
we  shall  be  voting  in  approval  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign,  and  in  disapproval 
of  the  measures  the  Government  intend 
to  introduce  for  the  repression  of  crime 
and  lawlessness.  He  further  asserted 
that  we  should  be  voting  in  favour  of 
the  measure  which  was  introduced  and 
rejected  last  year.  Now,  the  Motion 
before  the  House  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Flan  of  Campaign ;  and  I  want 
to  show  the  House  what  it  is  the  Amend- 
ment really  means.  It  contains  a  simple 
statement  of  facts — that  the  agrarian  dis- 
turbances, to  which  the  Queen's  Speech 
alludes,  have  not  prevailed — 

'*Ia  the  cases  of  those  owners  who  have 
granted  to  their  tenants  such  abatements  of 
roots  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of  prices  of 
agricultural  and  pastoral  produce." 

It  then  proceeds  to  express  an  opinion 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in 
Irish  agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found 
in  the  coercive  measures  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  promised — 

'*  But  in  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  the 
system  of  government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs 
and  secure  the  confidence  of  the  Irisn  people." 

My  noble  Friend  states  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  are  two  remedies.  One  is  a 
large  expenditure  on  public  works.  Now, 
our  past  experience  of  expenditure  on 
public  works  in  Ireland  has  convinced 
us  that  it  means  jobbery,  corruption, 
waste  of  English  money,  pauperism  of 
the  worst  class  of  the  Irish  people,  no  im- 
petus to  Irish  industry,  no  real  good  to  the 
Irish  people.  My  noble  Friend  then  put 
the  wnole  strain  of  his  argument  upon 
emigration ;  but  he  proceeded  to  admit 
immediately  afterwards  that  emigration, 
if  it  is  to  be  successful,  must  be  volun- 
tary, and  to  be  voluntary,  it  must  be 
with  the  consent  of  the  Irish  people. 
We  quite  agree  with  him.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  has  never  advccated 
compulsory  emigration,  but  he  said 
that  if  such  a  plan  was  proposed  it 
must  be  put  in  force  by  an  authority 
in  which  the  Irish  people  had  con- 
fidence. Our  contention  is  that  any 
system  of  voluntary  emigration,  to  be 
successful,  must  be  carried  out  with  the 
consent  and  concurrence  of  the  Irish 
people ;  whereas,  any  system  of  emigra* 
tion  proposed  by  an  English  Government 
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would  bo  rogardod  by  tbo  Irish  people 
as  a  system  of  compulsory  emigration, 
and  would  be  resisted  accordingly.     But 
whether    we  are   able  to   carry  out  a 
system  of  emigration  upon  a  small  or  a 
large  scale,  I  do  not  believe  that,  under 
the  most  successful  auspices,  it  would 
cure   much  of  the  evil  to  which  this 
Amendment  calls  attention.    My  noble 
Friend  said  he  knew  no  other  remedy,, 
and  he  called  upon  the  Irish  Members 
and  my  right  hon.  Friends,  in  their 
speeches,  to  suggest  a  remedy.     What 
can  be  a  more  conclusive  proof  of  the 
absolute    hopelessness    of    this    Irish 
problem  than  that  one  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced and  trusted  Statesmen  in  the 
House — a  man    of  whom   we  are   all 
proud,  and  look  up  to  with  the  greatest 
confidence — has  no  remedy  whatever  to 
suggest.     There  is  a  remedy,  but  my 
noble  Friend  did  not  suggest  it,  be- 
cause he  thinks  it  involves  a  danger. 
When  the  noble  Marquess  calls  on  us  to 
suggest  a  remedy,  we  suggest  one  at 
once.     We  say  that  the  only  remedy  for 
Irish  distress  and  discontent  is  to  bring 
the  sympathy  and  the  action  of  the  Irish 
people  into  harmony  with  the  mode  of 
administration  and  of  government  in  Ire- 
land.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  of  the 
remedy  of  abolishing  the  dual  ownership 
of  land ;  and  it  now  seems  to  be  agreed 
on  both  sides  of  the  House — ^in  rather 
strange  contrast  with  the  debates  which 
took  place  in  1 88 1 , — that  the  dual  owner- 
ship is  to  be  swept  away,   and   that 
the  true  solution  of  the  difficulty  is  the 
creation  of  a  peasant  proprietary,  and 
the  abolition  of  landlordism  altogether. 
Is  the  House  prepared  to  accept  that 
principle?    lam  not.    I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  an  unmitigated  boon  to  Ireland 
to  completely  abolish  landlordism,  al- 
though it  might  be  to  have  a  large  ac- 
cession of  peasant  proprietors,  and  to  deal 
with  those  holdings  which  are  under  20 
acres,   and  which  represent  something 
like  600,000  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
Neither  would  it  be  possible  to  get  rid  of 
dual  ownership,  because  if  you  created  a 
system  of  single  ownership,  in  a  very  few 
years  afterwards,  from  the  force  of  cir- 
cumstances, property  in  land  would  come 
to  be  bought  and  sold  as  a  commercial 
transaction  ;    and   as  it  would  not  be 
possible  in    all   cases  for  the  owners 
to  be  the  cultivators,  there   would  be 
tenants     again.       Without     stopping 
to    argue   that  point,   I    submit    that 
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it  would    be   impossible  to    carry  out 
the  scheme  of  my  noble  Friend  unless 
there  were  some  local  authority  in  Ire- 
land by  whose  agency  this  reform  would 
be  attempted.     My  noble  Friend  took 
exception  to  that  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  complains  of  the  action  of 
the  Government  during  the  Recess  having 
been  novel,  unconstitutional,  and  doubt- 
ful.   Now,  I  never  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  to  complain  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
the  reduction  of  rents.  My  noble  Friend 
has  asked  what  proof  there  is  of  pressure 
having  been  applied  by  the  Gbvemment. 
We  have  the  action  of  Judge  Curran, 
and  of  General  Buller ;  but  the  best  proof 
of  that  pressure  we  have  had  is  irom 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself. 
At  Bristol  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  he  had  put  pressure  upon  the  land- 
lords in  regard  to  the  reduction  of  rent, 
and  I  myself  would  be  the  last  man  to 
blame  the  right  hon.    Gentleman   for 
what  he  did.     But  there  was  other  un- 
constitutional action  during  th\9  Beceea 
of  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word — I  mean 
in  reference  to  the  question  which  has 
been  called  jury-packing.    That  raises  a 
very  grave  and  supreme  difficulty  in  the 
present  position  of  Irish  affairs.  I  should 
like  for  a  moment— although  the  House 
may  not  give  me  credit  for  what  I  am 
going  to  say — I  should  like  for  a  moment 
to  look  at  the  jury  question  totally  apart 
from  Party  politics.    The  very  general 
want  of  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  justice  which  exists  in  Ireland  consti- 
tutes a  very  serious  embarrassment.     I 
think  we  are  all  agreed  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  a  civilized  State,  to 
say  nothing  of  a  free  State,  that  justice 
should  be  fairly  and    impartially  ad- 
ministered, and,  not  only  that,  but  that 
the  people  themselves  should   believe 
that  it  is  so.      You    may   administer 
justice  impartially,  firmly,  and  fiairly; 
but  if  the  people  among  whom  it  is  ad- 
ministered think  the  contrary,  then  you 
have  a  very  serious  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  carrying  out  your  administration.     It 
has  been  one  of  the  proudest  character- 
istics of  the  rule  of  England  in  all  parts 
of  the  world,  that  wherever  it  has  ex- 
tended and  wherever  Englishmen  have 
gone  they  have  administered   justice. 
Whether  in  the  self-governed  Colonies, 
or  in  the  Crown  Colonies,  or  in  India, 
the  one  thing  at  least  as  to  which  wears 
able  to  look  the  worid  in  the  ftoe  hat 
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been  the  administration  of  justice.    The 
English  Constitution  recognizes  no  dif- 
ference of  class,  no  difference  of  creed, 
and  no  difference  of  position.  All  men  are 
equal  before  the  law,  and  all  men  must 
be  tried  fairly  by  the  lav.    But  that  is 
not  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland .   P  *  ^h, 
oh  ! "]    I  say  that  in  Ireland  the  Courts 
of  Justice  are  battle-fields  where  con- 
tending social  and  political  forces  meet ; 
I  say,  further,  an^  I  will  quote  my  nob^e 
Friend  in  support  of  my  argument,  that 
a  trial  is  not  an  unbiassed  inquiry,  but 
the  arena  for  Party  conflicts  and  Party 
triumphs.    That  remark  applies  not  only 
to  Sligo,  but  to  Belfast.     Let  me  remind 
the  House  what  it  was  that  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  said  at  the  last  Assizes.  We  haye 
heard  the  question  of  intimidation  put 
with  great  force  and  eloquence  to-night, 
and  if  there  was  intimidation  at  Sligo, 
the  censure  of  my  noble  Friend  to-night 
in  regard  to  it  was  not  too  strong.    At 
Omagh  a  man  was  put  on  his  trial  for 
murdering  a  soldier.  The  Judge  said  that 
in  that  case  the  jury  had  no  alternative 
but,  on  the  evidence,  which  was  clear  to 
demonstration,  to  find  the  prisoner  guilty 
of  wilful  murder.    The  jury  did  not  find 
him  guilty  of  wilful  murder,  and  the 
comment  of  the  Judge  was  that  they 
must  have  been    influenced   by   some 
other  motives  than  a  due  regard  to  the 
oath  they  had  sworn.     It  is  a  very  sad 
thing,  whether  the  trial  took  place  at 
Omagh,  or  at  Sligo,  or  at  Dublin,  there 
is  an  impression,  sanctioned   by  high 
judicial  authority,  that  juries  regard  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  not  as  the  sacred 
trust  which  EInglish  juries  regard  it,  but 
as  a  weapon  of  political  warfare  which 
they  are  at  liberty  to  use,  first  on  the 
one  side  and  then  on  the  other.   I  speak 
of  the  Irish  Judges  with  the  utmost  re- 
spect;   but    the    ordinary    staff    and 
machinery  by  which  justice  in  Ireland 
is  worked  belong  to  one  class  and  one 
sect.      I  regret   that    the   right   hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
is  not  at  this  moment  in  the  House,  for 
I  would  ask  him  what  is  the  opinion  of 
men  like  Sir  Hobert  Hamilton  on  the 
subject —whether  Sir  Eobert  Hamilton 
and  others  who  are  well  acquainted  with 
the  government  of  Ireland  do  not  look 
on  the  administration  of  justice  as  a  far 
graver  difficulty  than  the  agrarian  diffi- 
culty?   I  will  take  the  alleged  charge 
of  jury-packing  in  Slig^,  of  which  we 
have  heard  a  great  deal  in  the  course  of 


this  debate.    It  was  a  very  simple  busi- 
ness, and  I  am  not  g^ing  to  impute  im- 
proper motives  to  anyone  in  connection 
with  it.     The   Crown  in   this  country 
had   originally   an  unlimited  right  to 
challenge    peremptorily.     But   by    an 
old    statute  passed,    I    think,    in   the 
reign    of  one    of  the    Edwards,     the 
right    to    challenge    was    limited    to 
challenge    for    sufficient   cause,  or    in 
other  words  it  must  state  the  grounds 
for  the  challenge.     But  the  practice  has 
grown  up  for  centuries,  and  is  sanctioned 
by  authority — that  the  Crown  is  entitled 
to  say  ''Stand  by,"  without  assigning 
any  ground,  until  the  panel  is  exhausted. 
Then  the  panel  is  called  over  again,  and 
the  Crown  is  bound  to  state  the  reasons 
for  its  challenge.     In  regard  to  Sligo, 
the  charge  is  that  the  Crown  deliberately 
ordered  every  Roman  Catholic  juror  to 
stand  aside,  implying  thereby  two  things 
— that  the    professors  of    the    Eoman 
Catholic  faith  were  in  league  with  the 
accused,  or  that  the  professor^  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  faith  were  prepared  to 
violate  their  oaths.      Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  imagine  the  feeling  of  in- 
dignation  which  would   arise  in    this 
country  if  anything  approaching  to  this 
system  were  followed  here,  at  any  Eng- 
lish Assizes.     Suppose  that  an  official 
ordered  all    Nonconformists    to    stand 
aside.     I  should  entertain  sanguine  ex- 
pectations as  to  what  the  fate  of  the 
Government  would  be  which    allowed 
any  official  to  do  that.      It  would  be  an 
insult  to  the    religious    feelings  of  a 
minority;     but    in    Ireland    it  is  the 
majority  against  whom  this  action  has 
been  taken.     A    document    has  been 
signed  by  the  Bishops  and  Priests  of  the 
Roman    Catholic    Church,    protesting 
against  this  insult  to  their  faith  and 
their  church.     [An  hon.  Meuber  :  And 
by  Protestants  as  well.]    Yes,  and  Pro- 
testants as  well;  and,  therefore,  I  do 
not  think  that  action  of  this  kind  is  cal- 
culated to  strengthen  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland.     My  noble  Friend 
expressed  some  doubt  as  to  the  state  of 
things  in  regard  to  trial  by  jury  in  Sligo, 
and  he  asked  how  such  trials  were  to  be 
carried  on  unless  some  measure  of  this 
kind  was  adopted.     But  my  answer  to 
him  would  be  this — if  that  is  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland,  and  there  is  reason 
to  believe  that  the  jurors  will  not  give  a 
fair  trial,  abolish  trial  by  jury  altogether, 
and  no  longer  have  this  sham— do  not 
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gretend  to  give  trial  by  jury  with  one 
and  and  then  take  it  away  with  the 
other.  If  you  abolish  trial  by  jury,  and 
place  the  power  in  another  authority, 
that  authority  would  be  responsible,  not 
only  to  public  opinion,  but  to  Parliament, 
and  we  should  be  able  to  test  the  evidence 
on  which  that  authority  had  acted,  and 
the  reasons  for  the  decisions  at  which  it 
had  arrived.  Though  we  speak  some- 
times very  lightly  of  this  matter  now,  it  is 
well  to  remember  that  one  of  the  greatest 
Statesmen  who  ever  lived  and  graced 
this  House  and  our  literature,  Edmund 
Burke,  said  this — The  whole  array  and 
machinery  of  the  British  Constitution, 
and  the  object  at  which  it  aimed,  was  to 
bring  12  honest  men  into  the  jury  box. 
He  regarded  that  as  of  great  import- 
ance, and  if  it  was  important  in  that 
day,  it  is  no  less  important  to  our  jury 
laws  now.  It  is  a  matter  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ireland  at 
the  present  day.  There  is  another  re- 
mark which  this  suggests  to  me,  and 
it  is  with  reference  to  the  mode  in 
which  trials  are  conducted.  I  would 
point  out  the  essential  difiference  that 
exists  between  an  English  and  an 
Irish  trial.  In  an  English  trial,  con- 
ducted, we  will  say,  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  Eichard  Webster), 
the  present  Attorney  .General,  or  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James), 
the  object  always  is — and  everyone  who 
knows  anything  of  the  practice  of  an 
English  Court  of  Justice  is  perfectly 
aware  of  this — to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
In  criminal  cases,  a»  a  general  rule, 
an  English  counsel  does  not  care 
for  a  verdict.  He  cares  for  getting  a 
just  decision;  but  an  Irish  trial  always 
appears  to  be  a  battle  for  a  verdict. 
We  hear  that  next  Monday  you  are 
going  to  put  on  trial  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  with  four  or 
five  other  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  some  other  persons. 
Well,  it  is  a  serious  thing  to  put  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  on  his  trial.  [^ 
laughJ]  It  is  not  a  thing  for  a  man  to 
laugh  at,  or  to  regard  lightly.  The  occa- 
sions in  our  history  on  which  Members 
of  Parliament  have  been  made  the  sub* 
jects  of  criminal  trials  are  very  rare.  It 
is  true  that  the  House  of  Commons 
possesses  no  privilege  which  exempts  its 
Members  from  the  criminal  law  of  the 
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country ;  but  the  House  is  not  chary  in 
inquiring  into  the  character  of  the  whole 
proceeding ;  and  I  think  hon.  Members 
have  but  uttle  knowledge  of  the  capaci- 
ties and  powers  of  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  if  they  imagine  that  if  a  cer- 
tain number  of  those  Irish  Members  are 
put  into  prison  for  what  they  regard  as 
a  political  o£Pence  we  shall  not  hear  a 
great  deal  of  it  in  this  House  hereafter. 
That  drama  will  not  be  closed  by  the 
verdict  in  the  Court.  Is  it  not,  then, 
absolutely  essential  that  there  should 
not  be  a  taint  or  suspicion  of  injustice  in 
the  whole  procedure  of  this  trial  ?  Is  it 
not  absolutely  essential  that  you,  sitting 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House, 
should  be  practically  confident  that  there 
is  not  a  shadow,  jot,  or  tittle  of  justifi- 
cation for  any  charge  brought  against  the 
officials  in  Dublin,  either  of  favouritism, 
unfairness,  or  prejudice,  in  the  attempt 
to  form  a  jury  r  Let  me  take  the  state- 
ment which  was  given  to-night  in  answer 
to  a  Question  put  by  an  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  What  did  we  get  from  the  legal 
representative  of  the  Irish  Government  ? 
We  got  the  statement  that  the  offence  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
and  the  other  traversers  are  going  to  be 
tried  was  committed  in  the  Counfy  of 
Galway.  It  was  there  they  committed 
the  offence  of  conspiring  and  inciting 
the  people  not  to  pay  their  rents; 
but  toe  hon.  Members  are  to  be  tried 
in  Dublin,  upon  the  technichal  ground 
that  the  academic  discussion  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  took  place  in  Dub- 
lin. Thouffh  the  overt  acts  were  com- 
mitted in  Galway,  or  Kerry,  the  trial 
is  to  take  place  in  Dublin.  Then,  having 
brought  the  trial  to  Dublin,  what  is  the 
next  step  ?  Not  content  witli  the  City 
of  Dublin,  they  transfer  it  to  the  Coon^ 
of  Dublin,  and  not  content  with  that,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentieman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) has  told  us,  though  the  ordinary 
number  of  names  on  the  jury  panel  in 
the  County  of  Dublin  is  from  80  to  100, 
on  this  occasion  it  is  to  be  raised  to  250. 
Not  even  content  with  that,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tells  us  that  the  De- 
fendants are  to  have  no  right  of  challenge 
beyond  six.  [An  hon.  Membeb:  That  is 
the  law !]  So  it  is ;  but  let  me  tell  the 
House  what  one  of  the  highest  authori* 
ties  on  criminal  law  in  this  country  says 
in  reference  to  this  point — 
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lish  authoriiios  in  the  present  Ooyem- 
ment,  the  men  who  are  animated  with 
what  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  described  as  British  spirit 
and  feeling,  ought  to  put  their  foot 
upon.  Those  English  authorities  ought 
to  tell  the  authorities  in  Dublin  that 
thej  will  not  allow  Dublin  Castle  to 
interfere  in  the  matter  as  they  have 
done  and  that  there  must  be  as  fair  a 
trial  given  to  these  men  in  Ireland  as 
would  have  been  given  to  English  pri- 
soners at  the  Old  Bailey,  under  similar 
circumstances.  My  noble  Friend  found 
complaint  with  reference  to  the  wording 
of  this  Amendment — as  to  the  increased 
stringency  about  to  be  imparted  to 
criminal  procedure  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
propounded  the  rather  singular  doctrine 
that  all  the  Government  contemplated 
was  a  reform  in  criminal  procedure,  and 
that  such  a  reform  would  not  amount  to 
th§  enactment  of  coercive  laws.  He 
said  it  would  not  be  a  weapon  against 
a  political  opponent  unless  he  were  ar- 
raigned for  criminal  offences ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  whole  safeguards  of 
our  Constitutional  system  are  a  matter 
of  criminal  procedure.  Trial  by  jury 
is  a  matter  of  criminal  procedure;  so 
also  was  the  Court  of  Star  Cham- 
ber. I  do  not  know  what  the  legis- 
lation of  the  Government  is  going  to 
be;  but  any  attempt,  say,  to  subject 
prisoners  to  examination  would  be  a 
very  serious  reform  in  criminal  proce- 
dure, and  if  they  propose  to  extend  it  to 
this  country,  they  will  find,  I  imagine, 
a  pretty  considerable  amount  of  popular 
feeling  excited  against  it  in  this  country. 
But,  however  you  may  disguise  it,  under 
the  guise  of  a  reform  of  criminal  proce- 
dure yon  might  abolish  every  one  of  the 
privileges  now  enjoyed  by  people  who 
are  put  upon  their  trial  in  this  country. 
I  adhere  to  the  old-fashioned  maxim 
that  it  is  better  that  20  criminals  should 
escape  than  that  one  innocent  man 
should  be  punished,  and  I  am  inclined 
to  look  with  great  jealousy  upon  any  in- 
terference with  those  details  of  our  cri- 
minal procedure,  which  have  for  their 
object  the  prevention  of  injustice,  which 
are  the  safeguards  of  our  Constitutional 
system,  and  which  are  designed  for  the 
prevention  of  innocent  men  being  found 
g^lty,  though  sometimes,  in  practice, 
they  may  interfere  with  the  conviction  of 
the  guilty.  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
timeof  the  House  any  longer;  but  iVould 
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**  there  in  no  right  of  peremptory  challenge ; 
bnt  the  defendant  is  generally  allowed  to  object 
to  joron  as  they  are  called,  without  showing 
any  cause,  till  the  panel  is  exhausted ;  " 

and  that  practice  was  approved  of  by 
Mr.  Justice  Williams.  We  are  told 
to-night  that  the  traversers  are  not  to 
have  this  privilege ;  they  ars  only  to  be 
allowed  the  right  of  challenge  up  to  six. 
Now,  let  us  see  how  this  will  work.  The 
Crown  orders  jurymen  to  stand  aside  with- 
out giving  any  reason.  That  is  the  law. 
The  six  men  that  the  traversers  have  the 
right  to  challenge  will  soon  be  ex- 
hausted. If  you  had  a  small  panel,  the 
Crown  would  order  such  a  number  to 
stand  by  that  the  panel  would  be  ex- 
hausted, and  then  they  would  be  bound 
to  g^ve  their  reasons  for  objecting,  and 
the  matter  would  be  openly  tried.  But 
to  appoint  a  panel  of  250  men  is  prac- 
tically placing  the  jury  in  the  hands  of 
the  Crown.  There  is  a  general  impres- 
sion among  hon.  Members  that — I  find 
not  from  speeches  of  hon.  Members  in 
this  House,  but  from  association  with  hon. 
Members — an  under-current  of  opinion 
through  alarge  section  of  Members  which 
will  not  find  expression,  perhaps,  in  any 
speech — that,  under  these  circumstances, 
these  men  will  not  have  a  fair  trial.  I 
may  be  taking  too  much  on  myself  at 
the  present  moment  by  giving  utterance 
to  the  opinion*  [ **  Hear,  hear!"]  You 
may  well  say  *'  Hear,  hear ! "  I  am 
telling  you  a  fact.  There  are  a  largo, 
number  of  Members  of  Parliament  who 
believe  that  these  men  will  not  have  a 
fair  trial,  and  you  are  beginning  the 
prosecution  of  these  persons  under  such 
auspices  as  that.  [''No,  no!"]  I  am 
not  saying  that  these  men  will  not  have 
a  fair  trial.  I  am  merely  sajdng  that  a 
large  number  of  people  think  they  will 
not. 

Mb.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) :  What 
is  your  opinion  ? 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  is  extremely 
anxious  to  know  my  opinion.  I  will 
not  shrink  from  giving  it  to  him.  I 
thought  I  had  expressed  it  already.  I 
say  the  whole  course  of  procedure  with 
reference  to  the  jury  panel  on  which 
these  traversers  are  about  to  be  tried  is 
one  that  is  unknown,  and  would  not  be 
tolerated  by  this  country.  I  think  it  is 
a  system  of  procedure  which  the  Eng- 
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point  out,  in  conclusion,  that  \?e  have 
l^ot  in  Ireland  an  administration  of 
justice  which  is  distrusted  and  doubted. 
My  noble  Friend  has  shown  you  that  the 
land  system  is  not  working  satisfactorily. 
Everyone  believes  that  there  must  be  a 
radical  alteration  in  the  law  of  landlord 
and  tenant.  You  have  got  a  system  of 
education  in  Ireland  distasteful  to  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people.  You 
have  got  a  system  of  Local  Government 
equally  distasteful,  equally  incompetent, 
equally  extravagant.  You  have  the 
whole  of  your  internal  administration  of 
Ireland  arousing  the  feelings  and  tread- 
ing upon  the  susceptibilities  of  the  vast 
mass  of  the  people.  Now,  what  is  the 
remedy  you  are  going  to  ofifer  for  that 
state  of  affairs  ?  Emigration  will  not  be 
a  remedy — public  works  will  not  be  a 
remedy.  You  have  eot  a  deep-rooted 
sentiment  of  Nationality  to  deal  with ; 
you  have  got  that  which  is,  perhaps, 
stronger — namely,  a  deep-rooted  discon- 
tent with  the  whole  working  of  Irish 
administration.  Now,  wo  are  bound  to 
do  one  of  two  things— we  are  bound 
either  to  govern  Ireland  ourselves,  and 
do  it  properly ;  or  wo  are  bound  to  allow 
the  Irish  to  govern  themselves  instead. 
The  Government  have  told  us  they  have 
no  intention  of  proposing  any  great 
alteration  in  the  administration  of  Irish 
affairs — in  other  words,  that  we  are  to  go 
on  as  we  are.  I  can  only  predict  from 
that  a  continmanceof  the  hopeless  failure 
in  which  we  are  now  found.  I  do  not 
disbelieve  the  competence  of  Englishmen 
to  govern  Ireland.  JBngland  has  governed 
India,  and  has  governed  it  splendidly. 
And  if  you  govern  Ireland  by  English- 
men, I  believe  you  cotdd  govern  it  well 
too.  But  you  do  not ;  you  govern  it  by 
a  sect  and  a  class  of  Irishmen.  Conceive 
what  the  state  of  things  would  be  in 
India  if  you  endeavoured  to  govern 
that  country  by  classes  and  castes,  by 
Mahommedans  or  Buddhists,  instead 
of  by  ourselves.  If  Englishmen  would 
take  upon  themselves  the  administra- 
tion, I  do  not  say  that  Ireland  would 
accept  it,  or  that  England  would  tolerate 
it,  but  you  would  secure  a  good  Govern- 
ment in  that  way ;  whereas,  at  present, 
you  have  the  very  worst  Government 
imaginable,  which  does  not  fulfil  even 
the  primary  duty  of  government,  which 
is  to  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse),  in  his 
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address,  very  sarcastically  alluded  to 
the  peroration  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (fjord 
Eandolph  Churchill;.  The  noble  Lord 
told  the  House,  or  rather  his  uosympa* 
thetio  Friends  around  him,  that  he  in- 
tended to  appeal  to  Ceesar.  I  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house) was  not  very  confident  about 
Caesar.  He  expressed  considerable  hesi- 
tation as  to  the  change  which  might 
have  come  over  Caesar's  mind ;  and 
though  he  was  rather  severe  on  Ca)6ar 
for  being  subject  to  these  mutations  of 
opinion,  I  saw  that  he  did  not  look  for- 
ward with  very  great  confidence  to  the 
next  appeal.  I  would  say  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway — ^your 
duty  also  is  to  appeal  to  Csesar ;  do  not 
retard  the  Business  of  this  House ;  do  not 
obstruct  the  course  of  English  legisla- 
tion ;  do  not  put  yourselves  in  antagonism 
with  the  law,  but  tell  the  English  people 
— ^not  the  people  of  one  class — I  do  not 
care  for  this  constant  reference  to  an  ap- 
peal to  the  democracy,  but  tell  tiieE^lish 
people  the  story  of  what  is  going  on  in  Ire- 
land. The  Glenbeigh  evictions,  notwith- 
standing all  the  explanations  we  have 
heard,  and  all  the  apologies  which  have 
been  made,  have  rooted  themselves  in 
the  mind  of  the  English  people ;  and 
there  is  not  a  man  sitting  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  who  does  not  know 
that  he  will  have  to  talk  about  them  at 
the  next  General  Election.  I  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  to  per- 
sist in  their  appeal  to  Caasar,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  predict,  with  some  confidence, 
that  when  the  final  judgment  of  C^sar 
is  given,  the  best  of  the  classes  and  the 
best  of  the  masses  will  sweep  away  the 
hideous  imposture  of  Dublin  Castle,  and 
will  confide  to  the  Irish  people  what  has 
been  given  by  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  to 
every  race  in  the  world  to  which  its 
power  and  infiuence  extends — namely, 
that  principle  of  self-goverament  which 
I  believe,  and  which  you  bcdieve,  al- 
though you  may  laugh  at  it  now,  to  be 
both  the  bulwark  and  safeguard  of  law 
and  of  liberty,  and  oondaces  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  spoke 
of  the  other  night  as  the  freedom  of  tbe 
individual  and  the  unity  of  the  Empire. 
Colonel  SAUNDEKSON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  earned  ibr 
himself  a  reputation  aa  being  a  aomid 
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lawyer,  and  I  think  that  reputation  will  | 
be  considerably  increased  by  the  speech 
we  have  just  heard.  At  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  be  set  down 
as  an  astute  lawyer,  for  he  has  carefully 
avoided  in  the  speech  he  has  made,  the 
most  interesting  subjects  we  are  debating 
and  the  most  difficult  part  of  the  subject 
with  which  be  ought  to  have  dealt— 
namely,  the  legality  or  otherwise  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right  hon. G-entle- 
man  began  by  saying  that  he  had  no  desire 
whatever  to  turn  out  the  Government. 
He  then  with  remarkable  logic  informed 
the  House  that  it  was  his  purpose  to 
vote  for  an  Amendment  which,  if 
carried,  would  turn  out  the  Government, 
because  we  conceive  that  no  Amendment 
to  the  Address  that  was  ever  moved  in 
this  House  was  more  utterly  opposed  to 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
than  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  Now,  Sir, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  has  one  pecu- 
liarity. The  main  question  which 
we  have  been  fighting  and  debating 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for  a 
long  time  past — namely,  the  question 
of  Home  Bule,  is.  in  this  Amendment, 
towed  like  a  small  boat  after  a  larger 
one.  Tiie  question  comes  at  the  very 
extreme  end  of  his  Amendment.  I  have 
always  supposed  that  the  question 
of  self-government  for  Ireland  is 
really  the  question  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  most  at  heart. 
We  have  sometimes  ventured  to  say 
that  the  Land  Question  is  the  real 
question  in  Ireland,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  as  a  rule, 
say  *'No,  no!"  when  we  make  that 
assertion.  But  when  I  listened  to  the 
speech  of  their  Leader — a  very  long  and 
able  speech — I  wondered  when  he 
would  come  to  the  great  question.  But 
he  hardly  touched  it  at  all  except  in  a 
very  few  words  at  the  end  of  his  address. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
found  great  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  all  round ;  but  the  princi- 
pal fault  he  found  with  them  certainly 
struck  me  very  much  with  surprise.  He 
found  great  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  because  they  did  not  main- 
tain what  they  call  the  law  in  Ireland. 
I  never  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  object 
to  any  Government  for  that  reason  be- 
fore.    Well,  undoubtedly,  we  in  Ire- 


land did  think  that  there  was  cousiJor- 
able  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  grappling  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign;  but,  on  considering  the 
question,  and  on  realizing  the  difficul- 
ties which  presented  themselves  to  the 
Government  under  the  existing  condi- 
tion of  law,  we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Government  was  not  at  any  rate 
so  much  to  blame  in  the  matter  as  at 
first  we  had  supposed.  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  first  appeared  on  the  scene  in 
United  Ireland.  But  though  not  a  lawyer, 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  of  the  fact  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  prosecute,  with  any  hope  of  success, 
a  newspaper  for  the  conspiracy  in  which 
they  have  brought  out  a  plan  of  this 
kind.  Well,  the  Government  had  to 
wait  until  the  plan  was  further  de- 
veloped, and  they  had  not  to  wait  very 
long.  Hon.  Members  opposite— and  I 
give  them  full  credit  for  candour — have 
never  expressed  any  shame  whatever  for 
the  part  they  have  played  in  promoting 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  quite  clear  in  their  consciences  as  to 
this  matter,  though  the  highest  Court 
in  Ireland  has  decided  that  it  is  an 
illegal  and  criminal  conspiracy.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
believe  in  their  consciences  that  they 
are  perfectly  right  in  the  course  they 
have  pursued.  Well,  they  are  not  the 
first  criminal  conspirators  who  have  had 
easy  consciences.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
No  ;  Orangemen !]  I  am  alluding  to  a 
medisDval  personage — Eobin  Hood.  He 
was  a  gentleman  engaged  in  freeboot- 
ing  in  this  country,  and  we  hear  that 
his  men  in  g^een  had  their  consciences 
kept  clean  because  they  retained  among 
them  a  certain  Friar  Tuck.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  also  their 
Friar  Tuck  in  no  less  a  personage  than 
the  Boman  Catholic  Archbishop,  who 
has  given  his  imprimatur  to  the  morality 
of  the  proceedings  in  which  they  are 
engaged.  [An  hon.  Member  :  What 
about  roaring  Kane?J  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say  that  this  is  a  spon- 
taneous manifestation  on  the  part  of  the 
farmers  in  Ireland  of  their  desire  to 
oppose  extortion  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords.  Have  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, either  directly  or  through  the 
National  League,  endeavoured  to  ter- 
rorize the  tenantry  of  Ireland  into  the 
adoption  of  this  so-called  Plan  of  Cam- 
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paign?  ICrieB  of  ''Never."]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say  **  Never ; "  but  with  the 
permission  of  the  House—and  I  com- 
mend this  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite  who  has  just  spoken  and  who 
possesses  a  legal  miod — I  will  show 
that  this  is  not  correct.  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  him,  and  to  other  hon.  Members, 
that  if  I  am  able  to  show  that  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  have  been  unwillingly 
compelled  to  join  in  the  operation  of 
this  Plan  of  Campaign,  it  should  have 
the  effect  of  causing  them  to  think  twice 
before  giving  it  support  in  England. 
With  regard,  then,  to  the  terrorism 
exercised  in  connection  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  I  have  here  letters  which 
show  this  in  regard  to  one  estate  in 
Ireland.  [  Cries  of  **  Name."]  I  do  not 
intend  to  mention  the  name,  but  in  order 
that  the  House  may  not  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  this  is  a  trumped-up  case, 
and  in  order  to  satisfy  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  I  will, 
with  his  permission,  submit  the  case 
and  the  letters  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  l^fember  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley),  and  I  will 
say  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
what  I  always  say  about  him  in  pub- 
lic and  in  private  —  that,  although  I 
disagree  with  his  policy,  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  that  he  means  to  be  fair  and 
just.  I  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  studied  the  Irish  Question 
in  those  Attic  groves  in  which  he  has 
won  such  distinction,  and  that  he  has 
gathered  his  ideas  of  the  state  of  Ire- 
land rather  from  books  than  from  ob- 
servations, and  by  mixing  with  Irishmen 
themselves— the  very  worst  plan  that 
can  be  adopted ;  but  acknowledging,  as 
I  do,  that  he  is  a  fair-minded  English- 
man, I  am  sure  that  I  shall  convince 
him  that  the  cases  I  am  ready  to  submit 
to  him  are  absolutely  authentic,  as  I 
myself  know  them  to  be.  Well,  Sir, 
there  is  a  district  in  Ireland  which  has 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  A 
meeting  was  held  there,  and  a  man  was 
present  who  not  only  proposed  the 
Chairman,  but  supported  the  plan  that 
the  tenants  were  not  to  pay  their  rents 
except  on  certain  conditions.  This  man 
had  paid  his  rent  two  days  previously. 
[^Laughter,  and  cries  of  "Name!  "  from 
the  Irish  BenchesJ]  I  shall  submit  the 
name  of  the  individual  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
and  that  will  satisfy  the  House.    That 
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is  case  number  one.  Hero  i«  case  num- 
ber two  in  connection  with  this  subject. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  a  tenant 
on  the  estate,  who  says — 

"  Sir, — I  enclose  a  cheqae  for  £4  19*.,  half-a- 
year's  rent,  according  to  promise.  I  sent  it 
to—" 

a  certain  person  whose  name  I  will  not 
mention — 

"  Because  I  was  afraid  to  tend  it  otherwise. 
I  am  afraid  to  send  it  by  post,  as  I  am 
watched." 

[  Cries  of  "  Name !  'H  I  ehaU  submit  it 
to  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle.  But  here  is  another 
letter,  one  which  I  have  received  from  a 
priest  of  the  parish ;  and  it  appears  that 
Father  Quilter  is  not  the  only  priest 
that  takes  an  interest  in  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland.  I  am  happy  to  say  there  are 
many  such  men.  The  letter  is  as  fol- 
lows:— 
«  On  behalf  of— " 

the  person  whose  name  is  mentioned 
here — 

''I  enclose  you  a  cheque  for  £21  10«.,  for 
half-a-year's  rent,  including  coiits,  and  I  request 
you  to  keep  this  payment  private,  as  the  know, 
ledge  of  it  among  other  tenants  might  bring 
upon  her  very  detrimental  influences  in  her 
present  delicate  state  of  health." 

This  is  from  a  priest  who  has  a  personal 
knowledge  of  the  tenants  on  the  estate, 
and  who  even  assists  them  in  fulfilling 
their  legal  obligations.  I  have  in  my 
hand  another  letter,  which  is  the  last  I 
shall  trouble  the  House  by  reading.  It 
is  from  a  Roman  Catholic;  he  is  a 
glazier,  and  writes  to  make  a  tender  to 
the  owner  of  the  property  for  some  grass 
land.    He  says — 

**  I  have  been  asking  foroertain  gnudng  land. 
I  know  it  wiU  be  a  dangerous  thing  for  me  to 
tiJce  it,  owing  to  the  National  League  influence. 
However,  I  will  chance  it,  on  account  of  my 
having  the  grass  for  the  last  five  years  past.'' 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  here  cases  of  persons 
who  have  supported  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  yet  have  violated  the  first  of 
its  rules  by  paying  their  rents  secretly, 
owing  to  the  terrorism  of  the  National 
League.  So  muoh  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  say  why  we  refuse  to  obey  the 
rule  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  do  not 
argue  whether  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent 
is  a  reasonable  reduction  or  not.  It  may 
be  or  not  be.  I  do  not  know  aU  the 
circumstances  and  therefore  I  cannot  tell. 
But  we  object  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
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coming  between  us  and  our  tenants ;  we 
refuse  to  accept  the  law  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  who  must  remember 
that  they  have  not  yet  secured  the  passage 
'  of  a  HomeHule  Bill.  But  there  is  another 
point  of  interest  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject. We  have  had  one  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  in  his  speech  this  evening  con- 
demning the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  the 
most  eloquent  terms,  but  who  I  believe 
is  going  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
before  the  House.  Tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  said  some  hard  things  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Wallace)  and  alluded  to  the  break- 
ing of  the  Ten  Commandments,  as  well 
as  to  another  Commandment  intended  to 
be  kept  in  England,  but  not  in  Ireland. 
As  to  the  morality  of  which  I  say  no- 
thing, but  I  take  it  that  what  is  held  to 
be  right  and  just  in  England  is  equally 
right  and  Justin  Ireland.  What  appears 
to  me  to  be  the  most  dangerous  doctrine 
that  has  yet  been  preached  in  this  House, 
at  any  rate  in  our  time,  is  the  doctrine 
that  the  law  is  to  be  obeyed  only  so  long 
as  it  is  just.  But  who  is  to  say  whether 
the  law  is  just  or  unjust?  We  have 
always  imagined  that  if  a  law  is  thought 
to  be  unjust,  it  is  brought  for  Amend- 
ment before  this  House.  It  is  Parlia- 
ment which  makes  the  law,  and  which, 
when  it  is  thought  right  to  do  so,  can 
alone  abrogate  or  change  it;  but  that 
people  who  object  to  a  law  shall  have 
power  to  break  it  at  will  is  a  principle 
\^hich  I  have  never  before  heard  of.  If 
this  is  the  law  of  the  new  Party  opposite, 
if  we  are  to  be  at  liberty  to  obey  those 
laws  only  which  we  approve,  and  dis- 
obey those  which  press  hardly  upon  us, 
all  I  will  say  is  that  pocket-picking  ought 
to  look  up.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
criminal  class  in  the  Metropolis  read 
our  debates,  but  I  take  it  that  the  pick- 
pockets and  light-fingered  gentry  will 
take  heart  of  grace  when  they  under- 
stand that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  lay  it  down  as  their  policy  that 
the  law  is  only  to  be  observed  so  long  as 
it  is  chosen  to  be  obeyed.  The  pick- 
pocket is  at  war  with  society.  He  says 
that  one  man  has  no  right  to  be  richer 
than  another,  and  when  he  filches  a 
purse  from  the  pockets  of  the  rich, 
ne  says  he  is  only  establishing  a  mone- 
tary equilibrium  between  those  who 
have  too  much  and  those  who  have 
too  little.    I  hope,  Sir,  that  this  will  j 


never  become  the  policy  of  this  House. 
Undoubtedly,  there  are  many  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  who,  to  my  mind, 
have  gone  astray.  But  it  is  only  a 
temporary  aberration,  and  I  believe  that 
when  they  come  to  face  the  consequences 
they  will  turn  again  into  the  good  old 
paths  along  which  all  classes  in  the 
country  have  hitherto  walked.  But  there 
is  another  important  point  which  has 
been  brought  prominently  forward  in 
this  House,  and  which  has  been  dwelt 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  as  the  principal 
reason  in  his  mind  why  the  latter  part 
of  this  Amendment  should  be  passed, 
that  part  which  deals  with  the  question 
of  a  separate  Parliament  for  Ireland. 
Now  why  is  it  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
apparently  desires  a  Home  Hule  Parlia- 
ment for  Ireland?  In  his  speech  the 
other  night,  he  said  he  wished  to  remove 
an  impediment  which  for  so  long  had 
been  a  shame  and  disgrace  to  the 
English  Parliament.  I  did  not  hear,  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said  that,  any  sound 
of  approval  from  below  the  Gangway. 
My  non.  Friend  generally  speaks  in 
that  way  outside  the  House ;  but,  in  the 
speech  which  he  made  on  Tuesday,  he 
said  that  until  we  get  rid  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  this  House,  England  would 
never  be  mistress  of  her  own  actions. 
Knowing  the  relations  which  exist  be- 
tween hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  feel 
that  they  cannot  take  up  the  cudgels  in 
their  own  defence,  and  therefore,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  take 
them  up,  and  say  a  word  or  two  to  show 
that  the  course  pursued  in  debate  in 
this  House  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  has  not  been  pursued 
with  a  desire  unduly  to  interfere  with 
the  progress  of  business,  but  that  they 
have  all  along  aimed  at  an  object  which 
they  have  consistently  kept  in  view. 
What  is  that  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site are  possessed  of  unbounded  elo- 
quence on  every  subject,  whether  they 
understand  the  subject  or  whether  they 
do  not ;  and  they  are  capable  of  making 
speeches  at  any  length.  That  is  a  great 
power  to  possess.  It  has  often  struck 
me  that  Samson  confounded  his  enemies 
with  a  jawbone,  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  deserves  the  credit 
of  having  resuscitated  that  implement, 
and,  with  85  implements  of  the  kind,  he 
has  succeeded  in  confounding,  confusing, 
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need  to  apologize.  I  can  only  say,  as  I 
did  yesterday,  that  it  is  not  the  custom 
of  the  Admiralty  to  keep  any  record  of 
complaints^  or  of  defects  regarding  the 
stores  supplied  to  the  Navy.  Any  such 
complaints  are  at  once  handed  on  to  the 
War  Office ;  but  I  may  add  that  a  Sche- 
dule of  complaints  made  to  the  Admi- 
ralty from  different  ships  has  been 
printed,  and  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mission now  sitting. 

The  Earl  of  HAEEO WBY  said,  that 
he  would  move  for  a  copy  of  that  Sche- 
dule on  an  early  day,  as  he  thought 
their  Lordships  ought  to  have  it  in  their 
hands. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

AMENDMENT  OF  STANDING  ORDERS. 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  62,  64,  66,  115, 
116,  117,  ld3A,  and  177,  considered  Mi6, 
amended ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  18.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quoxter  before  Eleven 

o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  I  Ith  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Private  Bills  {by  Order)  — 
Second  Mending — London  City  Tithes  (St. 
Botolph  Without,  Aldgate)  • ;  Orkney 
Hoads. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


ORKNEY  ROADS  BILL  [by  Order), 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-— (J/r.  Dodde.) 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
This  Bill  is  the  same  as  the  Private  Bill 
with  the  same  title  which  was  iatrodaoed 
last  year,  and  rejected  on  the  second 
reading.  It  is  a  Bill  which  is  promoted 
by  a  certain  number  of  private  land- 
owners in  the  Islands  of  Orkney,  who 
seek  to  relieve  themselves  from  certain 
liabilities  which  have  been  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Heads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  Act  of  1878.    The  object  of 
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the  promoters  is  to  revert,  as  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  to  the  arrangement 
which  existed  previous  to  the  passing  of 
the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act,  and  under 
which  the  principal  roads  in  the  Ifdands 
of  Orkney  were  constructed.  The  Boads 
Act  of  1867  was  abolished  when  the 
Boads  and  Bridges  Act  of  1878  was 
adopted,  and  the  latter  Act  was  put  in 
force  in  the  County  of  Orkney  in  1883. 
Under  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act,  the 
county  was  made  the  unity  of  assess* 
ment,  and  the  various  debts  incurred  in 
making  the  roads  were  consolidated  into 
one  county  debt,  and  imposed  upon  the 
property  in  land  or  heritaffe  in  the 
county.  The  debt  allocated  to  these 
island  proprietors  was  something  like 
£9,000;  and  because  they  say  that  no 
debt  is  existing  in  the  islands  of  which 
they  are  proprietors,  they  dmm  to  be 
relieved  from  their  contribution  to  the 
debt  which  exists  in  regard  to  other 
portions  of  the  Islands,  and  to  throw  the 
whole  debt  on  the  owners  of  property  in 
the  Mainland.  Now,  I  hold  that  to  be 
unfair,  because  they  have  taken  a  large 
share  in  the  management  of  the  roads 
imder  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act ;  and 
they  have  taken  their  part  in  the 
levying  of  taxation.  But  I  have  another 
objection  to  this  Bill,  over  and  above 
that — ^namely,  the  fact  that  by  this 
Private  Bill  legislation,  the  promoters 
seek  to  override  a  public  enactment, 
passed  after  considerable  deliberation 
by  this  House.  In  1867  the  assessments 
were  limited  to  Is.  in  the  pound  on  the 
owners  of  the  land,  and  were  fixed  at  a 
less  sum  on  the  owners  of  house  pro- 
perty. This  has  been  done  away  with, 
and  the  assessment  has  been  uniform 
upon  the  owners  of  land  and  houses.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  impossible  to  revert 
to  the  state  of  things  which  existed  prior 
to  the  pasfing  of  that  Act.  Tl^e  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill,  not  content  with  the 
defeat  they  suffered  last  year,  and  not 
having  been  able  to  get  other  i^arties  to 
join  with  them  in  proposing  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act,  have 
further  refused  to  compromise  matters, 
and  have  insisted  on  proceeding  with 
their  Private  Bill.  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  in  any  general  Aot  it  would 
be  impossible  not  to  inflict  some  hard- 
ship on  the  different  parties  conoemed 
in  it.  In  a  general  Act,  dealing  with 
different  districts  and  different  clnseoa 
of  people,  it  is  easy  to  rub  against  tfaa 
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grain  in  somo  way  or  other ;  but  I  hold 
that,  by  reverting  to  the  original  state 
of  things,  a  far  greater  hardship  would 
be  inflicted,  and  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  relieve  the  promoters,  who  are  well 
able  to  pay  their  fair  share  of  a  public 
debt  incurred,  in  a  great  part,  under 
their  own  management  and  auspices, 
and  to  throw  it  on  the  great  bulk  of 
small  owners  and  householders  on  the 
Mainland.  There  is  another  great 
objection  to  the  proposal  contained  in 
this  Bill.  The  money  has  been 
borrowed  for  the  making  of  these  roads, 
and  the  creditors,  who  are  petitioners 
against  the  Bill,  declared,  with  justice, 
that  the  security  given  to  them  under 
the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act  would  be 
greatly  depreciated  by  the  narrowing  of 
^e  area  of  assessment  in  respect  of 
which  the  loans  have  been  guaranteed. 
In  point  of  fact,  many  of  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill,  who  are  proprietors  in  the  Is- 
lands, and  who  seek  to  be  relieved,  have 
not  incurred  any  debt  whateyer  in  the 
making  of  roads  in  such  islands.  The 
roads  have  been  made  for  the  most  part 
under  a  private  arrangement  between  j 
themselves  and  their  tenants.  It  is  im- 1 
possible  to  get  at  the  exact  facts  of  the 
case  ;  but  it  is  generally  known  in 
Orkney  that  the  roads  have  been  made 
by  a  private  arrangement  between  the 
proprietors  and  the  tenants.  Where 
the  latter  have  been  unable  to  bear 
their  full  share  of  the  pecuniary  burden, 
it  has  been  taken  out  of  them  in  the 
shape  of  labour  in  making  the  roads, 
and  there  has  been  a  private  arrange- 
ment with  the  proprietors,  who  paid  the 
poor  rates  during  the  time  the  roads 
were  being  constructed.  Therefore,  at 
the  time  they  were  constructed  both  the 
tenants  and  the  labourers  received  great 
benefit  from  the  work;  but  because, 
undw  such  circumstances,  no  debt  has 
been  incurred  by  the  proprietors,  I 
maintain  that  that  is  no  reason  why 
the  proprietors  should  be  relieved  from 
their  fair  share  of  the  burden  of  the 
county  debt.  It  is  asserted  that  the 
roads  on  the  Mainland  are  of  no  benefit 
to  the  people  of  the  adjacent  islands. 
But  it  is  not  so.  The  whole  assumption 
on  which  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act  was 
passed,  was  that  the  roads  throughout 
the  county  were  of  more  or  less  benefit 
to  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
county.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  were 
^no  tolls  on  the  Islands  of  Orkney ;  but 


the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act  was  passed 
to  consolidate  the  road  management  and 
debts  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  whole 
people,  and  it  was  held  that  the  pro- 
prietors in  distinct  parts  of  the  county 
away  from  the  Mainland  were  interested 
in  the  road  management,  and  sliould 
bear  their  fair  share  in  the  administra- 
tion and  payment  of  the  consolidated 
debt  which  had  been  incurred  prior  to 
the  passing  of  this  Act  in  the  formation 
of  a  road  trust  under  the  Act.  For  these 
reasons,  I  hold  that  it  would  be  unjust 
and  unfair  to  pass  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  rejected 
on  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  8PEAKEB:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  to  make  any  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LYELL:  Yes,  Sir;  I  beg  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  upon  this  day  six 
months. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  rise  to  second  the  Amendment,  on 
public  grounds.  I  am  aware  that  this 
House  is  not  a  very  fit  tribunal  for  en- 
tering into  the  details  of  a  dispute  be- 
tween Local  Authorities,  and  I  should  not 
attempt  to  ask  it  to  interpose  in  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  any  such 
ground.  Broadly,  this  Bill  is  intro- 
duced by  half-a-dozen  landed  proprie- 
tors, who  wish  to  relieve  themselves 
from  the  assessment  imposed  upon  them 
in  common  with  other  proprietors  simi- 
larly situated  in  Scotland,  by  the  Boads 
and  Bridges  Act,  1878.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  if  it  is  desired  to  amend  a 
Public  Act  it  should  be  done  bfr  a  Public 
Act.  It  would  be  subversive  of  the 
principle  which  governs  Priyate  Bill 
legislation  to  allow  an  exception  to  be 
made  in  favour  of  persons  who  are  rich 
enou^  to  introduce  Private  Bills  into 
this  House,  and  to  deny  it  to  persons  so 
situated  that  they  are  not  able  to  indulge 
in  the  luxury  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion. The  whole  case  of  the  half-dozen 
Orkney  proprietors  who  are  promoting 
this  Bill  is  to  be  found  in  a  Paner 
issued  by  them  to  Members  of  this 
House  in  a  paragraph  printed  in  italics. 
They  complain,  in  that  document,  that 
the  effect  of  the  Public  Act  of  1878 
has  been  to  impose  on  them  assess- 
ments for  the  payment  of  the  debt 
of  the  islands.  They  say  that  having 
no  roads  or  no  road  debt,  or  having  ex- 
tinguished their  road  debt,  it  is  unjust 
to  impose  upon  them  any  burden  in  con- 
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need  to  apologize.  I  can  only  eay,  as  I 
did  yesterday,  that  it  is  not  the  custom 
of  the  Admiralty  to  keep  any  record  of 
complaints,  or  of  defects  regarding  the 
stores  supplied  to  the  Navy.  Any  such 
complaints  are  at  once  handed  on  to  the 
War  Office ;  but  I  may  add  that  a  Sche- 
dule of  complaints  made  to  the  Admi- 
ralty from  different  ships  has  been 
pnnted,  and  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mission now  sitting. 

The  Eahl  of  HAEEO  WBY  said,  that 
he  would  move  for  a  copy  of  that  Sche- 
dule on  an  early  day,  as  he  thought 
their  Lordships  ought  to  have  it  in  their 
hands. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

AMENDMENT  OF  STANDING  ORDERS. 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  62,  64,  66,  115, 
116,  117,  133a,  and  177,  considered  &nd 
amended ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  18.) 

Houso  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  before  Eleven 

o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    OOMMONS, 
Friday,  1 1  th  February ,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Private  Bills  {bp  Order)  — 
Second  Mending — London  City  Tithes  (St. 
Botolph  Without,  Aldgate)*;  Orkney 
Roads. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


ORKNEY  ROADS  BILL  [by  Order), 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposedi 
<'  Tbat  tbe  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (J/r.  Doddt.) 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
I  beg  to  move  tbe  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
This  Bill  is  the  same  as  the  Private  Bill 
with  the  same  title  which  was  introdaoed 
last  year,  and  rejected  on  the  second 
reading.  It  is  a  Bill  wbich  is  promoted 
by  a  certain  number  of  private  land- 
owners in  the  Islands  of  Orkney,  who 
seek  to  relieve  themselves  from  certain 
liabilities  which  have  been  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Eoads  and  Bridges 
(ScoUand)  Act  of  1878.    The  object  of 

Lord  ElphimUme 


the  promoters  is  to  revert,  as  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  to  the  arrangement 
which  existed  previous  to  the  passing  of 
the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act,  and  under 
wbich  the  principal  roads  in  the  Inlands 
of  Orkney  were  constructed.  The  Beads 
Act  of  1867  was  abolished  when  the 
Beads  and  Bridges  Act  of  1878  was 
adopted,  and  the  latter  Act  was  put  in 
force  in  the  County  of  Orkney  in  1883. 
Under  the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act,  the 
county  was  made  the  unity  of  assesa- 
ment,  and  the  various  debts  incurred  in 
making  the  roads  were  consolidated  into 
one  county  debt,  and  imposed  upon  the 
property  in  land  or  heritaffe  in  the 
county.  The  debt  allocated  to  these 
island  proprietors  was  something  like 
£9,000 ;  and  because  they  say  that  no 
debt  is  existing  in  the  islands  of  which 
they  are  proprietors,  they  claim  to  be 
relieved  from  their  contribution  to  the 
debt  which  exists  in  regard  to  other 
portions  of  the  Islands,  and  to  throw  the 
whole  debt  on  the  owners  of  property  in 
the  Mainland.  Now,  I  hold  that  to  be 
unfair,  because  they  have  taken  a  large 
share  in  the  management  of  the  roads 
under  the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act ;  and 
they  have  taken  their  part  in  the 
levying  of  taxation.  But  I  have  another 
objection  to  this  Bill,  over  and  above 
that — namely,  the  fact  that  by  this 
Private  Bill  legislation,  the  promoters 
seek  to  override  a  public  enactment, 
passed  after  considerable  deliberation 
by  this  House.  In  1867  the  assessments 
were  limited  to  Is.  in  the  pound  on  the 
owners  of  the  land,  and  were  fixed  at  a 
less  sum  on  the  owners  of  house  pro- 
perty. This  has  been  done  away  with, 
and  the  assessment  has  been  uniform 
upon  the  owners  of  land  and  houses.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  impossible  to  revert 
to  the  state  of  things  which  existed  prior 
to  the  passing  of  that  Act.  Tl^e  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill,  not  content  with  the 
defeat  they  suffered  last  vear,  and  not 
having  been  able  to  get  omer  jiarties  to 
join  with  them  in  proposing  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act,  have 
further  refused  to  compromise  mattofs, 
and  have  insisted  on  proceeding  with 
their  Private  Bill.  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  in  any  general  Aot  it  would 
be  impossible  not  to  inflict  some  hard- 
ship on  the  different  parties  conoemed 
in  it.  In  a  general  Act,  dealing  with 
different  distncts  and  different  daseea 
of  people,  it  is  easy  to  rub  against  the 
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grain  in  80me  way  or  other ;  but  I  hold 
that,  by  reverting  to  the  original  state 
of  things,  a  far  greater  hardship  would 
be  inflicted,  and  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  relieve  the  promoters,  who  are  well 
able  to  pay  their  fair  share  of  a  public 
debt  incurred,  in  a  great  part,  under 
their  own  management  and  auspices, 
and  to  throw  it  on  the  great  bulk  of 
small  owners  and  householders  on  the 
Mainland.  There  is  another  great 
objection  to  the  proposal  contained  in 
this  Bill.  The  money  has  been 
borrowed  for  the  making  of  these  roads, 
and  the  creditors,  who  are  petitioners 
against  the  Bill,  declared,  with  justice, 
that  the  security  given  to  them  under 
the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act  would  be 
greatly  depreciated  by  the  narrowing  of 
the  area  of  assessment  in  respect  of 
which  the  loans  have  been  guaranteed. 
In  point  of  fact,  many  of  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill,  who  are  proprietors  in  the  Is- 
lands, and  who  seek  to  be  relieved,  have 
not  incurred  any  debt  whatever  in  the 
making  of  roads  in  such  islands.  The 
roads  have  been  made  for  the  most  part 
under  a  private  arrangement  between  j 
themselves  and  their  tenants.  It  is  im- 1 
possible  to  get  at  the  exact  facts  of  the 
case ;  but  it  is  generally  known  io 
Orkney  that  the  roads  have  been  made 
by  a  private  arrangement  between  the 
proprietors  and  the  tenants.  Where 
the  latter  have  been  unable  to  bear 
their  full  share  of  the  pecuniary  burden, 
it  has  been  taken  out  of  them  in  the 
shape  of  labour  in  making  the  roads, 
and  there  has  been  a  private  arrange- 
ment with  the  proprietors,  who  paid  the 
poor  rates  during  the  time  the  roads 
were  being  constructed.  Therefore,  at 
the  time  they  were  constructed  both  the 
tenants  and  the  labourers  received  great 
benefit  from  the  work;  but  because, 
under  such  circumstances,  no  debt  has 
been  Incurred  by  the  proprietors,  I 
maintain  that  that  is  no  reason  why 
the  proprietors  should  be  relieved  from 
their  fair  share  of  the  burden  of  the 
county  debt.  It  is  asserted  that  the 
roads  on  the  Mainland  are  of  no  benefit 
to  the  people  of  the  adjacent  islands. 
But  it  is  not  so.  The  whole  assumption 
on  which  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act  was 
passed,  was  that  the  roads  throughout 
the  county  were  of  more  or  less  benefit 
to  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
county.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  were 
^no  tolls  on  the  Islands  of  Orkney ;  but 


the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act  was  passed 
to  consolidate  the  road  management  and 
debts  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  whole 
people,  and  it  was  held  that  the  pro- 
prietors in  distinct  parts  of  the  county 
away  from  the  Mainland  were  interested 
in  the  road  management,  and  sliould 
bear  their  fair  share  in  the  administra- 
tion and  payment  of  the  consolidated 
debt  which  had  been  incurred  prior  to 
the  passing  of  this  Act  in  the  formation 
of  a  road  trust  under  the  Act.  For  these 
reasons,  I  hold  that  it  would  be  unjust 
and  unfair  to  pass  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  rejected 
on  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  to  make  any  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LYELL:  Yes,  Sir;  I  beg  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  upon  this  day  six 
months. 

Dk.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  rise  to  second  the  Amendment,  on 
public  grounds.  I  am  aware  that  this 
House  is  not  a  very  fit  tribunal  for  en- 
tering into  the  details  of  a  dispute  be- 
tween Local  Authorities,  and  I  should  not 
attempt  to  ask  it  to  interpose  in  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  any  such 
ground.  Broadly,  this  Bill  is  intro- 
duced by  half-a-dozen  landed  proprie- 
tors, who  wish  to  relieve  themselves 
from  the  assessment  imposed  upon  them 
in  common  with  other  proprietors  simi- 
larly situated  in  Scotland,  oy  the  Boads 
and  Bridges  Act,  1878.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  if  it  is  desired  to  amend  a 
Public  Act  it  should  be  done  bfr  a  Public 
Act.  It  would  be  subversive  of  the 
principle  which  governs  Private  Bill 
legislation  to  allow  an  exception  to  be 
made  in  favour  of  persons  who  are  rich 
enough  to  introduce  Private  Bills  into 
this  House,  and  to  deny  it  to  persons  so 
situated  that  they  are  not  able  to  indulge 
in  the  luxury  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion. The  whole  case  of  the  half-dozen 
Orkney  proprietors  who  are  promoting 
this  Bill  is  to  be  found  in  a  Paner 
issued  by  them  to  Members  of  this 
House  in  a  paragraph  printed  in  italics. 
They  complain,  in  that  document,  that 
the  effect  of  the  Public  Act  of  1878 
has  been  to  impose  on  them  assess- 
ments for  the  payment  of  the  debt 
of  the  islands.  They  say  that  having 
no  roads  or  no  road  debt,  or  having  ex- 
tinguished their  road  debt,  it  is  unjust 
to  impose  upon  them  any  burden  in  con- 
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nection  with  the  debt  incurred  in  the 
construction  of  roads  upon  the  other 
Islands.  But  the  burden  they  now  have 
to  bear  is  only  similar  to  that  which 
the  proprietors  of  land  in  •ther  districts 
of  Scotland  are  called  upon  to  bear. 
This  subject  was  referred  to  in  the 
Eeport  of  the  Crofters'  Commission, 
which  states  that  it  is  felt  to  be  a 
considerable  grievance  in  many  of  the 
Highland  counties,  and  one  which  re- 
quires further  legislation.  On  pages 
t>2  and  63  of  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion, it  is  pointed  out  that  in  a  place 
called  Glen,  in  the  Island  of  Skye,  there 
is  a  population  of  200  persons  who  are 
paying  road  assessment  without  possess- 
ing a  branch  road,  or  even  a  tolerable 
track,  and  living  more  than  four  miles 
away  from  the  public  highway.  In  the 
Island  of  Lewis,  on  the  south  side  of 
Loch  Snizort,  there  is  a  population  of 
17,000,  and  the  Commissioners  say  that 
they  have  no  road  available  for  their 
local  use ;  and  if  they  go  by  land  they 
have  to  go  the  best  way  they  can  for 
some  14  miles  round  the  Loch  in  order 
to  reach  the  main  road.  And  yet  they 
are  called  upon  to  pay  the  assessment 
for  roads.  On  the  north  coast  of  Apple- 
orof  t  there  is  an  inhabited  track,  extend- 
ing over  50  miles,  on  which  there  is  no 
road,  although  there  are  400  inhabitants, 
and  they  have  to  contribute  to  the  assess- 
ment for  roads,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that,  as  far  as  they  are  concerned,  they 
haye  no  roads  to  maintain.  What  the 
people  of  the  Highlands  complain  of  is, 
that  they  should  be  assessed  for  the 
maintenance  of  roads  which  they  do  not 
possess ;  whereas  in  the  case  of  Orkney, 
these  proprietors  complain  that  they  are 
assessed  for  the  extinction  of  debt.  That 
is  a  distinction  without  a  difference.  An 
assessment  is  an  assessment  in  the  one 
case  as  in  the  other.  The  Crofters'  Com- 
mission recommends  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject should  be  dealt  with  by  general 
legislation,  and  I  protest  against  this 
proposal  for  dealing  with  half-a-doxen 
proprietors  specially.  I  beg  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  <*upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  LyelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

ZV.  Cameron 


Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) : 

As  representing  a  constituency  which,  in 

a  great  measure,  resembles  in  its  general 

features  that  of  Orkney,  which  is  now 

under    discussion — inasmuch  as   it   is 

broken  up  very  much  by  arms  of  the 

sea,  and  also  having  very  much  the 

same  division  of  the  road  management 

between  different  districts,  I  hope  I  may 

be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 

subject.    I  feel  bound  to  differ  mate- 

rially  from  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who 

have  moved  and  seconded  the  rejection 

of  this  Bill,  as  to  their  interpretation  of 

the  Act  of  1878.    I  believe  that  if  the 

Trustees  of  the  Orkney  Beads  had  ap* 

peared  in  this  House  at  the  time  of  the 

passing  of  that  Act,  they  would  have 

been  protected  in  their  insi^Jac^dbarac- 

ter  exactly  in  the  same  way  as  diSerent 

districts  in  the  County  of  Argyll  were 

protected.    It  is  specially  provided  in 

the  Beads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Act, 

1878,  that— 

*'  If  at  the'pasring  of  the  Act  anv  island  or 
group  of  iaUnds,  or  part  of  an  ialaiia,  is  treated 
as  a  separate  district,  as  respects  the  manage- 
ment of  highways,  such  district  shall  in  all 
times,  after  the  commencement  of  the  Act,  in 
the  county  of  which  such  district  forms  pari* 
be  considered  to  form  part  of  a  separate  districiy 
thereafter  called  an  insular  district  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Act*' 

Clause  58  relates  to  the  constructicm  of 
new  roads  and  bridges,  and  the  oott  is 
confined  especially  to  the  district  which 
is  affected  by  such  new  road  or  bridge, 
and  it  is  provided  that — 

'*No  proposal  shall  be  carried  into  effect 
without  the  consent  of  the  District  Committee 
of  such  district,  and  that  no  assessment  shill 
be  levied  in  any  part  of  the  county  for  the  ex- 
penditure upon  such  construction;  nor  shall 
any  assessment  be  leried  in  such  district  for  th3 
expense  of  constructing  anv  new  road  or  bridge 
in  any  part  of  the  county. 

That  distinctly  shows  that  the  Legida- 
ture  contemplated  that  the  Islands  and 
insular  districts  should  be  treated  as 
entirely  separate,  or  as  counties  in 
themselves.  But,  unfortunately,  in  the 
71st  clause  of  that  Act,  the  whole 
of  these  districts  are  massed  together 
for  the  purpoee  of  payine  th«  interest 
on  debts  already  incmrred.  nierefbre 
we  meet  with  this  difficulty — that  these 
Islands  are  to  be  massed  together  as  fax 
as  regards  the  debt,  but  that  in  every 
other  respect  they  are  to  be  regarded  as 
separate  districts.  Now,  it  has  been 
stated  that  the  (Gentlemen  who  are  pro- 
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moting  this  Bill  are  merely  proprietors 
in  some  of  the  islands,  who  ask  to  be 
relieved  from  a  payment  to  which  they 
are  justly  liable.  Well,  that  may  be  so 
to  a  certain  extent,  and  under  Clause  71 
they  undoubtedly  are  liable ;  but  I  believe 
that  if  they  had  not  neglected  their  oppor- 
tunity— if  they  had  been  represented  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1878 — they  would  have  got  some  such 
claiise  inserted  in  that  Act  as  Clause  81, 
which,  in  the  matter  of  the  district  debt 
of  Argyllshire,  provides  that — 

"  The  ^rovisioDS  of  the  Act  shall  not  apply  to 
the  principal  and  interest  due  from  the  Mull 
distnct,  nor  to  any  debt  incurred  b^  a  road 
district  in  any  of  the  several  districts  into 
which  the  County  of  Argyll  is  divided.*' 

Thereby  showing  that  the  Legislature 
was  ready  at  that  time,  on  a  representa- 
tion being  made  to  it,  to  treat  the  debt 
incurred  by  one  district  as  a  debt  due 
from  that  district,  and  payable  by  that 
district  only.  This  debt,  I  may  men- 
tion, has  not  been  incurred  recently. 
It  has  been  asserted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
that  some  of  the  Oentlemen  who  are 
opposing  the  measure  are  of  opinion 
that  the  security  they  possess  for  the 
existing  debt  is  likely  to  oe  depreciated. 
Now,  the  real  truth  is  that  the  whole  of 
the  money  was  borrowed  under  the 
Local  Acts  of  1857  and  1 867— especially 
imder  the  Orkney  Bead  Acts  of  1867, 
and  even  in  that  Act  there  was  a  dis- 
tinction made  in  the  case  of  the  main- 
land district,  which  was  allowed  to 
borrow  to  the  extent  of  10  years  of  the 
gross  proceeds  of  the  assessment; 
whereas  the  Island  districts,  being 
much  poorer,  and  not  being  able  to 
raise  so  much  money,  were  allowed  to 
borrow  up  to  1 2  years  of  the  gross  pro- 
ceeds of  the  assessment  leviable  in 
such  districts.  The  distinction  between 
the  two  has  always  been  maintained, 
and  the  money  was  borrowed  on  the 
faith  and  security,  not  of  the  whole 
county,  but  of  the  separate  districts. 
As  to  the  roads  being  of  no  use  to  the 
general  public,  I  think  that  any  hon. 
Member  who  takes  a  glance  at  the  map 
of  Orkney  will  see  that,  really  and  truly, 
the  roads  are  only  available  to  the  people 
of  the  different  islands.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  they  may  not  walk  on  them, 
but  Uiey  would  hardly  go  to  the  trouble 
and  danger  of  transporting  either  horses 
or  vehides  so  as  to  make  them  make 


use  of  the  different  roads.  Therefore,  I 
think  it  is  rather  hard  to  levy  on  these 
islands,  some  16  in  number,  which 
either  have  no  roads,  or  else  have  no 
debt,  having  themselves  made  what 
roads  they  require— in  some  cases  by 
the  proprietors,  and  in  others  jointly  by 
the  proprietors  and  tenants — and  who 
have  already  paid  their  share  for  the 
making  and  maintenance  of  their  own 
roads — I  think  it  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship upon  them  to  require  them  to  con- 
tinue their  contribution  towards  the 
discharge  of  the  debt  incurred  by  the 
road  trusts  of  other  islands,  simply 
because,  by  an  oversight — you  may  call 
it  neglect,  and  in  that  I  cannot  alto- 
gether disagree — they  failed  to  make  a 
proper  representation  of  their  case  when 
the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act  of  1878  was 
passed.  But  having  been  excluded  from 
the  exceptions  contained  in  that  Act  by 
an  oversight,  I  think  it  is  hard  that  they 
should  be  taxed,  having  no  debt  of  their 
own,  as  much  as  9}(/.  in  the  pound  upon 
their  assessable  rental  for  a  contribution 
to  the  road  debt  of  the  mainland.  Those 
Islands  which  gain  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, as  brought  about  by  the  Act  of  1878, 
are  only  two  in  number — namely,  the 
mainland,  which  gains  ^d,  in  the  pound, 
and  Westray,  which  gains  Zd,  in  the 
pound.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
mention  that  many  of  the  Oentlemen  who 
are  supporting  and  promoting  the  present 
Bill  are  large  owners  of  property  on  the 
Mainland ;  but  they  think  that  as  honest 
men,  they  ought  to  pay  the  debts  they 
have  incurred  on  the  Mainland.  They 
are  also  owners  of  property  in  the  other 
Islands,  and  they  are  willing  to  bear 
their  full  share  of  the  burdens  incurred 
there.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  send  it  to  a 
Committee  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.):  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  I  do  not  propose  to  say 
much  after  the  fair  and  lucid  statement 
which  has  just  been  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Argyllshire 
(Oolonel  Malcolm);  but  I  wish  very 
shortly  to  state  to  the  House  why  I  con- 
sider that  this  is  a  measure  which  ought 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  that  the  Bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time  on  this  day  six 
months,  entered  into  the  previous  his- 
tory of  this  matter.  He  informed  the 
House  that  a  similar  Bill  was  rejected  in 
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the  last  Parliament.    Now,  what  took 
place  was  this :  the  Bill  then  introduced 
was  thoroughly  examined  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  who,  after  hearing  evidence, 
reported  that  ihQ  Preamble  was  proved. 
It  then  came  down  here  on  the  eve  of  the 
General  Election,   and,  on  a  Division, 
the  second  reading  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  1 — 81  voting  against  and  80 
for  the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time. 
So  that  it  may  go  before  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee,  which  should  hear  evidence  and 
examine  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  I  wish  to  lay  before  the  House  in 
a  few  words  what  appears  to  me  to  be 
the  real  ground  for  reading  this  Bill  a 
second  time.     There  is  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  application  of  the  Beads 
and  Bridges  Act  of  1878  to  the  Orkney 
Islands  was  the  result  of  an  accident, 
and  that  it  was  not  intended  by  the  pro- 
moters of  that  Act  to  apply  to  such  a 
county  as  Orkney.    That  Act  applied  to 
turnpike  roads  and  cases  where  Statute 
labour  existed.    There  are  no  turnpike 
roads  in  Orkney,  and  no  Statute  labour 
actually  existed,  although  Statute  labour 
existed  in  point  of  law.     Some  person 
seems  to  have  found  out  that  fact,  al- 
though it  was  generally  unknown  to  the 
inhabitants,  and  the  result  has  been  the 
application  of  this  Act  to  the  Islands  of 
Orkney,  although  it  was  never  intended 
to  be  80  applied.    Now,  the  result  of  the 
application  of  the  Act  to  Orkney  has 
been  to  commit  an  injustice  which  is  so 
flagrant  that  it  ought  really  not  to  re- 
main unredressed.  There  are  in  the  Ork- 
neys some  22  islands,  which  are  set  out 
in  the  first  Schedule  of  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House.    In  16  of  those  islands 
there  was  no  debt  at  all  for  roads  at  the 
time  this  Act  came  into  operation.    In 
five  of  them,  there  were  debts  raneing 
from  £1,336  to  £3,390.     In  one  of  them 
— the  Mainland  as  it  is  called — there 
was  a    debt  of  upwards  of   £30,000. 
Those  debts  have  been  contracted  for 
the  local  purposes  of  each  island.    Each 
island    formed     a    district    by    itself. 
The  inhabitants  of  one  island  get  no 
benefit  from  the  roads  of  another,  and 
until  this  Act  of  1878  came  into  force 
each  island  formed  a  district  by  itself, 
borrowed  money  for  the  purposes  of  its 
own  road  expenses,  and  neither  contri- 
buted to,  nor  received  help  from,  the  other 
islands.   The  effect  of  the  accidental  ap- 
plication of  the  Boads  Act  of  1878  to  the 
Orkney  Islands  was  this — that  these  16 
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islands  which  had  no  debt  at  all,  and  the 
other  islands  which  had  a  small  debt  of 
their  own,  are  called  upon  to  contribute 
to  the  debt  incurred  for  the  roads  on 
the  mainland,  with  which  they  had  ab- 
solutely no  concern.    A  great  deal  has 
been  stated  about  the  proprietors  who 
are  promoting  this  measure  being  ac- 
tuated by  interested  motives.  The  House 
will  be  glad  to  learn  that  it  is  not  the 
proprietors  of    property  in  the    other 
islands  who  are  solely  promoting  this 
Bill ;  but  that  owners  of  property  in  the 
Mainland,  imbued  with  a  proper  feeling 
of  justice,  are  also  supporting  it.    I  ap- 
prehend, whether  the  assessments  are 
paid  by  the  proprietors  or  by  the  tenants, 
the  object  of  this  House  is  simply  to  do 
Justice ;  an^  if  the  Act  as  it  now  stands 
IS  clearly  doing  an  injustice  and  a  wrong 
which  was  never  intended    when    the 
Boads  Act  of  1878  was  passed,  it  is  only 
right  that  we  should  remedy  it.    These 
debts  were  incurred  for  local  purposes 
in  connection  with  particular  islands, 
and  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
they  should  be  thrown  on  other  islands 
which '  have  had  nothing  to    do  with 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Qlasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  in 
seconding  the  rejection  of  the  BiU,  stated 
that  there  are   other   places  in   Soot- 
land    where    similar    hardships    exist, 
and  he  read  extracts  from  the  Beport 
of  the  Crofters'   Commission   to  snow 
that  the  Commissioners  had  considered 
the  hardship  and  recommended  that  ic 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Legislature.    But  I  venture  to  Fay 
that  this  is  a  more  flagrant  case  of  hard- 
ship than  can  be  found  in  the  whole  of 
Scotland.    It  is  an  injustice  which  never 
could  have  been  perpetrated  except  by 
accident.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  says  that 
the  Act  of  1878  was  a  public  measure, 
and  that  if  any  injustice  was  committed 
by  it,  it  ought  also  to  be  remedied  by  a 
public  measure.     If  tiie  hon.  Member 
will  forgive  me  this  is  a  very  similar 
case  to  that  of  Argyllshire,  in  regard  to 
which  he  is  fully  aware  that  the  clause 
originally  inserted  in  the  Bill  was  modi- 
fied by  this  House  upon  proper  repre- 
sentations being  made   to   it,    and  on 
application  being  made  for  redress.    If 
exceptional  treatment  was  required  in 
that  case  I  maintain  that  it  is  much  more 
urgently  required  in  this,  and  I  can  see 
no  reason  why  redress  should  be  indefi- 
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nitely  postponed  in  tho  hope  that  here- 
after some  larger  and  more  heroic 
measure  may  be  passed  by  this  House. 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  and  send  it  to 
a  Committee  upstairs  in  the  usual 
way,  where  its  merits  can  be  fairly  con- 
sidered and  discussed. 

Mb.  LTELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
I  propose  to  say  a  few  words  only  in 
reply  to  the  remarks  which  have  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  eallant  Member  for 
Argyllshire  (Oolonel  Malcolm),  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Pinlay). 

Mb.  SPEAKEH  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  entitled 
to  a  renly. 

The*CHAIRMAN  of  committees 
(Mr.  Coubtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
Before  the  House  goes  to  a  Division,  I 
hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  in 
regard  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill  now  under 
discussion  is  identical  with  that  which 
was  discussed  in  the  month  of  June  last 
year,  which  I  then  recommended  the 
House  to  read  a  second  time,  and  to 
send  to  a  Committee  in  the  ordinary 
way  so  that  its  provisions  might  be  pro- 

Eerly  considered.  The  second  reading, 
owever,  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
one.  It  has  now  been  introduced  again, 
and  having  given  further  consideration 
to  it,  I  may  say  that  nothing  I  have  heard 
to-day  affects  the  opinion  which  I  had 
formed  in  regard  to  it  last  year.  I  think 
the  proper  course  for  us  to  follow  is  the 
usual  course  of  referring  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  There  are  two  points, 
however,  which  have  been  raised  to 
which  I  think  reference  ought  to  be 
made.  It  is  stated  that  this  is  an 
attempt  by  a  Private  Bill  to  interfere 
with  the  provisions  of  a  Public  Act. 
Now,  I  have  always  entertained  an  opi- 
nion that  it  is  highly  improper  to  have 
the  public  law  interfered  with  by  a  Pri- 
vate Bill,  but  in  truth  this  is  an  interfer- 
ence with  a  transitory  provision,  and  not 
with  what  is  properly  called  public  law. 
It  does  not  in  point  of  fact  deal  with  the 
Beads  ,and  Bridges  Act  of  1878,  but  with 
pre-existing  debts  in  the  Orkney  Islands, 
which  are  on  all  fours  with  the  pre- 
existing debts  in  Argyllshire  which  were 
dealt  with  by  the  Beads  and  Bridges 
Act.  It  would  appear  that  the  debts  of 
the  Orkney  Islands  were  not  included  by 
some  oversight,  and  this  is  an  attempt  by 
a  transitory  provision  to  place  the  Ork- 


neys in  the  same  position  as  Argyllshire 
in  regard  to  its  pre*existing  debts. 
The  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  laid  some  stress  upon 
the  effect  which  the  measure  would  have 
upon  the  security  of  the  creditors  who 
have  advanced  money  for  the  construc- 
tion of  roads.  Now,  those  debts  were  con- 
tracted by  each  particular  district  con- 
cerned, and  this  Bill  involves  no  inter- 
ference whatever  with  the  creditors.  It 
is  possible  that  some  of  the  bonds  may 
have  come  into  the  hands  of  other  per- 
sons by  transference  and  otherwise,  with- 
out notibe ;  but,  if  so,  the  security  of  the 
creditors  could  be  perfectly  safeguarded 
by  provisions  inserted  in  the  Bill.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  justification  for  the  proposal  to 
prevent  the  measure  from  going  before 
a  Committee  upstairs,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  consent  to  read  it  a  second 
time. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  219; 
Noes  139:  Majority  80.— (Div.  List, 
No.  4.) 

Main  Question  put. 

Bill  read  a  second  time»  and  committed. 

QUESTIONS. 


SCOTLAND— THE  8KYE  CROFTERS. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) 
(for  Mr.  J.  W.  Babolay,  Forfarshire), 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
rates  collected  in  Skye,  from  c^rofters 
paying  less  than  £30  of  rent,  during  the 
recent  occupation  of  the  island  by  Her 
Majesty's  Marine  Forces  ? 

Thk  secretary  foh  SCOTLAND 
(Mb.  a.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  told  the  hon.  Oentieman  the  other  day 
that  I  had  not  in  my  possession  infor- 
mation which  would  enable  me  to  distin- 
guish between  arrears  of  rate  payable 
by  one  class  of  tenants  and  those  paid 
by  the  other.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  sup- 
plement that  answer  with  any  further 
useful  information. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— 
ROBERT  HUME,  A  MANIACAL  PRISO- 
NER. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College), 
anked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  pub- 
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lished  Eeporte  of  the  inqairy  into  tbe 
death  of  Bobert  Hume,  an  untried 
priBoner  in  Galton  Gaol,  Edinburgh,  on 
tbe  2nd  instant,  that  the  prisoner  in 
question,  described  as  maniacal,  confined 
on  a  charge  of  shooting,  and  at  times 
requiring  four  men  to  hold  him,  was 
locked  up  for  48  hours  in  a  cell  with  two 
other  prisoners;  whether,  on  the  first 
night  of  his  confinement,  he  was  dis- 
covered "  very  violent"  and  **  on  top  of 
the  other  prisoners ; "  whether,  on  the 
second  evening,  he  was  again  found 
"very  violent,"  and  having  torn  tbe 
clothing  off  one  of  the  other  prisoners ; 
whether,  on  the  second  night,  he  became 
"extremely  violent,"  "shouting  and 
bawling"  from  12  till  4  in  the  morning, 
when  he  fell  asleep,  and  that  three  hours 
later,  his  appearance  having  alarmed  his 
fellow  prisoners,  he  was  discovered  to  be 
dead;  whether  there  is  an  infirmary 
attached  to  the  Calton  Gaol ;  and,  if  so, 
why  Hume  was  not  sent  there ;  whether 
the  men  shut  up  with  Hume  were  un- 
tried prisoners;  and,  whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  Prison  Bules  to  ex- 
pose prisoners  to  the  dangers  and  annoy- 
ance incidental  to  confinement  with 
violent  and  maniacal  persons  ? 
The  SECRETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 

iMr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
am  inquiring  into  this  matter,  and  have 
received  a  certain  amount  oi  information 
about  it,  but  not  enough  to  enable  me  to 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information 
he  desires.  If  he  will  put  the  Question 
down  for  another  day,  I  will  endeavour 
then  to  answer  it. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said  he  would  repeat 
the  Question  on  Tuesday. 

MEMBEllS  OF  PARLIAMENT— RETURN 
OF  MEMBERS,  1880-INDEX  OF  NAMES. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  the  Heturn  of  Members  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1880,  just  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  cannot  be  included  in  the 
Index,  in  course  of  preparation,  of  the 
Houses  up  to  that  date,  so  as  to  make 
the  volume  complete  of  all  Parliaments 
to  the  last  Eeform  Bill  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam):  I  have  every  hope  of 
overcoming  the  difficulties  of  making  the 
Index  cover  all  the  names. 

Dr,  Cameron 
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Mb.  Kma  (Hull  Central)  msked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
anything  has  been  recently  done  by  the 
Government  to  provide  ranges  for  rifle 
practice  of  the  Volunteers  and  Regular 
Forces,  especially  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  London  and  other  larg^  towns ;  how 
much  money  has  been  spent  in  en- 
deavouring to  make  Wormwood  Scmbba 
safe,  and  with  what  results;  whether 
he  has  had  his  attention  called  to  a 
system  of  safety  sheds  or  screens  which 
have  been  erected  at  Worm  wood  Scrubbe, 
Elford,  and  Walker-on-Tyne  for  300- 
yard  range;!,  and  in  the  Wellington 
Barracks,  Windsor  Barracks,  and  many 
other  places  for  shorter  ranges ;  whc* 
ther  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
official  reports  regarding  this  system, 
and  the  results  of  the  experiments 
made  with  it ;  and,  whether  there  are 
any  objections  to  its  general  adop- 
tion ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle) :  New  rifle  ranges  have  recently 
been  provided  for  the  Regular  Forces  at 
Aldershot,  and  at  Strensall,  near  York, 
besides  which  additions  and  alterations 
to  make  them  safe  for  practice  with  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle  have  been  made  to 
the  existing  ranges  at  many  stations. 
Volunteer  Corps,  as  a  rule,  provide  their 
own  ranges  out  of  the  Capitation  Grant ; 
but  when  a  range  of  the  Regular  Forces 
is  convenient  for  a  Volunteer  Corps,  and 
can  be  spared,  the  General  Officer  Com- 
manding the  District  may  allow  them 
the  use,  on  payment  of  £2  lOt.  per 
company  yearly  for  each  company  actu- 
ally using  the  range.  Within  the  last 
three  years  £4,493  has  been  expended 
on  Wormwood  Scrubbs,  with  the  result, 
it  is  believed,  of  rendering  the  butts 
safe.  Safety  screens  have  been  erected 
for  trial  at  Wormwood  Scrubbs,  and  at 
Elford.  At  the  latter  range  they  have 
been  favourably  reported  on;  but  the 
tests  at  Wormwood  Scrubbs  have  not 
yet  been  sufficient  for  a  conclusion  to  be 
arrived  at.  The  only  ranges  at  Welling- 
ton and  Windsor  Barracks  are  for  the 
Morris  tube  barrels.  These  have  been 
favourably  reported  upon  as  regards 
supplementary  practice,  and  the  system 
has  oeen  generally  adopted  for  all  large 
garrisons. 
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but  I  cannot  say  whether  the  report  in 
accurate.  [Dr.  Takxeb  :  It  is  accurate.] 
The  police  have  no  information  as  to 
the  alleged  attacks  upon  the  other  far- 
mers named  in  the  Question. 


CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
MOONLIGHTERS  AT  MILL  STREET. 
CO.  CORK. 

Mr.  8MITH-BARBY  (Hunts,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  4th 
February,  attacks  were  made  by  Moon- 
lighters upon  the  houses  of  farmer^, 
named  Murphy,  Philpott  and  Kelleher, 
living  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Mill- 
street,  in  the  County  of  Cork,  the  hair 
of  daughters  of  these  men  was  cut  off 
by  the  Moonlighters ;  and,  in  the  case 
of  Murphy's  daughters,  tar  was  poured 
upon  their  heads ;  whether  the  alleged 
reason  for  these  outrages  was,  that  the 
girls  had  been  seen  speaking  to  police- 
men ;  and,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  speech  made  at  or  near 
Millstreet  by  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner)  on  22nd  January,  and  re- 

Jorted  in  Tk0  Cork  Daily  Herald  of  25th 
anuary,  in  which  he  said — 

*'  He  would  be  sorry  to  hear  tliat  a  Mill- 
Btreet  man  or  woman  spoke  to  an  emergency 
man,  and  that  any  Millstreet  man  or  woman 
spoke  to  a  policeman ;  and  he  would  ask  fathers 
and  brothers  to  see  that  ^irls  did  not  speak  to 
policemen  in  the  district.*' 

Dk.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said 
that  arising  out  of  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Huntingdon  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Cork  Defence  Union ;  and 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  since  the  ex- 
traordinary number  of  the  employh  of 
that  union  and  additional  Soyal  Irish 
Constabulary  had  come  to  that  district 
that  the  statistics  of  illegitimacy  and  im- 
morality had  enormously  increased  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  is  one  that 
I  could  properly  answer.  With  re- 
ference to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  house  of  a  farmer 
named  Murphy,  residing  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Millstreet,  was  attacked, 
and  that  his  daughters  were  assaulted 
in  the  manner  described,  and  warned 
not  to  speak  to  policemen  again.  It  is 
also  true  that  a  meeting  had  been  held 
in  the  vicinity  a  few  days  previously, 
and  that  The  Cork  Daily  Herald  of  the 
25th  of  January  contains  a  report  of  the 
proceedings,  attributing  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  the 
UBS  of  the  words  quoted  in  the  Question ; 


POST   OFFICE    (IRELAND)-SUB-P08T- 
MA8TER  OF  GURTEEN,  CO.  GALWAY. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co..Mid.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  Thomas  O.  Griffin,  of  Gur- 
teen,  near  Ballinasloe,  county  Galway, 
was  appointed  acting  sub-postmaster  in 
the  village  of  Gurteen  last  May; 
whether  the  permanent  appointment 
has  been  conferred  upon  a  man  named 
Thomas  Carr;  whether  Carr  ever  ap- 
plied for  the  appointment;  whether 
Griffin's  father  held  the  position  of  sub- 

Eo^tmaster  from  the  establishment  of  a 
ranch  until  the  appointment  of  his  son 
G.  Gnffin;  whether  there  is  any  post 
office  at  Gurteen,  and  what  is  the  dis- 
tance from  the  village  to  the  nearest 
post  town;  and,  whether  he  will  pro- 
vide for  the  alleged  want  ? 

The  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  No 
appointment,  either  temporary  or  per- 
manent, has  been  made  to  the  Gurteen 
Post  Office.  The  office  became  vacant 
in  May  last  through  the  resignation  of 
L.  Griffin,  who  had  held  it  since  its  es- 
tablishment in  1877.  The  inhabitants 
were  opposed  to  the  appointment  of  any 
person  but  Griffin's  son ;  but,  as  I  did 
not  consider  him  suitable  for  the  posi- 
tion, I  was  compelled  to  close  the  office 
temporarily.  It  will  be  re-opened  as 
soon  as  a  suitable  person  can  be  found 
willing  to  take  it.  Gurteen  is  five  miles 
from  the  nearest  Post  Office. 

Db.  tanner  said  that  the  second 
paragraph  had  not  been  answered — 
namely,  whether  Carr  had  been  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mb.  RAIKES:  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  correctly  informed.  The  appoint- 
ment has  not  been  conferred  upon 
Thomas  Carr,  not  even  temporanly. 
The  facts,  I  believe,  are  that  Carr  was 
invited  to  say  whether  he  would  accept 
the  appointment,  and  declined  to  do  so. 

NEWSPAPERS  —  POST  OFFICE  ACT, 
1870  —  NEWSPAPER  LIBEL  AND 
REGISTRATION  ACT,  1881. 

Mb.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  under 
section  6   of  <<The   Post   Office   Act, 
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1870,"  which,  in  effect  and  so  far  as 
material,  is  that  a  publication  composed 
**  wholly  or  in  great  part"  of  news, 
with  or  without  advertisements,  is  a 
newspaper,  he  requires  the  greater  part 
of  such  a  publication  to  be  composed 
of  news ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
make  regulations  to  reconcile  that  sec- 
tion with  section  1  of  '*  The  Newspaper 
Libel  and  Eegistration  Act,  1881,"  by 
which,  60  far  as  material,  a  newspaper 
may  be  composed  "  only  or  principally  " 
of  advertisements  ? 

The  P0STMA8TEE  general 
(Mr.  Baiees)  (Cambridge  University): 
In  the  Act  of  1870  the  object  of  the 
Legislature  was  to  give  facilities,  by 
means  of  an  exceptional  rate  of  post- 
age, to  the  dissemination  of  news  and 
the  discussion  of  the  current  topics  of 
the  day ;  and  the  intention  of  the  sec- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
was  that,  to  be  accepted  as  a  newspaper, 
a  publication  must  consist  principally 
of  news.  The  Act  of  1881  (which  has 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  Post  Office) 
was,  of  course,  passed  for  quite  a  diffe- 
rent purpose ;  and  the  definition  of  a 
newspaper  was  accordingly  a  different 
one.  No  regulations  could  be  made 
by  me  for  the  reconcilement  of  provi- 
sions in  different  Acts  of  Parliament; 
but  even  if  such  a  thing  were  within 
my  power,  it  would  be  quite  unjusti- 
fiable to  give  exceptional  privileges  to 
advertisements  in  the  way  which  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  indicate. 

DRAINAGE    OP    LANDS —  COMPENSA- 
TION TO  RIPARIAN  OWNERS. 

Mb.  AIN8LIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovernment  Board,  If  it  is  his 
intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide 
compensation  to  riparian  owners  of 
land  who  suffer  from  floods  caused  by 
drainage  operations  in  lands  situated 
higher  up  the  course  of  streams  drained 
into  by  such  operations? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's) :  I  can- 
not hold  out  any  hope  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  will  introduce  such  a  Bill. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
CROSSMAGLEN  PRISONERS. 
Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  Government  would 
consent    to    the    liberation    of   those 
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prisoners  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
for  an  alleged  conspiracy  at  Crossmag- 
len,  County  Armagh,  in  1882,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  no  one  was  injured 
by  any  act  of  the  prisoners,  and  their 
having  already  suffered  more  than  five 
years*  penal  servitude  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Successive  Viceroys  have  had  before 
them  the  case  of  the  convicts  still  in 
custody  in  this  matter,  and  have  felt 
themselves  unable  to  interfere  with  the 
due  course  of  the  law.  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  hopes  of  a  different  decision. 

Mr.  BLANE :  Has  the  case  been 
considered  by  the  present  Government  ? 

[No  reply.] 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)- REVIVAL   OF 
THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mr.  M'AETHUB  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  f  oreiga 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Gk>« 
vemment  have  received  information  from 
Madagascar  that  the  Slave  Trade  on  the 
West  Coast  has  been  re-opened ;  whether 
it  is  alleged  that  British  subjects  are 
implicated  in  the  traffic ;  at  what  distance 
from  the  West  Coast  the  nearest  Con- 
sular authority  resides;  and,  whether 
the  Bepresentatives  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Madagascar  have  judicial  authority 
enabling  them  to  deal  with  offenders 
against  the  law  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  Grave  abuses  are  said 
to  have  occurred  recently,  practically  a 
slave  trade,  in  connection  with  the  ship- 
ment of  labourers  from  the  West  Coast 
of  Madagascar  to  R6union.  It  is  alleged 
that  British  subjects,  principally  belong- 
ing to  Mauritius,  were  implicated.  Ener- 
getic steps  have  been  taken,  both  by  the 
British  and  French  Oovemments,  to 
check  these  abuses.  The  British  Con- 
sul, who  has  judicial  authority  over 
British  subjects,  resides  at  present  at 
Tamatave.  A  Vice-Consul  is  about  to 
be  appointed  at  Majunga,  on  the  West 
Coast,  with  sufficient  authority. 

THE    SEYCHELLES    ISLANDS— THE 
CHIEF  OFFICER  OF  POLICE, 

CoMMAKDEB  BETHELL  (York,  KR, 
Holdemess)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  If  a  communioation  has 
been  received  firom  a  man  lately  aerriog 
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in  the  police  at  Mahe  Seycbelles,  whose 
name  seems  to  be  Midard  Nahal,  con- 
taining charges  of  a  grave  character 
against  the  Chief  Officer  of  Police  of  that 
Island ;  and,  if  he  proposes  to  order  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  matter ;  and, 
if  CO,  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
the  nature  of  the  communications  re- 
cently sent  to  the  Colonial  Office  from  a 
resident  in  the  island,  he  will  g^ve  special 
instructions  as  to  the  official  charged 
with  the  inquiry? 

The  SECKETAHY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  Such  a 
communication  has  been  received,  and 
instructions  were  sent  to  the  Qovemor  of 
Mauritius,  by  the  mail  of  the  23rd  of 
December,  to  despatch  either  the  Inspec- 
tor General  or  the  Superintendent  of 
Police  to  Seychelles  by  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity, to  make  a  comprehensive  inquiry 
into  the  condition  and  efficiency  of  the 
Seychelles  police. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— AFFAIRS  OF  ZULU- 
LAND. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holderness)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  When  he  wiU  be  able 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
further  Papers  relating  to  the  affairs  of 
Zululand  ? 

Tub  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hbnry  Holland) (Hampstead),  in  reply, 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  Papers  on  Zulu- 
land,  which  were  laid  on  the  Table  on 
the  3rd  instant,  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  by  the  end  of  this  week, 
or  the  beginning  of  next  week.  Further 
Papers  were  in  preparation,  and  would 
be  published  shortly. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  Be- 
fore  putting  the  following  Question,  I  de- 
sire to  eay  that  the  bad  grammar  in  it  is 
not  mine.  The  Question  is — To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  right  of  the  Crown 
in  criminal  cases  to  direct  jurors  to  stand 
by  is  in  England  seldom  or  never  exer- 
cised ;  and,  that  the  only  procedure  by 
which  particular  jurors  are  in  England 
excluded  from  the  jury  box  by  the  Crown 
in  any  case  can  be  equally  availed  of  by 
the  accused. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  By  way 
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of  preface  I  may  take  the  liberty  of 
pointing  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Home  Department  is  not  a  legal  de- 
partment of  the  Qovernment;  therefore, 
in  answering  Questions  of  law,  I  cannot 
undertake  to  be  always  correctly  in- 
formed. I  beg  to  eay  that  the  right  of 
the  Crown  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  is  practically  exercised.  The 
accused  has  a  peremptory  challenge  to 
six  jurors;  whereas  the  Crown  has  no 
right  to  a  peremptory  challenge  without 
showing  cause.  To  any  other  challenges 
the  accused  must  show  cause ;  but  need 
only  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
challenges  the  six  jurors. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.) 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  he  had  ever  known 
a  case  in  England  in  which  more  than 
one  or  two  of  the  same  jury  had  been 
ordered  to  stand  aside  ? 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
inquired  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  acquainted  with 
the  passage  in  Sir  James  Stephen's 
Butory  of  ths  Criminal  Law,  in  which  he 
said — 

**  Practically  speaking,  this— the  exercise  of 
rights  by  the  Crown— is  a  matter  of  hardly  any 
importance  at  the  present  day  in  England.  In 
the  coarse  of  my  experience  I  do  not  remember 
more  than  one  or  two  occasions  on  which  there 
have  been  any  considerable  number  of  chal- 
lenges?'* 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  never 
read  that  passage. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
whether  the  Home  Secretary's  reply 
referred  also  to  cases  of  misdemeanour? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  expressly  said 
**  in  cases  of  felony."  In  cases  of  mis- 
demeanour, as  far  as  I  know,  nobody  has 
a  right  of  peremptory  challenge — neither 
the  Crown  nor  the  accused. 

Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  At- 
tercliffe)  wished  to  ask  the  Home  Secre- 
tary whether  he  had  read  the  law  laid 
down  in  the  case  of  '*The  Queen  t^. 
Blakeman?" 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  now  asking  a  Ques- 
tion which  does  not  fairly  arise  upou  the 
Question  on  the  Paper. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)-THE   GLEN- 
BEIGH  EVICTIONS. 

Mr;  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the  last 
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day  on  which  evictions  took  place  at 
Glenbeigh,  the  Sheriff,  after  handing 
over  possession  to  Mr.  £oe,  retired  wim 
his  bailiffs  protected  only  by  four  police ; 
and,  whether,  after  he  had  gone  a  short 
distance,  the  District  Inspector  sent  a 
sergeant  to  stop  him,  and  made  him 
remain  for  nearly  an  hour  while  the  rest 
of  the  police  were  protecting  Mr.  Hoe  in 
his  work  of  levelling  the  houses  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Sheriff  did  retire,  accompanied  by  a 
small  number  of  police.  The  other  police 
remained  to  protect  Mr.  Roe.  The  Dis- 
trict Inspector,  after  the  Sheriff  had 
gone  a  short  distance,  sent  word  to  ask 
the  Sheriff  to  allow  some  of  his  men  to 
assist  the  police  in  providing  for  the 
crossing  of  a  river,  which  detained  them 
for  about  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Arising  out  of  the  Question,  I 
would  like  to  ask  one  further  Question — 
whether  the  levdllinc:  and  the  burning 
of  houses  is  part  of  the  legal  remedy 
which  a  landlord  has  a  rieht  to  have 
executed  by  the  Sheriff;  and,  if  not 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  That 
is  a  Question  which  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  must  give  Notice  of  in  the  usual 
way. 

Me.  CONYBEARE:  I  wiU  give 
Notice. 

LABOURERS'    COTTAGES    (IRELAND) 
ACT— NA  VAN  UNION. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  an  inquiry 
was  held  in  October  last  by  Captain 
Fair,  regarding  the  sites  for  1 6  labourers' 
cottages  in  the  Donaghpatrick  Division 
of  the  Navan  Union,  but  that  as  yet  no 
report  has  been  made  by  him;  and, 
whether  he  will  urge  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  expedite  proceedings, 
with  a  view  to  enabling  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  place  the  labourers  in  pos- 
session of  the  land  in  time  to  plant  the 
potato  crop  of  this  year? 

The  OHIEP  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W,): 
The  cause  of  delay  was  that  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  obtain  ad- 
ditional information,  and,  in  some  in- 
stances, legal  advice.  The  order  con- 
firming the  scheme  will  be  issued  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Mr.  Mahimy 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  GLEN- 
BEIGH EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  requisition  for  police  forwarded  by 
the  Sheriff  before  the  Glenbeigh  evic- 
tions, also  a  copy  of  the  IG  days'  notice 
giving  the  nature  of  the  proceedings  and 
we  names  of  the  tenants  to  be  proceeded 
against  ? 

The  OHIEP  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
In  this  case  the  Sheriff  had  a  personal 
interview  with  the  Divisional  Magis- 
trate, and  all  the  arrangements  were 
then  made  as  regards  his  protection 
during  the  eviction.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  lay  on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the 
Sheriff's  written  requisition  and  notice, 
which  are  contained  in  one  document. 

Mb.  E.  HAERINGTUN  (Kerry,  W.): 
Would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  in  this  case  of  serious 
eviction  neither  Sheriff  nor  Divisional 
Magistrate  was  present  at  all  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Me.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland, 
Whether  Irish  Crown  Solicitors  in  direct- 
ing jurors  on  Irish  Criminal  trials  to 
''stand  by"  exercise  their  own  discre- 
tion, or  act  under  the  instructions  of  the 
Attorney  General,  or  the  prosecuting 
counsel  who  represents  him;  whether 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  printed 
Circular  addressed  to  Crown  Solicitors 
on  this  point,  and  recentlv  communi- 
cated to  the  House,  are  supplemented  by 
oral  instructions  given  on  the  spot ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  duty  or  the  praotioe  of 
the  Crown  Counsel  to  interfere  in  the 
selection  of  jurors;  and,  if  so,  in  what 
manner  and  to  what  extent  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ior 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said:  The  only 
instructions  of  any  kind,  oral  or  written, 
that  have  been  given  to  Crown  Solici- 
tors as  to  directing  jurors  to  stand  by 
are  those  which  have  been  commoni- 
oated  to  the  House  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  far 
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Ireland.  It  will  be  seen  from  *  these  in- 
structions that  the  Grown  Solicitor  is  to 
consult  the  leading  Grown  counsel  when 
there  is  time  for  him  to  do  so. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— PETTY 
SESSION  AT  HOSPITAL,  COUNTY 
LIMERICK. 

Me.  FINUOANB  (Limerick,  E.J 
asked  the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  at  aPetty 
Sessions  Gourt,  Golonel  Pearse,  K.M.,  in 
the  chair,  was  held  at  Hospital,  Gounty 
Limerick,  on  the  2nd  instant ;  whether 
the  Kilteely  fife  and  drum  band,  when 
passing  the  Oourthouse,  was,  without 
warning,  attacked  by  a  body  of  police 
under  the  command  of  District  Inspector 
Greene,  Bruffa;  if  their  band  iustru- 
ments  were  broken,  and  three  of  the 
bandsmen  seriously  wounded ;  whether, 
during  the  attack  on  the  bandsmen,  Mr. 
Edmond  Davoren  complained  to  Golonel 
Pearse  of  the  conduct  of  Inspector 
Greene,  who  only  desisted  from  his  attack 
on  the  people  on  a  threat  of  bringing 
his  conduct  before  Parliament ;  whether 
Golonel  Pearse  stated  publicly  in  Gourt 
that  the  only  order  he  gave  was  to  clear 
the  Gourt,  and  not  to  use  any  unneces- 
sary violence ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
moot  will  order  an  investigation  into  the 
conduct  of  Inspector  Greene  on  this  and 
previous  similar  occasions  ? 

The  chief  SEGRBTAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  band  referred  to  was  causing  noise 
and  disturbance,  interfering  with  the 
business  of  the  Gourt.  The  magistrate 
instructed  the  police  to  stop  the  band, 
and  that  was  done.  It  is  not  a  fact  that 
anybody  was  seriously  hurt.  I  see  no 
grounds  for  the  investigation. 

Mb.  M'GAETAN  (Down,  S.) :  Might 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  this 
was  the  same  District  Inspector  Greene 
recently  removed  from  Belfast  ?  [6W#« 
of  "  Order,  order ! "] 

Sib  MIGHAEL  HIGKS-BEACH  :  I 
really  du  not  know.  Sir.  I  meant  to 
convey  that,  whoever  the  District  In- 
spector may  be,  he  simply  acted  under 
the  orders  of  the  magistrate. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) : 
May  I  be  permitted  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  this  District 
Inspector  Ghreene  is  the  same  officer  with 
reference  to  whom  Golonel  Forbes, 
ILM.,  of  Belfast,  gave  evidence  before 
the  recent  Boyal  Gommistion,  to  the 


effect  that  he  persistently  neglected  his 
duty  in  not  having  his  men  in  proper 
time  to  attend  to  their  several  duties  ? 

Sib  MIGHAEL  HICKS-BEAGH  :  I 
can  only  say  that  I  think  it  is  most  un- 
fair to  District  Inspector  Greene,  or  to 
any  officer  of  the  police,  to 'ask  such  a 
Question  as  that  without  giving  Notice. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— INSANITARY 
STATB  OF  RATHDOWN    WORKHOUSE. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin, 
Go.,  8.)  asked  the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  take  steps  to 
compel  the  Guardians  of  the  Eathdown 
Union  to  remedy  the  nuisance  caused  by 
the  defective  drainage  of  the  Bathdown 
Workhouse,  as  the  Guardians  have 
hitherto  failed  to  comply  with  the  re- 
peated requests  of  the  ratepayers  to 
have  the  matter  efficiently  attended  to  ? 

Thb  ghief  SEGRETAEY  (Sii- 
Michael  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.):  I 
understand  that  there  has  been  great 
delay,  owing  to  the  Guardians  having 
been  unable  to  obtain  a  certain  engineer 
that  they  desired  to  employ.  I  think 
there  was  ground  for  the  delay,  but  I 
have  instructed  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  see  what  can  be  done  to  remedy 
that. 

LAW   AND   POLICE    (IRELAND)— 
ASSAULT  AT  COOLGREANEY. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin, 
Go.,  S.)  asked  the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  George  Freeman,  bailiff  to  Mr. 
George  Brooke,  and  an  emergency  man 
named  Woods,  employed  on  the  Brooke 
Estate,  came  into  the  village  of  Gool- 
greaney  on  the  5th  instant  and  got 
drunk ;  if  they  then  attacked  a  Mr. 
Doyle  in  his  own  shop ;  if,  when  turned 
out.  Woods  threatened  to  use  his  revol- 
ver on  the  crowd  outside,  and  if  Free- 
man presented  a  loaded  gun  at  them, 
and  was  in  the  act  of  firing  upon  them 
when  the  police  came  up  and  disarmed 
him ;  if  Woods  and  Freeman  are  to  be 
prosecuted,  and  when ;  and,  if  Woods 
was  ever  prosecuted  before  for  a  similar 
offence,  and  where  ? 

The  ghief  SEGRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bsach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  I 
am  informed  that  an  altercation  arose  in 
a  public-house  on  the  oocasion  referred 
to.  Gharges  are  at  present  pending, 
and    will    be    heard    in  a  few  days, 
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against  Freeman  for  being  drunk  in 
possession  of  firearms,  and  against 
Woods  for  being  drunk  and  obstructing 
the  police.  I  cannot  say  whether 
Woods  has  been  proceeded  against  be- 
fore. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Arising  out 
of  that  Question,  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
this  Woods  is  the  same  man  who  pre- 
sented a  revolver  at  unarmed  men  in 
Woodford,  and  who  was  denounced  by 
Chief  Baron  Palles  for  perjury  in  the 
Court  at  Sligo;  and  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  licence  which 
this  man  now  holds  will  be  withdrawn  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
really  do  not  know  whether  Woods  is 
the  same  man  that  the  hon.  Member 
alludes  to  or  not.  The  question  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  licence  would  depend, 
of  course,  upon  the  evidence  that  was 
given. 

ADMIRALTY— DEVONPORT  DOCKYARD 
—THE  PROPOSED  IMPERIAL  INSTI- 
TUTE. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miral^, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  following  statement  in 
The  Western  Daily  Mercury  of  the  8th 
instant: — 

**R6ar  Admiral  H.  D.  Grant,  C.B.,  Admi- 
sal  Saperintendent  of  Devonport  Dockyard, 
yesterday  notified  by  means  of  bills,  which  were 
distribated  oyer  the  yards  at  DoYonport  and 
Keyham,  that  he  was  in  receipt  of  a  communi* 
cation  from  the  Prince  of  Wales,  inviting  his 
co-operation  in  the  formation  of  the  proposed 
Imperial  Institute.  As  he  (the  Admiral)  had 
no  doubt  that  the  officers  and  men  desired  to 
take  part  in  this  great  work,  he  would  have 
papers  printed  f ull^  setting  forth  the  objects  of 
the  Institute,  derived  from  a  circular  which 
had  been  forwarded  him.  A  week  would  be 
allowed  for  the  consideration  of  the  papers, 
after  which  it  was  his  intention  to  convene  a 
meeting  of  the  officers  of  all  grades,  and  lead- 
ing men  from  each  department,  to  assemble  at 
a  convenient  date  in  the  dining  hall  of  Devon- 
port  Yard,  for  the  purpose  of  electing  officers 
and  taking  steps  to  collect  subscriptions.  The 
Admiral  desires  it  to  be  clearly  unaerstood  that 
whatever  amount  is  raised  will  be  remitted  as 
from  'the  officers  and  men  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards,  Devonport  aild  Keyham,'  it  being 
his  intention  to  head  the  list  as  a  Dockyard 
officer,  and  not  to  subscribe  to  any  other  branch 
hftving  the  same  object  in  view  ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  method 
employed  to  collect  subscriptions  has 
>)een  as  follows  :^-That  the  Admiral  and 
Chief  Officers  of  Departments  cause  lists 
to  be  made  up  of  all  the  men  under 

&%r  Michael  Hicke^Beaeh 


their  control,  opposite  to  which  are 
columns  ruled  for  £  s,  d.  That  these 
lists  are  issued  to  the  subordinate  offi- 
cers, who,  pencil  in  hand,  canvass  their 
workmen  for  subscriptions,  and  marking 
off  the  names  of  those  who  subscribe, 
return  the  lists  to  the  chiefs  of  the 
several  departments,  who  are  thus  able 
to  mark  the  men  who  have  refused  to 
subscribe ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  a  tablet,  to 
the  memory  of  the  late  Admiral  Wilsoo, 
was  proposed  to  be  erected,  the  then 
Ohief  Oonstructor  sent  his  own  mes- 
senger around  to  the  various  offices  to 
solicit  contributions  from  each  indi- 
vidual ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  part  of  the 
public  duties  of  the  officers  and  officials 
of  the  Dockyards  to  busy  themselves 
with  the  collecting  of  subscriptions 
either  for  memorial  tablets  or  for  the 
Prince  of  Wales'  Imperial  Institute; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  prevent  it  for  the  future  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geobge 
HAMiLTON)(Middlesez,  Ealing),  in  reply, 
said,  the  facts  were  as  stated  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
was,  however,  no  foundation  for  the 
suggestion  that  any  compulsion  or  un- 
due influence  of  any  kind  was  sought  to 
be  exercised  with  regard  to  the  collection 
of  subscriptions.  He  did  not  see  any- 
thing in  Admiral  Grant's  action  to  cause 
him  to  interfere. 

FISHING  BOATS  AMENDMENT  BILL— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  When  the  Fishing  Boats  Amend- 
ment Bill  will  be  introduced;  and, 
whether  the  Bill  is  in  the  same  shape  in 
which  it  passed  through  the  House  of 
Commons  last  Session  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hsvet 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  propose  to  introduce  the  Bill  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Mon- 
day. The  Bill  will  be  substantially  the 
same  as  that  which  passed  the  House  of 
Commons  last  Session. 

INLAND  KEVENUE-STAMP  DUTY  ON 
RECEIPTS  FROM  INCOME  TAX  AND 
POOR  RATES. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  £.)  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther in  Ireland  receipts  for  Imxune  Tax 
and  Poor  Rates  are  exempt  from  Stamp 
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Dnty ;  whether  receipts  for  county  cess, 
which  in  a  great  measure  is  applied 
to  defraying  the  expenses  of  various 
charitable  institutions  and  for  Grown 
purposes,  is  not  so  exempt ;  and,  if  the 
Government  will  grant  exemption  to 
county  cess  receipts  ? 

The  8E0EETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  Receipts  for  Income  Tax 
and  Poor  Kates  are  exempt  from  Stamp 
Duty  in  Ireland.  Duty  is  payable,  how- 
ever, upon  receipts  for  county  cess  in 
Ireland,  as  upon  receipts  for  poor  rates 
and  county  rates  in  England ;  and  it  is 
not  considered  advisable  to  vary  the 
practice  in  Ireland. 

LAW   AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— THE 
MID-WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  in 
what  respects  the  present  Mid- Winter 
Assize  arrangements  are  of  more  general 
public  convenience  than  a  system  where* 
oy  the  Judge  would  go  circuit  from 
county  to  county,  or  whereby  fewer 
counties  would  be  grouped ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  give  any  definite  information 
as  to  the  relative  expense  of  a  prosecu- 
tion under  the  present  system,  as  com- 
pared with  cases  in  which  prisoners  are 
tried  in  their  own  oounty  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOlt  GENERAJi  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said :  The  exist- 
ing system  enables  some  of  the  Judges 
to  remain  in  Dublin  to  transact  business 
there,  and  has  been  found  generally 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Is  it  for 
the  convenience  of  jurors  in  the  counties 
which  are  selected  for  the  Winter  Assize 
Courts? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— WINTEK  ASSIZES  — RE- 
AKRANGEMENT  OF  CIRCUITS. 

Mr.  MAUMCE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  further 
observations  in  reference  to  English 
Winter  Assize  arrangements  made  by 
Mr.  Justice  Grantham  at  Hertford,  and 
reported  in  Wednesday's  Standard; 
whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated  by  the 
learned  Judge,  that  there  have  been 


cases  in  which,  owing  to  the  transfer  of 
prisoners  and  witnesses  from  one  county 
to  another,  the  prosecution  of  a  petty 
larceny  has  cost  as  much  as  £100 ;  whe- 
ther other  English  Judges  entertain, 
and  have  expressed,  views  similar  to 
those  of  Mr.  Justice  Orantbam;  and, 
when  the  decision  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor as  to  the  re-arrangement  of  Circuits 
may  be  expected  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
seen.  Sir,  in  the  newspaper,  the  obser- 
vations attributed  to  Mr.  Justice  Grant- 
ham. As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  I  am  informed  by  the  Exa- 
miner of  Costs  that  he  knows  of  no 
case  in  which  the  cost  of  a  prosecution 
for  a  larceny  has  reached  £100,  and  that 
the  average  cost  of  prosecutions  at  As- 
sizes throughout  the  year  is  under  £15. 
As  to  the  third  part  of  the  Question,  I 
have  not  been  maiie  acquainted  with  tiie 
views  entertained  by  the  other  English 
Judges  in  reference  to  this  subject.  A 
Committee  of  Judges  is  considering  the 
subject,  and  the  I^rd  Chancellor  hopes 
he  may  be  able  shortly  to  recommend  a 
scheme  for  dealing  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY:  Would 
the  rieht  kon.  and  learned  Oentleman  say 
what  IS  the  cost  of  prosecutions  at  Winter 
Assizes  as  compared  with  prosecutions  at 
other  Assizes  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot  do  so. 
Sir. 

QUARRIES'  REGULATION-LEGISLA. 

TION. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  will  this 
Session  introduce  a  Measure  for  the 
regulation  and  inspection  of  quarries, 
similar  to  or  identical  with  that  intro- 
duced by  his  Predecessor  at  the  Home 
Office  in  a  previous  Session  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  (Mr.  T.  Blake)  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject, on  which  he  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  own  view. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS- 
ANNUAL  EXPENDITURE  ON  THE 
PARKS. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  What 
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the  average  has  been,  for  the  last  three 
years,  of  annual  expenditure  on  Victoria 
Park,  Battersea  Park,  Kennington 
Park,  Bethnal  Green,  Westminster 
Bridge,  and  the  Chelsea  Embankment 
respectively,  proposed  to  be  transferred 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ; 
and,  what  is  the  amount  of  the  unpaid 
debt  on  any  of  these  Parks  and  Gardens  ? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  fur- 
ther asked,  What  is  the  annual  income 
proposed  to  be  transferred  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Works  in  aid 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  Parks  pro- 
posed to  be  transferred  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  ;  and  what  balance,  on  the 
experience  of  the  last  three  years,  would 
have  to  be  provided  out  of  rates ;  also 
the  annual  interest  on  debts  relating  to 
the  Parks ;  and  the  amount  of  debt ; 
and,  how  ke  proposes  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  should  raise  the  requisite 
sums? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University):  The 
average  annual  expenditure  during  the 
last  three  years  has  been — on  Victoria 
Park,  £7,421 ;  Battersea  Park,  £7,076 ; 
Kennington  Park,  £1,340;  Bethnal 
Green  Garden,  £330 ;  Westminster 
Bridge,  £3,028;  Chelsea  Embankment, 
£64— total,  £19,259.  The  only  debt  on 
the  above  is  that  on  Battersea  Park, 
which  is — principal  of  loan  by  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners,  £100,000  ; 
an'ears  of  simple  interest  on  the  above 
at  4  per  cent»  £73,000 :  total,  £173,000. 
Towards  meeting  the  charge  on  account  of 
this  debt  there  is  available  an  income  of 
£5,400  per  annum,  derived  from  the 
letting  of  land  on  building  leases.  This 
income  is  gradually  increasing,  and  when 
all  the  surplus  land  has  beeii  let  it  may 
be  expected  to  reach  £6,800  a-year. 
There  is  also  an  income  of  about  £140 
a-year  derived  from  grazings  in  Batter- 
sea and  Victoria  Parks. 

JURIES  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1871— JURY 

PANEL  AT  8LIG0. 
Dk.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  section 
19  of  Lord  O'Hagan's  Juries  Act,  1871, 
prescribes  that 

'*  if  any  Sheriff  ahall  return  the  name  of  any 
person  to  serve  as  a  juror  contrary  to  the  pro- 
visions for  the  returning  of  jurors  in  rotation 
hereinbefore  in  this  section  contained,  the  Court 
or  Judge  before  whom  such  person  is  returned 
to  serve  as  a  juror,  shall  in  every  such  case  im- 
pose any  fine  not  exceeding  £5  upon  the  Sheriff," 

Colonel  Hughes 


Can  he  say  whether  Chief  Baron  Palles, 
at  Sligo,  imposed  any  fine  on  the  Sheriff 
in  the  case  of  jurors  irregularly  sum- 
moned on  the  quashed  panel ;  and,  if 
so,  how  much  per  juror  illegally  sum- 
moned ;  and,  if  not,  can  explanation  be 
given  why  the  law  has  not  been  carried 
out? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  ^Liverpool, 
"Walton)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  section 
of  the  Juries  Act  of  1871  contains  the 
Proviso  referred  to  in  the  Question.  The 
entire  panel  was  quashed  by  the  liord 
Chief  Baron  on  the  ground  of  irregu- 
larity after  a  previous  finding  by  two 
triers  on  a  challenge  to  the  array,  acquit- 
ting the  Sheriff  of  any  partiality,  fraud, 
or  wilful  misconduct.  This  finding  was 
approved  of  by  the  learned  Judge.  I 
am  not  aware  that  he  imposed  any  fine, 
or  that  any  suggestion  was  made  on  be- 
half of  any  juror  or  by  the  learned  coun- 
sel for  the  prisoners  that  the  Proviso  ap- 
plied to  the  case,  or  that  a  fine  could  or 
ought  to  have  been  imposed,  and  I  see 
no  reason  for  holding  a  different 
opinion. 

Da.  KENNY :  Might  I  ask,  is  not 
the  clause  mandatory  on  the  Judge  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  have  stated  my 
opinion.  Sir. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE  JURY  SYSTEM— CHAL. 
LENGES  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether,  in 
trials  for  misdemeanour  in  England,  the 
defendant  is  allowed  to  object  to  jurors 
as  they  are  called,  without  showing  any 
cause,  till  the  panel  is  exhausted  (on  its 
first  calling) ;  and,  whether  that  practice 
has  been  approved  by  the  decision  in 
Eeg.  V.  Blakeman,  3  C  and  K  97  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
Before  I  answer  this  Question,  I  beg  to 
submit  to  the  House  that  it  is  not  for  the 
interest  or  furtherance  of  the  conveni- 
ence of  this  House,  nor  the  public  inte- 
rest, that  Questions  of  this  kind  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  assist 
private  Members  to  the  utmost  of  my 
ability.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  infal- 
lible; but,  of  course,  private  Membere 
can  obtain  advice  on  questions  of  pure 
law  otherwise  than  from  the  Law  Offi- 
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cers.  While  answering  the  Question,  I 
respectfully  protest  against  Questions  of 
this  kind  being  put  upon  the  Paper. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  on  trials  for  misdemeanour  in 
England  it  is  not  the  practice  to  allow 
the  defendant  to  object  to  jurors,  as  they 
are  called,  without  showing  any  cause, 
until  the  panel  is  exhausted.  The  de- 
fendant has  no  such  right.  The  only 
practice  of  the  kind  is  that  if  a  prisoner, 
for  reasonable  cause,  intimates  to  the 
prosecuting  counsel  that  he  has  an  ob- 
jection to  a  particular  juror,  the  prose- 
cutiug  counsel  does,  as  a  rule,  consent 
to  the  particular  juror  not  being  called, 
or  directs  the  officer  of  the  Court  not  to 
call  him.      This  is  not  done  in  conse- 

Suence  of  any  right  which  exists  in  the 
efendant.  The  practice  is  a  very  rare 
occurrence ;  and  I  think  I  may  say  that 
at  the  Old  Bailey  it  does  not  occur  more 
than  once  or  twice  in  some  years. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  the  fact  that  he  has  not 
answered  the  last  paragraph  of  my 
Question. 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTER:  The 
practice  followed  in  that  case  has  not 
been  followed  in  the  Criminal  Courts  of 
this  country. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY    SYSTEM  —  CHALLENaES    IN 

OUIlilNAL  CASES. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  trials  for  misdemeanour  in 
Ireland,  the  prisoner  is  entitled  to  chal- 
lenge without  cause,  or  object  to  with- 
out showing  any  cause,  any  greater 
number  of  jurors  than  six  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton):  The  right  of  challenge  in 
misdemeanour  cases  in  Ireland  is,  as  the 
hon.  Member  probably  knows,  regu- 
lated by  statute.  By  the  10th  section 
of  the  Juries  Procedure  Act,  1876,  a 
person  tried  for  misdemeanour  has  six 
peremptory  challenges  without  cause 
assigned.  This  right  was  given  for  the 
first  time  in  1876,  but  does  not  inter- 
fere with  or  curtail  the  Common  Law 
right  of  challenge  for  cause  shown. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it 
is  the  practice  in  Ireland  to  permit  a 
prisoner  on  trial  for  misdemeanour  to 


object  to  any  juror  without  showing 
cause  on  the  first  calling  of  the  panel  ? 

[No  reply.] 

EMIGRATION    STATISTICS    FOR    1886. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  When  the  emigra- 
tion statistics  for  the  year  1886  will  be 
circulated  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hekry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Return  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  now  in  the 
course  of  preparation,  and  will  be  cir- 
lated  in  about  three  weeks. 

INDIA  (BOMBAY)— ABSTINENCE  FROM 
STRONG  DRINK. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  there  is  a 
movement  among  the  population  of  the 
Tannah  and  Colaba  CoUectorates  of  the 
Bombay  Presidency  in  favour  of  total 
abstinence  from  strong  drink ;  and  that, 
for  this  end,  the  Natives  propose  to  make 
abstinence  a  rule  of  their  caste  ;  and,  if 
he  is  further  aware  that  the  Government, 
in  order  to  stop  this  movement,  have 
put  ei^ht  of  the  leaders  in  prison,  and 
have  issued  a  proclamation  that  if 
anybody — 

'*By  threats  of  violence,  or  otherwise,  en- 
deavour to  hinder  others  from  purchasing  or 
drinking  liquors  he  will  render  nimself  liable 
to  criminal  prosecution  ; " 

and,  whether  a  notice  has  been  dis- 
tributed in  the  Colaba  CoUectorate 
which  states  that — 

**  People  have  full  liberty  to  drink  spirits  or 
not  as  they  choose,  and  that  whoever  hinders 
them  will  bo  prosecuted  criminally,  and  will 
be  awarded  the  highest  punishment  laid  down 
in  the  law  ?  *' 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
According  to  the  official  information 
received  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  movement  referred  to  was  not 
one  in  favour  of  total  abstinence, 
but  a  strike  against  the  severe 
restrictions  enforcea  on  the  tapping 
and  sale  of  toddy,  and  the  high  price  of 
liquor.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  not 
yet  received  any  official  information 
respecting  the  eight  men  alleged  to  have 
been  imprisoned  in  December  last,  or 
the  proclamation  referred  to ;  but  I  may 
observe  that,  even  in  the  United  King- 
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dom,  persons  who  '*  by  threats  of  violence 
endeavoured  to  hinder  others  from  pur- 
chasing or  drinking  liquors,"  would 
<*  render  themselves  liable  to  criminal 
prosecution."  A  notice  was  issued  by 
the  Collector  of  Colaba  in  October  last, 
which  is  probably  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  It  did  not  commend  itself 
to  the  Government  of  Bombay,  and  was, 
by  their  orders,  withdrawn.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  make  further  inquiry 
into  the  matter. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENTS- 
CONTRACTS  FOR  CARTRIDGES  FOR 
QUEENSLAND. 

^  Mr.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
Whether  Messrs.  Latimer  Clark,  Muir- 
head,  and  Company,  Limited,  of  North- 
umberland Works,  Millwall,  to  whom 
a  contract  has  been  given  for  500,000 
cartridges,  are  not,  as  described  in  the 
Post  Office  London  Commercial  Directory 
for  1887— 

''  Telegraph  engineers  and  contractors,  manu- 
facturers of  electrical  instruments,  iron  poles, 
insulators,  insulated  wires,  and  all  descriptions  of 
telegraph,  electric  light,  and  torpedo  apparatus  ;*' 

what  appliances  they  possess,  and  how 
many  mechanics  they  employ,  for  the 
special  manufacture  of  the  cartridges 
described  in  their  contract ;  whether  they 
have  ever  manufactured  these  or  any 
other  cartridges ;  whether  they  are  not 
a  commission  house,  and  act  as  agents 
for  Herr  Lorenz,  the  cartridge  manu- 
facturer, of  Carlsruhe;  whether,  in 
giving  such  contracts,  the  Department 
merely  accepts  the  lowest  tender,  or 
takes  into  consideration  the  nature  of 
the  firm  to  which  they  are  given ;  and, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  contract  in 
question  ? 

The  SURVEYOE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter) :  Messrs.  Latimer 
Clark,  Muirhead,  and  Co.  are  engineers 
who,  as  my  hon.  Friend  states,  have 
chiefly  devoted  their  attention  to  tele- 
graphic apparatus  and  torpedoes.  They 
are,  and  have  been  for  some  years,  con- 
tractors to  the  War  Department.  In 
1 886  they  purchased  the  English  rights 
in  Lorenz' s  patents  connected  with  solid- 
base  cartridges,  and  the  machinery  for 
producing  them,  and  applied  to  be  placed 
upon  the  War  Office  list  of  contractors 
for  cartridges.  Here  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  correct  a  mtsapprehen- 

Sir  John  Oor*t 


sion  which  I  am  told  has  arisen  from 
my  former  answer  on  this  subject.  The 
cartridges  ordered  for  Queensland  are 
of  the  Government  pattern  for  Martini- 
Henry  rifles,  and  there  is  no  German 
patent  involved  in  them.  The  patents 
to  which  I  referred  are  in  connection 
with  the  machinery  for  their  production. 
In  replying  to  the  heads  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  which  had  specific 
reference  to  Messrs.  Latimer  Clark, 
Muirhead,  and  Co.,  the  House  will 
understand  that  for  the  facts  I  give  I 
have,  in  a  large  degree,  to  rely  upon 
statements  furnished  hj  the  contractors 
themselves,  the  accuracy  of  which  I  have 
no  reason  to  doubt.  Several  of  the  ap- 
pliances which  will  be  used  were  in  titu 
in  December;  others  will,  it  is  stated, 
be  set  in  motion  very  shortly.  These 
appliances  have  been  purchased  from 
Herr  Ijorenz,  the  patentee,  who  has  sent 
over  three  experts  to  superintend  their 
erection.  Immediately  the  machinery 
is  ready  these  workmen  will  return  to 
Oermany.  The  contract  provides  that 
120,000  cartridges  are  to  be  delivered 
by  February  25 ;  and  the  same  number 
weekly  until  the  whole  are  completed. 
The  brass  sheet  has  not  arrived  from 
Birmingham.  As  soon  as  it  does,  suffi- 
cient hands  will  be  employed  to  insure 
the  due  execution  of  the  contract.  It  is 
not  a  Government  factory ;  and  I  have 
not  felt  it  necessary  to  ask  for  a  fuller 
assurance,  as  the  contract  contains  a 
penal^  clause.  I  am  informed  that 
Herr  Lorenz  has  no  interest  in  the  firm 
of  Latimer  Clark,  Muirhead,  and  Co., 
and  that  they  are  not  in  any  sense  his 
agents.  The  correspondence  with  the 
firm  had  been  going  on  for  some  weeks 
before  this  particmar  demand  arose. 
The  premises,  when  empty,  had  been 
inspected  by  officers  of  the  Koyal  Labo- 
ratory, and  reported  suitable  for  the 
manufacture  of  ammunition.  With  re- 
gard to  the  general  system  of  moving 
contracts,  it  is  not  the  practice  of  the 
War  Department  to  accept  the  lowest 
tender  without  inquiry.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  Director  of  Contracts  to 
develop  competition ;  but  new  contrac- 
tors, or  contractors  who  take  up  a  new 
line,  are  required  to  fulfil  a  trial  order 
before  they  are  trusted  with  an  impor- 
tant contract.  This  contract  for  600,000 
rounds  was  a  trial  order,  and  was  de- 
cided on  in  the  ordinary  course  by  the 
Director  of  Contracts. 
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Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  hoD.  GentlemaD, 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aston  (Mr.  Kynoch) ;  and  whether 
it  was  true,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  sent  in  a  tender  for  the 
contract  which  was  given  to  this  other 
firm? 

Mb.  NORTHOOTE:  Yes;  a  firm 
with  which  I  believe  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  some  connection  did  send  in  a 
tender.  But  this  tender,  which  was 
accepted,  was  one  sent  in  at  a  lower 
rate. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  desire,  Sir, 
to  ask  the  Attorney  Qenetal,  whether  a 
Member  of  the  House,  in  seeking  a  con- 
tract from  the  Oovemment,  did  not 
thereby  forfeit  his  seat  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webstbr)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  I 
decline  to  answer  that  Question. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— THE 

JURY  SYSTEM-CHALLENGES— THE 

"  QUEEN  V.  DILLON." 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
oliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  cause  a  record  to  be  kept  of  the 
number  of  jurors  ordered  to  **  stand  by  " 
or  challenged  by  the  Grown  and  tra- 
versers respectively  in  the  trial,  *^  Queen 
V.  Dillon  and  others,"  now  proceeding 
in  Dublin,  and  a  copy  of  such  record  to 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  course 
suggested  would  be  without  precedent, 
and  open  to  misconstruction. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say 
that  no  record  will  be  kept  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  STfSTE^I— CHALLENGES— THE 
*•  QUEEN  r.  DILLON,  O'BRIEN,  AND 
OTHERS." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  decision 
in  the  *' Queen  r.  Dillon,  O'Brien,  and 
others,"  whereby  it  has  been  held  that, 
although  defendants'  solicitor  swore  that 
the  Grand  Jury  was  irregularly  and 
illegally  empanelled,  the  Judge  ruled 


that  the  alleged  misconduct  of  the 
High  Sheriff  of  county  Dublin  could  not 
be  questioned  by  a  challenge  to  the 
array,  a  challenge  to  the  poll,  or  an  ap- 
peal to  the  judicial  discretion  of  the 
Judge  himself;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  propose  any  altera- 
tion of  the  Law  on  the  subject  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  (who  replied)  said  :  This  Ques- 
tion appears  to-day  on  the  Paper  for  the 
first  time.  My  only  knowleage  of  the 
matters  referred  to  in  the  Question  is 
derived  from  the  public  newspapers.  I 
have  seen  no  copy  of  the  affidavit  men- 
tioned. It  does  not  appear  that  there 
was  any  finding  or  decision  that  the 
allegation  of  irregularity  or  misconduct 
against  the  Sheriff  was  sustained  in  fact. 
The  learned  Judge  appears  to  have  ruled 
that  persons  returned  for  trial  against 
whom  no  bills  were  found  could  not,  as 
a  matter  of  law,  challenge  or  remove 
Grand  Jurors,  there  being  no  record. 
The  learned  counsel  for  the  traversers 
insisted  that  they  had  such  right,  and 
their  objections  were  noted  by  the 
learned  Judge  who  received  the  chal- 
lenges, so  that  they  may  have  the  bene- 
fit of  them  if  their  contention  is  well 
founded.  The  Government  do  not  in- 
tend to  propose  an  Amendment  in  the 
existing  law.  I  have  to  protest  against 
this  Question  being  put  to  me. 
p<  Order! "  from  the  Borne  Rule  Mem- 
bers.'] I  protest  against  Questions  being 
put  with  regard  to  pending  criminal 
prosecutions.     ["  Order !  *'] 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  whe- 
ther a  Member  of  this  House  is  justi- 
fied in  entering  into  debatable  matter  in 
answer  to  a  Question  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  No;  that  would 
certainly  be  contrary  to  the  Rule.  What 
I  understand  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  be  doing  is  replying  to  the 
principle  involved  in  a  series  of  Ques- 
tions on  the  Paper  to-day,  and  laying 
the  foundation  for  the  determination  on 
his  part  not  to  reply  to  Questions  which 
involve  legal  proceedings  now  going  on. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  must  protest  against 
Questions  being  asked  in  this  House 
with  regard  to  pending  prosecutions,  as 
to  matters  of  law  which  are  likely  to  be 
raised  in  the  course  of  the  case,  addressed 
to  the  prosecuting  counsel  by  an  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  who  represents 
some  of  the  traversers. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  has  said  comes  near, 
to  some  extent,  an  imputation  upon  my- 
self ;  and  I  must  ask  you,  Sir,  to  allow 
me  to  state  a  few  words  in  reply.  He 
refers  to  a  pending  matter,  and  com- 
plains of  Questions  being  put  upon  a 
pending  matter.  But  the  matter  to 
which  I  referred  is  closed,  and  cannot 
be  re-opened ;  and,  therefore,  my  refer- 
ence to  it  refers  to  a  final  matter,  not  a 
pending  matter.  I  would  also  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  state,  with  reference  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  statement 
that  he  had  not  seen  the  affidavit  in 
which  the  Sheriff  was  charged  on  the 
oath  of  the  solicitor  with  fraud  and 
partiality,  that  the  affidavit  was  re- 
fused by  the  Judge  to  be  allowed  to  be 
opened. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-**  THE 
JURY  SYSTEM— THE  <iUEEN  r.  JOHN 
DILLON,  M.P."— RIGHT  OP  CHAL- 
LENGE. 

Mr.  OOBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  under  the  jury  system  in  Ire- 
land, the  advisers  of  tne  Crown  have 
the  power,  in  the  case  of  the  ''  Queen 
V,  John  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  others,''  to 
select  out  of  the  250  names  on  the  panel 
such  jury  as  they  may  think  fit,  suoject 
only  to  the  right  of  the  prisoners  to 
challenge  six  names  out  of  the  whole 
panel  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Liverpool,  Walton):  The 
Crown  has  the  power,  subject  to  the  tra- 
versers' right  of  challenge,  to  direct  any 
juror  to  stand  by  until  the  panel  is  gone 
through.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Juries  Act  the  names  of  all  the  jurors 
are  put  in  a  ballot-box  and  balloted  for, 
and  the  jurors  who  are  drawn  and  are 
present  are  called  to  the  jury-box 
accordingly.  The  power  of  the  Crown 
to  stand  by  is  exercised  when  the  juror 
drawn  in  the  ballot  is  called  to  be 
sworn,  and  is  technically  limited  only 
by  the  condition  that  the  inquest  shaU 
not  remain  untaken.  In  this  respect 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  differ- 
ence between  the  English  and  Irish  law, 
though  there  may  be  some  in  practice. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  Arising  out  of  the  answer 

J/r.  Gibson 


of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I 
desire  to  ask  whether  the  power  exer- 
cised by  the  Crown  has  been  exercised 
in  this  case  by  the  Crown  Solicitor ;  and 

whether  it  was  true 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order, order! 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE  JURY  SYSTEM— RIGHT 
OF  CHALLENGE. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether, 
according  to  the  practice  under  the  jury 
system  in  England,  the  Crown  and  pri- 
soners have  equal  rights  as  to  chal- 
lenging jurors  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  ^ 
RiCHABD  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
This  Question  has  already  been  an- 
swered by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy),  and  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  his  answer. 

BURMAH  —  MILITARY  OPERATIONS  — 
COST  OP  THE  WAR. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Fhntshire)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  In<Ua, 
Whether  he  still  adheres  to  his  state- 
ment, made  on  30th  August,  1886,  that 
the  cost  of  the  war  in  Upper  Burmah 
would  not  exceed  100  lacs  of  rupees, 
say  £1,000,000  sterling,  according  to 
the  usual  method  of  reckoning  Indian 
accounts  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
state  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham), 
in  reply,  said,  that  next  week,  when 
he  woiud  answer  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Richaid), 
he  would  have  to  modify  the  statement 
he  made  last  year  on  the  subject. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTIONS  ON 
LORD  ORMATHWAITE'S  PROPERTY. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that,  at 
the  eviction  of  Mr.  Trant  on  Lord  Onna* 
thwaite*s  property  on  Monday  last,  the 
police  acted  as  described  in  2%$  O^rk 
Examiner  of  Wednesday ;  whether  they 
broke  in  a  door  with  hatchets  and  other 
weapons;  whether,  throughout  the 
evictions,  they  acted  as  Sheriffs*  bailiffs ; 
whether,  in  die  course  of  the  eviction, 
they  were  ordered  to  load  the  guns  with 
buckshot ;  and,  if  so,  what  jnatafication 
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there  was  for  this  order;  and,  whe- 
ther the  police  in  Ireland  are  now 
instructed  to  act  as  Sheriffs'  hailiffs  at 
evictions  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  have  not  yet  received  this  Eeport,  as 
the  Question  only  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper  this  morning.  But  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  police  in  Ireland  are 
instructed  to  act  as  Sheriffs'  bailiffs  at 
evictions. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— THE  DISASTER 
TO  ITALIAN  ARMS  AT  MASSOWAH. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
recent  disaster  which  has  fallen  upon  the 
Italian  armsat  Massowah,  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  have  offered  any  expression 
of  sympathy  to  the  Government  of  Italy 
as  a  ^tendly  Power,  or  extended  any 
offer  of  co-operation  to  them  so  far  as 
circumstances  may  admit  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jabces  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment heard  with  regret  that  an  Italian 
detachment  has  suffered  great  loss  in  an 
engagement  with  an  overwhelming  force 
of  Abyssinians,  and  immediately  au- 
thorized the  offer  of  medical  assistance 
from  Egypt  in  case  the  medical  re- 
sources of  Massowah  should  be  insuffi- 
cient. The  hospital  at  Suez  has  accord- 
ingly been  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
General  Gene  by  Sir  Frederick  Stephen- 
son, with  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  It  would  be  unsuitable  to  offer 
to  a  great  Military  Power  an  expression 
of  sympathy  on  account  of  such  an  acci- 
dent. We  ourselves  should  not  like,  in 
similar  circumstances,  to  have  the  loss 
of  a  detachment,  which  can  easily  be  re- 
placed, treated  as  a  considerable  disaster. 
The  ItiEdian  (Government,  with  whom  we 
have  so  many  interests  in  common,  are 
well  aware  tiiat  thev  may  count  upon 
the  friendly  offices  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal. 
E.)  asked  whether,  when  the  medical 
aid  was  offered  to  the  Italians,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  at  war  with 
the  Abyssinians  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  enter  into 
hostilities  with  the  Abyssinians  by  offer- 
ing succour  to  the  wounded  Italians. 


Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  same  aid  as  was  extended 
to  the  Italians  was  extended  to  the 
Abyssinians  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
he  had  no  definite  information  upon  the 
subject ;  but  if  there  were  any  wounded 
Abyssinians  at  Massowah  the  surgeons 
would,  doubtless,  attend  to  them. 

BULGARIA— PRINCE   ALEXANDER    OP 

BULGARIA. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  when  De- 
spatch No.  286  (Turkey,  No.  1,  1887), 
dated  6th  September,  1886,  from  the 
Earl  of  Iddesieigh  to  Sir  F.  Lascelles, 
desiring  the  latter  to  urge  upon  Prince 
Alexander  of  Battenberg — 

''That  he  should  remain  and  guide  the 
country  (Bulgaria)  through  the  present  crisis,*' 

left  the  Foreign  Office,  Her  Majesty's 

Government  were  in  possession  of  the 

fact  that  Prince  Alexander  had,  on  the 

2nd  of  September,  1886,  telegraphed  to 

the  Emperor  of  Russia — 

*'  Russia  g^Te  me  my  Grown,  I  am  ready  to 
return  it  into  the  hands  of  her  Sovereign  ;  ** 

and  that,  on  the  same  day,  the  Emperor 

of  Russia  had  replied,  in  a  telegram  to 

the  Prince — 

"Cannot  approve  your  return  to  Bulgaria, 
foreseeing  disastrous  consequences  to  the 
country,  already  so  severely  tried ;  " 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
on  2nd  of  September,  1886,  the  Earl  of 
Iddesieigh  wrote  to  Her  Majesty's  Re- 
presentatives at  Vienna  and  Berlin,  de* 
siring  them  to  inform  the  Oovemments 
to  which  they  were  respectively  accredi- 
ted, that — 

''  It  would  be  advisable  that  support  should 
be  given  to  His  Highness  in  such  a  manner  as 
will  enable  him  to  devote  himself  without 
anxiety  to  the  task  of  governing  the  country 
over  which  he  has  been  placed  by  Europe," 

he  can  give  an  assurance  that  no  en- 

Sagements  with  one  or  more  European 
Governments,  involving  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  this  country  in  regard  to 
Bulgaria,  will  be  taken  by  Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government,  before  this  House 
las  been  informed  of  their  nature,  and 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  them  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jamks  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  doubt.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government   were    aware    that 


1239 


Army 


{OOMMONS} 


{SmMJrwu). 


1240 


some  such  mesfiages  had  passed  between 
the  Emperor  of  Bnssia  and  Prince  Alex- 
ander when  the  Secretary  of  State 
directed  Her  Majesty's  Agent  in  Bul- 
garia— 

"  To  urge  upon  Hia  Highness  tliat  lie  should 
remain  and  g^de  the  country  through  the 
present  crisis ; " 

and  the  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  based  this 
advice  upon  a  representation  that — 

"  The  difficulties  in  which  hoth  Bulgaria  and 
Europe  would  be  involved  through  tiie  abdica- 
tion of  Prince  Alexander  are  of  a  serious 
nature." 

The  House  is  aware  that  the  Earl 
of  Iddesleigh's  anticipation  has  been 
realized.  With  reference  to  the  pledge 
which  the  hon.  Member 


"That  no  engagements  with  one  or  more 
European  Govemmenta,  involving  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  this  country  in  regara  to  Bol- 
garia,  will  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment before  this  House  has  been  informed  of 
their  nature,  and  has  had  an  opportunity  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  them/' 

no  Administration  in  this  country  has 
ever  undertaken  such  an  obligation;  and 
it  would  render  the  conduct  of  foreign 
afiPairs  impossible  were  every  important 
step  to  be  made  the  subject  of  debate 
in  Parliament  in  advance.  The  conduct 
of  foreign  affairs  in  this  country  is  a 
matter  of  confidence  in  the  Administra- 
tion. But  this  House  is  left  in  no  doubt 
as  to  the  policy  which  guides  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  at  the  present  time. 
It  is  to  act  in  conformity  with  our  public 
engagements ;  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  on  the  first  night  of  the  pre- 
sent Session,  defined  this  in  the  clearest 
terms,  stating  that  our  interference 
would  be  absolutely  limited  by  the 
duties  and  interests  of  this  country,  and 
by  our  obligations  under  Treaties. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  whether,  when 
the  Government  were  using  pressure  on 
Prince  Alexander  to  remain  m  Bulgaria 
as  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  they  were  acting 
in  concert  with  any  other  Power,  or 
absolutely  alone  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  subsequently 
asked  whether,  in  exerting  pressure  upon 
Prince  Alexander  with  the  object  of  in- 
ducing him  to  remain  Ruler  of  Bulgaria, 
the  Qovemment  were  not  taking  iso- 
lated action  iu  opposition  to  the  other 
Powers? 

Sir  James  FergutBon 


Sm  JAMES  FEBOUSSON:  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  excuae  my  not  an- 
swering Questions  cm  matters  of  such 
importance  when  proper  Notice  has  not 
been  given. 

EMIGRATION    (IBELAND)  —  PABLIA- 
MENTABY  grants  1883.1883. 

Gaptaik  OOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  What  sum  remains  unex- 
pended of  the  £  100,000  granted  by  Par- 
liament in  1882,  as  a  free  gift,  to  assist 
families  in  Lreland  desiring  to  emigrate 
to  do  so;  what  sum  remains  unexpended 
of  the  further  sum  of  £50,000,  similarly 
granted  for  similar  purposea  to  the  Irish 
people  in  1 883 ;  what  sum  remains  un- 
expended of  the  £50,000  granted,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  above  sums,  by  Parliament 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  for  or  assist- 
ing in  the  removal  of  persons  or  families 
from  places  in  certain  parts  of  Ireland 
to  other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  for  their 
settlement  there,  or  for  other  purposea 
incidental  to  such  removal  or  seUlemeat ; 
and,  whether  Glenbeigh  is  situated  in 
one  of  the  districts  to  which  sueh  ad- 
vantages were  afforded  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  whole  of  the  £100,000  had 
been  expended.  Of  the  further  sum  of 
£50,000grantedinl883,£26,719  KU.lOiT. 
had  been  expended,  leaving  a  balance 
of  £28,280  3«.  2d.  No  expenditure  had 
been  made  by  the  Board  of  Works  out 
of  the  £50,000  subsequently  granted. 
Olenbeigh  was  situated  in  one  ci  the 
districts  referred  to. 

ARMY  (SMALL  ARMS)  —  DEFECTIVE 
SWORD  BAYONETS— THE  COMMIT- 
TEE OF  INQUIRY. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  statement  made  in  the  other 
House  by  the  Under  Secretary,  Where 
the  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  subject  of  defective  weapons 
would  hold  its  sittings;  whether  evi- 
dence would  be  taken  in  public;  and« 
whether  it  was  intended  to  place  any 
Members  of  that  House  upon  the  Com- 
mittee, in  order  to  insure  independent 
inquiry  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  If  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  ac- 
cept my  assurance  twice  publicly  made 


1241      Addreu  in  Antwer  to    {Febbuabt  11,  1887}       th$  Queen's  Speech,       1242 


in  this  House,  which  constitutes  a  pledge 
from  the  responsible  Minister  to  the 
House,  that  I  contemplate  an  inquiry 
absolutely  independent  of  the  War 
Office,  I  can  give  him  no  other.  With 
respect  to  the  expression  used  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Lord  Harris)  in  **  another 
place,''  I  would  say  that  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  conduct  their  inquiry  in  any 
pl4ce  whatever  calculated  to  assist  their 
objects. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— 
INTIMIDATION  OF  JUROES. 

Mb.  T.  W.  ED88ELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire< 
land  a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Kedmond)  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  Central  Branch  of 
the  National  League,  and  reported  in  a 
daily  paper,  in  which  the  following  pas- 
sage occurred : — 

*'He  did  not  believe  that,  pack  how  they 
may,  the  Goyemment  would  be  able  to  get  a 
jury  to  convict  the  men  who  were  acoua^  of 
having  committed  a  crime.  He  would  saj 
more,  and  it  was  this — that,  in  his  opinion,  far 
better  it  would  be  for  a  man  to  be  condemned 
to  penal  servitude  for  the  term  of  his  natural 
life  than  to  have  formed  one  of  the  jury  who 
would  thus  have  outraged  the  sense  of  justice 
of  the  whole  Irish  people." 

I  bog.  Sir,  to  ask,  in  view  of  that  state- 
ment, whether  the  Government  will  pro- 
tect the  men  who  are  exposed  to  such 
threats  in  the  performance  of  a  grave, 
unpleasant,  and  responsible  duty  cast 
upon  them  by  the  laws  of  their  coun- 
try? 

Thb  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  have  not  seen  the  report  of  this 
speech,  but  I  have  heard  of  it.  The 
Government  will  take  any  necessary 
steps  to  protect  jurors  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duty. 

ORDEBS    OF  TBE  LAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNED    DEBATE.     [TWELFTH    WIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [7th  February], 
proposed  to  the  Question — [See  page  84.] 


And  which  Amendment  was, 

At  tLt  end  of  the  8th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words,  **  But  humbly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  relations  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
seriously  disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners 
who  have  granted  to  their  tenants  such  abaLe- 
ments  of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state  of 
prices  of  agricultural  and  pastoral  produce,  and 
that  the  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringency  of  criminal  procedure,  or  in  the  pur- 
suit of  such  novel,  doubtful,  and  unconstitu- 
tional measures  as  have  recently  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  bat  in 
such  a  reform  of  the  Law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people."~(Jfr. 

Question  again  proposed, '^  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  reeumed. 


AGHARUN  AFFAIRS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  In  in- 
tervening  in  this  debate.  Sir,  as  an 
Irish  Nationalist,  I  am  encouraged  by 
the  belief  that  I  shall  be  followed  in  the 
discussion  and,  possibly,  sustained  by  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
— the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  —  who 
within  my  memory  and  within  my 
native  eounty  evoked  the  ringing  cheers 
of  an  assembly  of  my  countrymen  by 
declaring  that  he  not  only  represented 
the  spirit,  but  he  embodied  the  passion, 
of  Irish  nationality.  I  do  not  think. 
Sir,  I  need  detain  the  House  with  any 
detailed  references  to  the  speech  with 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  concluded  last  night's  dis- 
cussion. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man  is  nothing  if  not  jocose ;  but  joco- 
sity, at  its  most,  is  but  a  poor  substitute 
for  argument.  The  comparison  he  drew 
between  Samson  and  the  Irish  Party 
here  suggested  to  me  to  say  that  if  the 
weapon  employed  by  Samson  on  a  cer- 
tain memorable  occasion  would  not  be 
called  now- a- days  a  weapon  of  pro- 
cedure, yet  he  did  good  execution  with 
it,  and  finally  Samson  made  his  mark 
upon  a  certain  House,  the  inhabitants 
of  which  had  exercised  too  "  much 
pressure  within  the  law"  upon  bim. 
Under  the  influence  of  the  gentle  dis- 
cipline which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  says  should  be  applied  to  us— > 
which  was  nothing  less  than  the  Goer- 

ITml/lh  m^ht.'] 


1243 


A  ddr  e99  in 


{COMMONS} 


Jmtcer  to  Her 


1244 


cion  gag— all  would  go  right  with  hia 
cause ;    but  the  cause    must    be    bad 
indeed  when  a  Geutleman  of  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  is  obliged  to  endea- 
vour to  prop  it  up  by  pulling  practically 
anonymous  letters  out  of  his  pocket.     I 
confess  I  feel  little  respect  for  the  poli- 
tical understanding  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman,  who    declares  in  one 
speech  that  the  only  true  solution  of  the 
Irish  Question    must    come   from    the 
Irish  people,    and    in    the    very  next 
speech  affirms  that  the  true  way  to  deal 
with  the  Irish  Question  is  to  apply  the 
gag  to  the  Representatives  whom  the 
Irish  people  have  sent  to  solve  the  ques- 
tion here.  I  scarcely  recognized  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  last  night  in  his 
new  capacity  of  upholder  of  the  law. 
We  heard  from  him  in  this  House  last 
year,  and  those  who  have  the  benefit  of 
frequently  listening  to  him  in  Ireland 
have  heard  him  many  times,  say  that  if 
his  personal  will  should  happen  upon 
the  question  of  the  government  of  Ire- 
land to  come  into  conflict  with  the  will  of 
the  three  Estates  of  this  Healm— who.  I 
believe,  are  generally  understood  to  be 
the  makers  of  the  law — he  would  advise 
his  followers    to    resist    the   law  and 
violate  it.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, therefore,  has  not  an  iota  of  moral 
justification  to  appear  here  as  an  up- 
holder of  the  law :  and  when  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  lectures  us  on 
courage,  I  would  remind  him  that  it  is 
but  poor  courage  when   it  is  reserved 
for  a  public  leader— even  though  it  is 
in  courtesy  only  he  is  called  a  military 
gentleman  — to  urge    his  followers   to 
charge  in  the  direction  of  danger  and 
strife,  while  he    turns   round    himself 
and   charges  in   an  opposite  direction. 
Unlike  a  certain  famous  Prince  who 
never  said  a  foolish  thing  and  never 
did  a  wise  one,  the   hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  can  be  trusted  not  to  do  a 
foolish  thing ;  but,  with  a  common  sense 
and  wisdom  of  which  I  shall  not  deny 
him  the  credit,  he  reserves  the   entire 
stock    of    his    political    folly  -for    his 
speeches.     Sir^  if  the  Boyal  Speech  in- 
forms us    that    the   relations  between 
this  country  and   Foreign   Powers  are 
friendly  at    the    present  moment,   the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  sitting 
beside  me,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  brings  home  to  the  minds 
of  all  the    deep    conviction    that   this 
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Realm  has  trouble  at  home.    The  out- 
look abroad  is  black,  and  it  is  hard  to 
say  how  short  a  time  may  elapse  before 
this  country  is  plunged   into  a  whirl- 
pool   of    bloody    strife.      Five    years 
ago,    when    you     last    proposed    and 
carried    a     Coercion    Act,    you     were 
obliged  to  sustain  the  Government  in 
Ireland,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain) in  his  later  days  deplored,  by 
30,000  bayonets.     The  number  of  bayo- 
nets you  had  in  Ireland  in   1882  was 
nearer  to  50,000  than  80,000  ;  and  now 
that  you  are  about  to  prppose,  and  per- 
haps to  carry,  another  Coercion   Act, 
have  you  considered  it  will  be  necessary 
to  place  again  50,000  bayonets  in  Ire- 
land?    I  have  felt  at  times  most  as- 
tounded that  a  race  of  such  capacity  as 
yours,   of   such    experience   and    such 
general  success  in  the  art  of  government, 
does  not  make  a  resolute  effort  to  put  an 
end  to  a  state  of  affairs  which  is  a  dis- 
grace to  your  country,  and  which  obliges 
you  to   maintain  in   a   small  island  of 
5,000,000   of  a  population   as  large  a 
standing  Army  as  is  necessary  to  secure 
you  political  rule  in  India,  with  its  popu- 
lation of  300,000,000.  If  I  were  an  Eng- 
lishman, having  the  interest  of  fingland 
nearest  to  my  heart,  I  should  consider  it 
my  duty  to  use  every  effort  of  my  own  to 
energetically  support  every  effort  of  my 
countrymen  towards  placing  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  upon  the  solid  basis  of 
the  will  of  the  Irish  people,  and  put  an 
end  to  a  state  of   affairs  which  every 
thoughtful    and    patriotic   Englishman 
must  regard  with  profound  regret.      I 
venture  to  submit  that  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  desires  that  the 
House  should  have  time  for  Business — 
and  amongst  those  hon.  Members  I  do 
not  count  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — should  be  thankful  to  the 
hou.    Member     for    Cork    for    having 
fastened   the    attention    of    the   House 
upon  what  is  the  only  part  of  the  Royal 
Speech   that  calls    for   immediate   and 
practical    attention.     My   hon.    Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell)  has   brought  the  House 
out   of    a    goneral    discussion   without 
limit  and  without   end   into   a   debate 
which    is   concerned    with    matters    of 
vital,    practical,    and    urgent  import — 
matters  concerning  the  mutual  relations 
betwee  nGreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
upon  which  the  future  happiness  and 
peace  of  this  Realm  so  much  depends. 
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I  havo  said,  Sir,  that  the  only  practical 
paragraph  in  the  Hojal  Speech  was  the 
paragraph  which  threatened  Ireland 
with  coercion.  The  Speech  contains 
many  paragraphs,  in  which  are  made 
many  promises ;  but  if  the  Government 
intend .  to  introduce  this  Session  any 
measure  of  reform,  I  think  it  must  be 
confessed  that  they  made  excellent  ar- 
rangements for  not  carrying  that  inten- 
tion into  effect.  When  we  turn  our 
minds  to  the  course  of  Business  that  lies 
before  this  House,  I  do  not  consider  it 
a  matter  of  g^eat  importance  that  no 
legislation  is  promised  upon  the  Beport 
of  Lord  Cowper's  Commission,  be- 
cause if  such  a  promise  was  made 
it  could  not  be  accomplished,  nor 
am  I  at  all  concerned  that  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland  has  the  last  place  in 
the  question  of  Local  Self-Govemment, 
because  it  matters  little  whether  it  has 
got  the  first,  second,  or  third  place  when 
even  the  first  itself  willbe  nowhere.  I  must 
express  my  regret  that  we  are  obliged 
to  continue  this  debate,  and  bring  it  to 
an  end,  without  the  Eeport  of  Lord 
Oowper's  Commission,  or,  at  least,  with- 
out the  evidence  that  was  taken  before 
it.  The  whole  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  present  moment,  whether 
you  call  it  a  policy  of  reform,  a  policy 
of  prosecution,  or  a  policy  of  coercion, 
hinges  and  revolves  upon  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland. 
This,  Sir,  at  the  present  time,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  case  in  former  years, 
is  the  Constitutional  occasion  for  review- 
ing the  policy  of  the  Government  in  the 
recent  past  and  in  the  immediate  future; 
and  as  the  vital  question  at  issue  is  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
I  must  express  my  regret  that  the  body 
of  evidence  collected  by  Her  Majesty's 
Commission  upon  that  subject  has  not 
been  laid  before  us.  Some  months  ago 
the  Government  despatched  a  special 
agent  of  great  eminence  to  Kerry.  Sir 
Bed  vers  Buller  was  examined  before  the 
Eoyal  Commission,  and  soon  after  his 
examination  there  appeared  in  the  Irish 
papers  a  document  which  purported  to 
oe  a  letter  from  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mission, addressed  to  a  friend  in  Lon- 
don. The  letter  bore  many  marks  of 
authenticity.  It  spoke  in  very  vigorous 
phrases  of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  as  one  of 
those  emotional  Englishmen  who  helped 
to  send  Ireland  to  the  devil.  It  pur- 
ported to  give  a  ritumi  of  the  evidence 


of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller.  And  what  was 
his  evidence  ?  That  he  found  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  over-rented ;  that  he  himself 
was  obliged  to  intervene  to  save  them 
from  hardship  at  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lords ;  that  the  National  League  was  the 
saviour  of  the  Irish  people,  and  until 
the  League  arose  the  Irish  people  had 
no  friend ;  that  the  law  in  Ireland  was 
all  upon  the  side  of  the  landlords ;  and, 
in  the  interest  of  good  government  in 
Ireland,  it  was  indispensably  necessary 
to  devise  a  plan  to  stop  evictioni.  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller,  being  examined  in  the 
police  court,  declined  to  answer  ques« 
tions  concerning  his  evidence  before  the 
Boyal  Commission ;  but  he  made  the 
remarkable  statement  that,  though 
several  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
day  of  the  examination,  a  print  of  the 
evidence  had  not  as  yet  been  supplied 
to  him ;  and  he  added,  further  still,  that 
a  fortnight  before  he  applied  for  the 

Erint,  and  that  the  print  had  not  yet 
een  supplied.  Why  was  the  print  kept 
back  ?  1  maintain  that  in  view  of  the 
radical  change  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  which  at  the  time  that  Sir 
Bedvers  Buller  was  examined  before  the 
Commission  was  a  policy  of  inducing 
landlords  to  grant  abatements,  and  not 
a  policy  of  prosecuting  their  most  suc- 
cessful rivals — in  view  of  that  change  in 
policy,  and  the  importance  attached  to 
the  special  mission  of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
to  Ireland,  I  say  it  is  to  be  regretted, 
and  even  to  be  deplored,  that,  whatever 
may  be  the  cause,  the  House  is  not  sup- 
plied, in  its  discussion  of  the  important 
question  now  before  it,  with  the  evidence 
of  that  material  witness.  Sir,  although 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  appears  to  think  that  the  phrase  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  only  refers  to  the 
possibility  or  the  probability  of  coercion, 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  coercion  in 
Ireland  is  promised  in  the  most  ex- 
pressed and  positive  terms.    It  says — 

**  Our  early  attention  will  be  called  to  pro- 
posals for  reform  in  legal  procedure." 

Within  my  experience,  and  within  my 
reading— which  is  upon  Irish  affairs  not 
very  limited— I  am  not  aware  of  any 
case  in  the  past  where  coercion  for  Ire- 
land has  been  applied  for  except  for  one 
of  two  great  causes.  It  was  alleged  by 
the  Government  applying  for  coercion, 
either  the  prevalence  of  grave  crime  in 
Ireland,  or  else  the  difficulty  of  inducing 
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witnesses  to  give  evidence  or  inducing 
jurors  to  convict.     Coercion   has  been 
founded  upon  one  or  other  of  these  g^eat 
causes,  and  oftentimes  upon  both.     We 
know  in  recent  years  how  the  Minister 
desirous  of  a  coercive  measure  for  Ire- 
land came  down  to  the  Table,  liis  stock- 
in-trade  being  a  Blue  Book  filled  with 
real  or  bogus  outrages ;  but  the  Queen's 
Speech   states  that   grave   crimes    are 
happily  rare  in  Ireland — rarer  than  a 
year  ago — when  this  Government  did 
not  propose  to  reform  the  criminal  pro- 
cedure in    Ireland,    or  interfere  with 
personal  liberty,  but  only  to  attempt  to 
suppress  a  public  organization.    Sir,  the 
Munster  Assizes  are  not  long  over.    No 
observation  was  made  by  any  Judge,  no 
remark  was  made  by  prosecuting  coun- 
sel, that  there  was  any  crime  in  Ireland 
requiring    special    legislation.      I   am 
entitled  to  say  that  if  grave  crime  can- 
not be  alleged  in  justification  of  coer- 
cion, then  whatever  is  to  be  alleged  in 
justification  of  it  is  mere  political  con- 
venience.   Did  the  Government  plead  a 
difficulty  of  procuring  evidence,  or  a  diffi- 
culty in  getting  juries  to  convict?    Not 
a    syllable  to  that  effect  had  passed 
the  lips  of  any  Crown  Prosecutor  in  Ire- 
land.   But  we  know  by  the  records  of 
the  Winter  Assizes  that  in  Munster  and 
Leinster,   and  Ulster  and  Connaught, 
whenever  the  Crown  put  into  the  box  a 
Catholic,  a  Nationalist,  or  a  friend  of 
the  tenant,  they  found  nothing  more 
easy,  by  the  right  of  a  stand  aside,  than 
to  cram  into  the  jury  box  12  of  those 
who  differed  from  him  in  creed,  in  inte- 
rest, and  in  politics,  and  who  hated  him 
so  much  that  they  thought  it  a  gain  to 
the  country  to  put  him  in  prison  for  any 
cause  or  no  cause  whatever.    Such  was 
the  case  in  the  Provinces  of  the  South 
and  West ;   and  in  the  Northern  Pro- 
vince, when  a  partizan  of  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  stand  his  trial — the  Crown 
Prosecutor  said  it  was  an  Orangeman 
accused  of  riot  or  murder — ^yet  the  Crown 
Prosecutor  found  it  perfectly  easy  to 
pack  the  box  with  12  brothers  and  con- 
federates of  his  order.     If  the  object 
was  to  set  him  free,  that  object  was  at- 
tained ;  and  therefore,  Sir,  I  feel  entitled 
to  say  that  as  the  Crown   where  they 
desired  a  conviction  found  it  easy  to  ob- 
tain it,  and  where  they  desired  an  ac- 
quittal or  a  disagreement  found  it  facile 
of  attainment,  it  passesmy  understanding 
at  this  moment  to  imagine  for  what  reason 
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they  have  cause  to  complain.     Sir,  no 
cause  has  been  shown  for  the  proposal 
for  coercion,  either  upon  the  ground  of 
the  existence  of  crime  or  upon  the  ground 
of  any  difficulty,  hindrance,  or  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  the  administration  of 
justice,  unless,  indeed,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Holmes)  regards  it  as  a  hin- 
drance to  the  administration  of  justice 
that  a  packed  jury  of  12  Connaught 
Protestants  refused  at  the  late  Assizes 
to  turn  a  Nationalist  editor  into  a  White- 
boy  at  his  bidding.  Well,  Sir,  what,  then, 
is  the  cause  for  coercion  ?    We  are  told 
that  the  relations  between  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land  have  been  seriously 
disturbed ;  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  in  drawing  up 
his  Amendment,  has,  for  greater  conve- 
nience, followed  the  phrase  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.    I  would  ask  the  House  to  note 
— and  it  is  fundamental  to  the  proper 
understanding  of  the  question  of  Irish 
laud — that  the  phrase  *'  owners  or  occu- 
piers "  does  not  fully  or  accurately  ex- 
press the  legal  position  or  the  mutual 
relations  to  each  other  of  the  two  dassee 
of  persons  who  share  between  them  the 
proprietorship  of  the  land  of  Ireland. 
Englishmen  are  very  apt  to  be  misled 
on  this  subject  by  insufficient  knowledge. 
An  English  landlord  is  a  landlord  in  fact 
as  well  as  in  name.    An  English  tenant 
is  a  tenant  merely.    But,  Sir,  an  Irish 
landlord  is  not  a  lord  of  the  soil — an 
Irish  landlord  is.  now  by  law  nothing 
more  than  a  rent-charger — he  is  no  more 
of  an  owner—often  very  much  less  of  an 
owner  —  than    an  encumbrancer  or  a 
mortgagee.     An  Irish  tenant,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  an  occupying  owner.   He 
is  not  only  a  tenant,  but  he  has  a  legal 
right  to  his  interest  in  his  holding  ;   he 
has  a  legal  right  to  the  proprietorship 
of  his  own  improvements;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  perfectly  misleading  to  draw 
any  parallel  between  English  landlords 
and  English  tenants  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Irish  landlords  and  Irish  occupving 
owners  on  the  other.    This  is  admitted 
by  all  of  you  when  you  speak  of  a  dual 
ownership ;  and,  furthermore,  when  you 
say  that  the  best  settlement  of  the  Iri^ 
Land  Question  is  to   extinguish  dual 
ownership  and  substitute  for  it  single 
ownership,  what  do  you  mean  ?    You 
mean  that  the  interest  of  the  Iriah  land- 
lord in  the  Irish  land  is  a  terminable 
interest,  destined  soon  to  diswpear,  and 
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therefore  the  ownership  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ant in  the  Irish  land  should  become 
absolute  and  sole.     And,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  an- 
other vital  circumstance,  in  regard  to 
the  fixing  of  a  rent,  that  twice  within 
the  last  12  months  the  Irish  tenants,- by 
their  Kepresentatives   here,  ofiPered   to 
place  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent  in  the 
hands  of  the  constituted  Courts  of  the 
country.     They  ofiered  upon  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in 
connection  with  the  proposal  for  national 
settlement — they  offered  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  Courts  of  the  land  to  decide 
what  should  be  a  fair  rent  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  purchase ;  and  later  still,  when 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
introduced  his  Tenants'  Belief  Bill,  the 
Irish  tenants — by  their  Bepresentatives 
in  this  House — expressed  their  willing- 
ness,   in   any  effort  necessary  to  meet 
the  crisis  which   has   occurred,  that  it 
should  be  confined  to  the  constituted 
Courts  of  the  country.     The  Irish  ten- 
ants had  exhausted  themselves  in  pro- 
posals to  the  Government  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case  by  reference  to 
the  constituted  Courts,  and   I   am  en- 
titled to  say,  Sir,  that  these  efforts  having 
been  scorned  and  spumed  by  the  legisla- 
tive body  of  landlords  in  this  Assembly ; 
that  the  Irish  tenants  stand  in  an  im- 
pregnable moral  position  when  they  are 
obliged  to  set  their  backs  to  the  wall. 
There  is  no  comparison.  Sir,  between 
the  case  of  the  Irish  tenants  and  the  case 
of  the  misleading  analogy  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  relations  between  the 
debtors  of  a  bank  and  the  shareholders, 
and  he  compared  the  endeavours  of  the 
Irish  tenants  to  make  their  rents  pro- 
portionate with  the  value  of  their  hold- 
ings, and  he  likened  it  to  the  efforts  on 
the  part  of  the  debtors  of  a  bank  to  get 
rid  of  their  debts  to  the  establishment. 
Why,  the  true  analogy  is  this — the  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  shareholders  in  a  bank 
to  apportion  the  losses  which  the  bank 
has    sustained    between     the  different 
classes  of  the  shareholders.  The  Queen's 
Speech  declares  that  the  cause  for  coer- 
cion is  that — 

*'  Organized  attempts  have  been  made  to  in- 
cite the  occupying  class  to  combine  against  the 
fulfilment  of  their  legal  obligations.'' 

Sir,  lawyers  in  their  Courts  and  lawyers 
yOL.  CCCX.  [thibd  series.] 


in  this  House  are  mostly  unwilling  to 
think  or  talk  of  anything  but  law.  But 
we  are  not  all  lawyers  here,  and  our 
j[unction  here  is  wider — and  let  me  say 
higher— than  the  function  of  upholding 
the  law.  We  are  not  here  merely  as  the 
upholders  of  the  law ;  we  are  here  also 
as  law-makers.  If  this  Parliament  were 
to  limit  its  vision  to  the  question  of  the 
upholding  existing  law,  why.  Sir,  there 
would  be  no  need  of  a  Parliament  at  all, 
because  the  Courts  of  the  country  and 
the  Executive  power  could  very  well  up- 
hold the  law  between  them.  Our  first 
and  most  sacred  function  is  to  discover 
in  what  respect  the  law  is  defective  or 
oppressive,  and  having  discovered  where 
the  law  operates  in  mischief,  or  creates 
oppression,  I  say  that  our  first  duty  is 
not  to  uphold  existing  law,  but  to  abate 
or  to  remove,  or  altogether  to  repeal, 
the  law  that  produces  oppression.  The 
language  of  the  Queen's  Speech  is  con- 
ceived in  the  dry  and  narrow  spirit  of 
the  lawyers,  the  spirit  which  is  the 
enemy  of  all  reform  and  of  all  necessary 
progress;  and  I  submit  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  in  submit- 
ting to  this  House  that  a  serious  dis- 
turbance in  the  relations  between  classes 
in  Ireland  has  not  occurred  where  the 
necessary  abatements  have  been  granted 
— I  submit  that  my  hon.  Friend  in  rais- 
ing that  proposition  and  submitting  the 
proof  of  it,  has  approached  a  grave 
question  before  this  House  in  the  spirit 
and  temper  of  a  statesman.  I  desire  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
singular  and  curious  fact.  What  is  it 
that  is  condemned  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  from  the  Throne  ?  Is  it  the 
combination  of  the  Irish  farmers  to  pro 
cure  abatements  in  their  rents?  No, 
Sir ;  the  combination  itself  is  not  con- 
demned ;  it  is  the  action  of  those  who 
are  said  to  have  incited  to  combination. 
It  appears  to  be  illegal  to  advise  a  man 
to  do  a  thing,  but  legal  for  a  man  to  do 
it.  The  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  suggested  that  the  ten- 
ants are  not  prosecuted  because  the 
tenants  are  ignorant,  and  that  the  inciters 
are  prosecuted  because — I  suppose — the 
inciters  are  educated ;  but.  Sir,  if  there 
is  anything  upon  which  an  Irish  tenant 
is  ignorant  it  is  not  upon  the  subject  of 
the  amount  of  rent  he  is  able  to  pay. 
The  poorest  tenant  in  Connaught  is  per- 
fectly competent  to  instruct  the  House 
of  Commons  upon  that  subject.     I  can- 
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not,  therefore,  accept  the  theory  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale.  He  can  get  a  better  reason.  Sir, 
last  winter  the  hon.and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  delivered  himself  of 
a  famous  opinion.  A  body  of  tenants  in 
the  County  of  Cork,  having  asked  an 
abatement  from  their  landlord,  and  the 
abatement  having  been  refused,  pro- 
ceeded to  deposit  certain  moneys  in  the 
hands  of  a  private  agent,  ^e  Cork 
Defence  Union  applied  to  a  well-known 
divisional  mag^strate-^Captain  Plun- 
kett.  Captain  Plunkett  proceeded  to 
set  the  Irish  Oovemment  in  motion. 
The  Irish  Government  applied  for  light 
and  leading  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  delivered  an  opinion  in  which 
he  declared  that  there  was  a  mode  by 
which  the  landlords  might  recover  the 
money ;  but  that  was  a  matter  for  the 
landlords,  not  a  matter  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  he  did  not  see  how  the 
Executive  Government  could  take  any 
action  in  the  matter.  The  question 
upon  which  the  opinion  was  founded 
was  this— whether,  and  if  so,  how  the 
Government  could  lay  hold  of  the 
money  which  the  tenants  of  Mr.  Pon- 
sonby,  without  paying  their  rents,  had 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  a  private  agent. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  de- 
clared that  the  Government  had  no 
means  of  getting  hold  of  it.  When  ex- 
amined in  the  police  court — and,  let  me 
say,  that  up  to  the  time  of  the  examina- 
tion in  the  police  court,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  maintained  an  obstinate  re- 
serve on  the  matter,  and  it  was  a  matter 
of  curious  speculation  in  Ireland  why  he 
should — 

**  Let  concealment,  like  a  worm  i'  the  bud, 
''Feed  on  his  damask  eheek." 

Inthe  policecourt  he  declined  tosay  whe- 
ther he  had  given  an  opinion ;  but,  being 
pressed  upon  the  matter,  he  went  far  be- 
yond the  bounds  of  the  opinion,  because 
he  admitted,  in  reply  toquestionsof  coun- 
sel, not  only  that  the  Government  have 
no  legal  power  to  take  back  money  de- 
posited by  tenants  in  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate agents ;  but  that  even  if  they  could 
find  ihe  money,  and  had  the  power  to 
recover  it,  that  they  had  no  legal  power 
to  hand  it  back  to  any  landlord.  That, 
Sir,  I  conclude,  is  the  reason  why  the 
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combination  itself  was  not  denounced  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  It  would  be  prac- 
tically useless  to  denounce  the  combina- 
tion, because  the  combination  is  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  law.  The  reason  why 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  refused 
to  acknowledge  his  opinion  was,  '*  If  I 
gave  this  opinion,"  says  he,  '*  I  gave  it 
as  Attorney  General ; "  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Midiael  Hicks -Beach) — 
following  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland — when  he  was  asked 
if  he  had  read  that  opinion,  replied,  "  I 
read  that  opinion  — *- 1  read  it  con- 
fidentially." But  since  he  came  into 
this  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  de- 
clared that  whatever  privilege  he  may 
have  in  the  poHoe  court  he  has  no 
privilep^e  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  is  re- 
sponsible to  this  House,  and  bound 
to  answer  to  it— although  we  are  in 
the  happy  position  of  being  indepen- 
dent of  his  answer.  Because  we  know 
that  the  opinion  was  given,  and  know 
that  it  has  since  been  fortified,  I  think 
we  may  claim  from  him  to  give  up 
the  tactics  of  stealth  which  distinguished 
the  Government 'in  Ireland  during  the 
winter ;  and  to  give  us,  if  he  is  capable, 
a  complete,  a  f cdl,  and  a  frank  avowal 
with  respect  to  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  upon  the 
question  of  combination.  I  maintain 
that  the  combination  in  Ireland — ^sofar 
as  it  exists — is  a  necessary  combination, 
and  that  being  a  necessary  combination 
it  cannot  be  immoral.  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  of  tenants  who  could  pay 
and  of  tenants  who  could  not.  Sir,  I 
ask  the  House  what  is  intended,  what  is 
meant,  by  a  tenant  who  can  pay  ?  Do 
you  mean  by  a  tenant  who  can  pay,  a 
man  who,  upon  the  surplus  value  of  his 
farm  can  pay  the  current  rent  in  Ire- 
land; if  you  mean  that,  I  confidently 
reply  that  there  are  no  such  agricultural 
tenants  in  the  country ;  but  if,  by  a 
tenant  who  can  pay  you  mean  a  man— 
a  stray  tenant  here  and  there,  who  may 
have  a  few  pounds  of  capitid  and  ex- 
pends it— if  you  mean  a  stray  tenant 
here  and  there  who  may  have  credit,  and 
who  has  not  quite  exhausted  it — if  yon 
mean  a  stray  tenant  here  and  there  who 
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may  have  a  little  stock  on  his  farm  or 
some  furniture  in  his  house  ;  and  if  you 
mean  that  by  expending  his  capital,  by 
exhausting  his  credit,  by  stripping  his 
dwelling  bare,  or  depriving  his  holding 
of  his  little  stock,  if  he  is  obliged  to  do 
that  in  order  to  pay  rent  that  his  hold- 
ing did  not  earn,  I  say  I  take  issue  with 
you,  and  I  say,  whatever  may  be  your 
legal  contention,  that  the  tenant  is  not 
morally  bound  to  do  it.  He  is  perfectly 
entitled  to  keep  the  furniture  of  his 
house  and  his  stock  upon  his  farm,  and 
unite  with  the  man  whose  house  is 
burned  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  for 
both  the  merest  and  commonest  justice; 
that  is  the  justice  which  allows  to  the 
labourer  a  security  in  the  fruits  of  his 
labour.  The  House  has  heard  a  great 
deal  about  bank  deposits  in  Ireland. 
Suppose  the  inference  desired  to  be 
drawn  is  that— that  the  farmers  in  Ire- 
land have  money  in  the  bank,  and  are 
able  to  draw  out  that  money  this  winter 
to  pay  the  landlords  the  rents  which 
their  holdings  did  not  earn— the  total 
deposits  in  the  joint  stock  banks  of  Ire- 
land amount  to  £29,000;000  ;  but  there 
is  one  bank  in  London — London  and 
County  Bank — which  has  in  deposits  as 
much  as  all  the  joint  stock  banks  in 
Ireland.  A  half  of  the  £29,000,000  is 
held  in  the  province  in  Ulster,  and  this 
£29,000,000  includes  not  only  deposits, 
but  current  accounts.  These  current 
accounts  include  the  credit  balance  of 
every  merchant  and  every  trader  in  every 
city  and  town  in  Ireland;  and  we  all 
know  that  in  Ireland  there  is  scarcely  a 
town,  however  small,  where  there  is  not 
a  trader  who  has  not  £5,000  or  £10,000 
to  his  credit.  I  know  a  case  in  a  mid- 
land town  where  a  trader  has  a  balance 
of  over  £20,000  at  the  bank — and  we 
know  that  the  money  of  the  country  is 
chiefly  held  by  these  traders,  who  often 
pursue  two  or  three  kinds  of  industry, 
who  deal  in  stock  and  follow  the  avoca- 
tions of  a  money-lender — we  know  that 
this  £29,000.000  includes  all  the  funds 
at  the  disposal  of  religious  and  charit- 
able institutions  of  every  denomination 
throughout  the  country.  And  although 
an  occasional  Irish  farmer  may  have  a 
deposit  in  the  bank — ^I  would  ask  the 
House  to  believe  me — a  current  account 
and  cheque  book  are  not  among  the  in- 
cidents of  an  Irish  farmer.  A  remark- 
able fact  came  to  my  knowledge  latelv. 
The  liquidators  of  me  Munster  Bank, 


which  had  £2,000,000  on  deposit,  agreed 
to  pay  off  all  the  deposits  of  £20  and 
under.  Now,  £20  is  a  fortune  to  the 
small  Irish  farmers,  and,  if  small  Irish 
farmers  had  deposits  in  the  bank,  they 
would  have  been  deposits  of  £20  and 
under.  And  a  conclusive  proof  that  the 
relation  between  the  Irish  farmer  and 
banks  in  Ireland  is  not  the  relation  of 
creditor,  or  the  relation  of  debtor,  is  to 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  out  of  the 
£2,000,000  owed  by  the  Munster  Bank 
on  deposit,  the  total  of  the  whole  amount 
in  £20  and  under  was  only  £15,000.  I 
am  fairly  convinced  that,  if  all  the  de- 
posits held  by  small  farmers  in  banks  in 
Ireland  were  drawn  out  to-morrow,  and 
put  into  a  common  fund,  they  would  not 
suffice  to  pay  three  months'  rent.  Sir, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork, 
in  his  Amendment,  based  his  position 
for  abatement  in  rent  upon  the  fall  of 
prices — the  fall  in  prices  is  not  now 
denied.  The  utmost  you  attempt  is  to 
minimize  the  extent  of  it.  Why,  Sir, 
the  fall  in  prices  is  proved  by  many  and 
overlapping  proofs.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Prime  Minister  (the  Marqiiess 
of  Salisbury)  has  given  heavy  abate- 
ments to  his  own  tenants — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  given  a  reduc- 
tion of  40  per  cent  to  his  tenants  in  the 
extreme  East  of  England — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) — 
who  sits  next  to  him — has  given  40  per 
cent  to  his  tenants  in  the  extreme  West, 
and  he  has  thousands  and  thousands  of 
acres  of  land  upon  which  he  cannot  find 
tenants  upon  any  terms.  [Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  dissented.]  There  is  a 
conflict  between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Blue  Books.  The  meaning 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  doubtful 
to  most  of  us  in  his  reference  to  the 
Irish  Question.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry)  has  given  an 
abatement  of  15  per  cent  upon  his  estate 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  which  the  noble 
Marquess  himself  declares  to  be  rented 
at  so  low  a  figure  that  he  has  obtained 
no  income  out  of  it  for  years.  Why, 
Sir,  there  is  not  a  landowning  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  who  does 
not  feel  by  his  bank  account,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  the  reality  and  pressure 
of  the  crisis  caused  by  the  prolonged 
and  progressive  fall  in  prices.    May  I 
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refer   a   moment  to  the  prices   them- 
selves?   It  is  sometimes  pretended  that 
the  Sub  -  OommissionerSy  in  fixing  the 
rents  in  Ireland,  left  a  margin  for  the 
possible  recurrence  of  low  prices  after- 
wards.     Now,    these    men    were    not 
prophets,  they  were  only  Commissioners. 
They  had  not  the  faculty  of  an  ancient 
Patriarch,  to  whom  reference  has  been 
made  in  this  debate,  of  predicting  the 
occurrence  of  lean  years  and  fat  ones ; 
and  they  fixed  all  rents  on  an  average 
of  prices.    I  have  here  an  average  of 
the  prices  for  the  six  years  ending  1884, 
and  the  prices  for  1885  ;  and  the  fall  in 
the  prices  I  find  for  staple  articles  of 
Irish  produce — btttter,  beef,  mutton,  and 
pork — were,  butter,  27  per  cent;  beef, 
15;   mutton,   18;   and  pork,   20.     The 
average  fall  of  prices  was  not  less  than 
20  per  cent,  and,  as  the  prices  of  the 
previous    averages    before    1884    were 
higher  than  those  prices  I  have  quoted, 
and  those  of  1886  were  still  lower  in 
1885,  I  am  entitled  to  say — and  the 
proof  ie  undeniable —that  the  fall  in 
prices  in  Ireland  since  the  bulk  of  the 
judicial  rents  were  fixed  has  been  much 
greater  than   20  ■p'^r  cent  of  rent  all 
round.    But,  Sir,  will  the  House  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  is  the  meaning 
of  the  fall  of  20  per  cent  of  the  total  of 
the  whole  produce  ?    We  are  told  that 
the  cost  of  production  consumes  two- 
thirds  of  the  total  value  of  the  produce ; 
and  if  we  all  consider  that  the  remain- 
ing two-fifths  is  divided  equally  between 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord— one-fifth 
to  the  landlord  and  one  fifth  to  the  ten- 
ant— and  if  this  is  a  fall  of  20  per  cent 
on  the  total  produce  of  the  farm,  it 
follows  that,  even  if  the  landlord  granted 
an  abatement  of  50  per  cent,  it  would 
still  be  a  loss  to  be  equally  divided  be- 
tween the    tenant    and    the   landlord. 
Now,  I  pass  to  the  final  consideration 
of  the  reductions  given  by  the  Courts — 
the  reductions  given  by  the  Courts  which 
are  manned  by  a  majority  of  landlords 
and  land  agents  who  are  not  friends  to 
the  tenants.    What  does  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Eossendale  mean 
when  he  says  there  is  no  greater  agra- 
rian crisis  prevailing  this  moment  in 
Ireland  than  at  any  time  within  three 
or  four  years  from  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act?    Up  to  the  end  of  1885  the 
reductions  given  by  the  Land  Courts  in 
Ireland  were  less  upon  the  average,  and 
upon  the  whole  than  20  per  cent  of  the 
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rental ;  the  reductions  given  in  the  first 
four  months  of  1886  were  28  per  cent  of 
the  rental— the  reductions  in  the  next 
six  months  were  31  per  cent  of  the 
rentals;  and  the  reductions  the  last  month 
for  which  we  have  a  return — ^the  month 
of  October  1886 — were  50  per  cent  of 
the  rentals ;  and.  Sir,  when  I  remind  the 
House  that  the  estates  most  heavily 
rack-rented  went  into  Court  in  the  earlier 
years,  and  that  there  are  higher  cases 
now  being  heard,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
difiEerence  between  the  reductions  given 
two  or  three  years  ago  and  the  reductions 
g^ven  now  is  far  greater  than  the 
apparent  reduction  here,  far  greater  than 
20  per  cent,  and  that  if  the  unfortunate 
tenants  who  weitt  into  Court  in  1882, 
1883,  and  1884  were  able  to  go  into 
Court  at  the  present  moment,  that  the 
abatement  of  20  per  cent  is  no  measure 
and  no  test  of  the  abatement  thej  would 
receive.  I  should  say  that  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale  is 
doubtful  of  the  utility  of  making  land- 
lords good  by  Act  of  Parliament.  To 
that  I  shall  only  reply  that  for  years  and 
generations  Acts  of  Parliament  have 
enabled  landlords  to  be  cruel ;  and  that 
the  machinery  which  enabled  them  to  be 
cruel  might  now  be  used  to  compel  them 
to  be  just.  Sir,  upon  the  now  famous 
Plan  of  Campaign  I  have  to  say  it  is 
nothing  new.  Ever  since  the  depression 
of  1879  the  Irish  tenants  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  combining  for  reductions  of 
rent,  combining  by  estates.  When  abate- 
ments have  been  refused  to  them  they 
have  declined  to  pay  rents.  They  have 
pledged  themselves  to  stand  by  one 
another,  and  they  have  made  the  rein- 
statement  of  unjustly-evicted  tenants  a 
condition  preceaent  to  the  settlement. 
The  only  point  in  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  contains  any  element  that  can 
be  termed  new,  is  in  reference  to  the 
lodgment  of  monies  by  tenants  in  the 
hands  of  private  agents ;  but  that  is  the 
very  point  upon  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  declared  the  Plan  is  not 
liable  to  be  legally  attacked.  And,  Sir, 
when  least  about  to  endeavour  to  account 
to  myself  for  the  prosecutions  undertaken 
by  the  present  Government,  I  can  only 
account  for  them  in  this  way — that  no 
previous  Government  ever  attempted  to 
compete  with  the  public  men  of  Ireland 
in  procuring  abatements  from  the  land- 
lords, and  that  the  State  proeeeotioDS 
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undertaken  by  the  present  Government 
are  only  to  be  accounted  for  by  their 
ungovernable   jealousy  of   their  more 
successful  rivals.      My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and 
others  are  accused  of  exciting  the  tenants, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House — who  speaks  out  of  the 
fulness  of   his  knowledge  of  Ireland, 
acquired  during  a  12  hours'  visit  to  that 
country,  declares  t]^at  the  tenants   on 
these  estates  have  been  incited  to  com- 
bine by  people  who  had  no  concern  with 
the  place.    Why,  Sir,  we  might  as  well 
say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  has  no  concern  with  West- 
minster.     My  hon.    Friend    the    hon. 
Member    for    East    Mayo    beside    me 
oan  say  that  his  grandfather  and  great- 
g^ndf  ather  were  tenants  upon  the  estate 
of  Lord  Dillon.     He  (Mr.  Dillon)  is  now 
representing  a  Division  upon  which  the 
estate  of  Lord  Dillon  is  situate,  and  will 
anyone  submit  that  the  tenants  on  that 
estate,  who  are  the  people  who  have 
reclaimed  and  made  the  value  of  the 
holdings  upon    which    they    live,   the 
labour  of  whose  hands  has  put  up  their 
humble  homes — will  anyone  tell  me  that 
when  a  deputation  of  these  men  came  to 
him  in  his  home  in  Dublin  and  requested 
him — implored  him — besought  him  to 
come  to  their  assistance ;  will  anyone 
tell  me  that  he  committed  a  crime  or  an 
offence  in  yielding  to  their  appeal  ?    If 
he  had  refused  he  would  have  been  false 
to  his  public  duty.     Sir,  the  influence  of 
my  hon.  Friend  and  his  fellow-traversers, 
as  I  well  know,  has  been  the  influence 
of  moderation.     They  have  refused  in 
some  cases  to  give  their  sanction  to  the 
adoption  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  they 
have  in  all  cases  counselled  moderate 
demands,  they  have  in  every  instance 
recommended  the  tenants  to  meet  half 
way  any  offer  of  a  fair  and  reasonable 
settlement ;  and,  Sir,  instead  of  rushing 
blindly — ^like  Captain  Plunkettand  other 
agents  of  the  Government — into  cases  as 
to  the  merits  of  which  they  had  not  the 
slightest  idea,  my  hon.  Friend  and  his 
Colleagues  did  not  interfere  in  any  case 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  until  they 
satisfied  themselves  by  personal  examina- 
tion and  acute  inquiry  that  its  adoption 
was  necessary  and  absolutely  essential 
for  the  welfare  and  safety  of  the  peo- 
ple.    We  are  told  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  failed.     Sir,   if  it  had 
failed,  y^b  would  hear  very  little  now 


about    it.       The    right    hon.    Gentle- 
man  the   Chief  Secretary    for  Ireland 
spoke  at  Bristol  three  weeks  after  the 
promulgation  of  the  Plan.     Why  did  he 
not  say  a  word  about  it  then  ?  Because, 
Sir,  as  ho  said   in  the  Dublin  Police 
Court,  he  thought  it  had  fallen  flat. 
Yes,  Sir,  and  if  it  had  fallen  flat  at  the 
present  time,  he  would  be  content  to  be 
silent  about  it  now.    The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  been  a  remarkable  success. 
It  has  achieved  great  results.     If  the 
evictions  in  the  last  quarter  have  been 
counted  by  hundreds  instead  of  being 
counted  by  thousands,  and  if  you  are 
able  to  say  at  the  present  moment  that 
grave  crimes  are  happily  rare  in  Ire- 
land, I  tell  you  it  is  not  because  of  the 
working  of  your  private  pla"b — for  the 
evicting  landlords  in  Ireland  are  not  the 
men  to  yield  to  official  pressure  within 
the  law.     It  was  duo  to  the  adoption  of 
the  public  Plan,  maintained  by  the  Irish 
Members,  and  when  I  am  able  to  say 
that  landlords  like  Captain  Massey  and 
Lord  Dunsandle,  and  owners  like  Mrs. 
Bumaby,   have  yielded    and  come    to 
amicable  and  friendly  relations  with  the 
tenants — when  I  can   point,  as  an  in- 
stance, to  the  case  of  Lord  Dillon,  where 
thousands  of  people  have  been  saved  in 
the  occupation  ox  their  holdings  and  pos- 
session of  their  homes  by  the  application 
of  the  Plan,  I  am  entitled  to  point  to  it 
as  an  unqualified  succees—and  if  Lord 
Dillon  was  not  a  Peer  of  the  Eealm,  and 
had  a  seat  in  this  House,  I  should  not 
be  at  all  surprised  if  he  were  to  tell  the 
House  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
saved  him  from   enormous  law  costs, 
from  prolonged  anxiety,  from  extreme 
trouble,   from  probable  eventual   loss, 
and  that  in  his  case,  at  any  rate,  it  had 
proved  to  be  a  humane,  benevolent,  and 
kindly  intervention   between    landlord 
and  tenant.     The  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  says  if  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  resorted  to,  the  only 
remedy  will  be  indiscriminate  and  total 
eviction.     I  am  entitled  to  reply  to  the 
speculation  of  the  noble  Marquess  by  a 
reference  to  facts,  and  to  point  out  to 
him  that,  although  before  the  adoption 
of  the  Plan  last  winter,  evictions— and 
harsh  and   cruel    evictions — were    im- 
pending upon  some  of  these  estates  to 
the  present  moment,  not  one  on  which 
our  Plan  is  in  force  has  a  single  eviction 
been  carried  out.     If  the  first  duty  of 
the  Government  is  to  protect  the  people. 
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their  duty  is  abrogated  by  tbe  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  ;  and  tbe  whole  aim  of 
their  policy  at  the  present  moment  is  to 
substitute  the  performance  of  that  duty 
by  punishing  those  who  raised  their 
hands  to  save  the  people  as  if  they 
had  been  guilty  of  a  crime.  I  have 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
necessary,  and  that,  therefore,  it  is 
moral.  We  are  asked  if  it  is  legal? 
I  think  the  question  is  premature.  We 
are  told  that  Lord  Fitzgerald  some  years 
ago  delivered  a  judgment  which  enabled 
the  Government  to  declare  the  Plan 
illegal.  Lord  Fitzgerald's  judgment 
was  practically  set  aside  by  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 — ^for  the  Land 
Act  of  188J  accomplished  the  object  of 
the  movement  which  was  condemned  by 
Lord  Fitzgerald.  The  Land  Act  of  1881 
gave  reductions  in  the  rents  which,  but 
for  the  disastrous  fall  in  prices  which 
has  since  occurred,  would  have  been  of 
material  benefit,  for,  no  doubt,  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  accomplished  most  of  the 
purposes  of  the  agrarian  movement  by 
taking  out  of  the  hands  of  the  landlord 
the  power  of  fixing  the  rent.  Moreover, 
Sir,  that  charge  of  Lord  Fitzgerald's 
was  never  ratified,  and  was  never  put 
into  operation  by  the  jnry.  What  do 
you  do  in  England  when  a  jury  refuses 
to  put  into  operation  the  charge  de- 
livered by  the  Judge?  In  England 
public  conscience,  as  embodied  in  the 
jury,  is  regarded  as  the  potential  cus- 
todian and  interpreter  of  the  law.  If 
the  jurors  in  England  refuse  to  give 
verdicts  in  reference  to  a  law  that  is  un- 
doubted or  asserted,  what  happens  ?  In 
the  case  of  a  law  that  is  undoubted  you 
repeal  it,  or  you  have  it  up  in  the  case  of 
a  law  that  is  only  asserted.  You  hear 
no  more  about  it.  And,  Sir,  I  appre- 
hend, and  I  venture  to  prophesy,  tnat, 
in  regard  to  the  elaborate  declarations 
of  law  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  what 
usually  happens  in  England  when  juries 
will  not  convict  is  what  will  presently 
happen  in  Ireland.  Why,  we  have 
heard  that  two  Judges  in  Lreland  have 
declared  the  Plan  illegal.  But  the 
Judges  in  Ireland  are  not  independent 
of  the  Executive.  The  Judges  in  Ireland 
are  promoted  after  they  have  reached 
the  Bench.  The  Judges  in  Ireland  are 
members  of  the  Privy  Council.  The  Privy 
Council  is  composed  of  50  members, 
one  half  of  which  are  Peers  of  the 
Bealm  and  are  ex  officio,  and  who  never 
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attend  the  meetings ;  and  the  other  half 
is  composed  of  20  Judges  and  half-a- 
dozen  political  outcasts,  whom  we  have 
defeated  at  the  polls,  and  whom  the 
Irish  have  to  feed  and  uphold.  The 
policy  of  all  these  State  prosecutions  be- 
fore it  was  resolved  upon  was  debated  in 
the  Privy  Council.  What  does  the  Privy 
Council  do  ?  The  proclamations  in  Ire- 
land are  issued  by  and  with  the  advice 
of  the  Privy  Council.  The  Privy  Council 
is  the  Cabinet  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  Lord  lieutenant,  as  a  Constitutional 
Viceroy,  must  act  on  the  advice  of  his 
Cabinet.  Therefore,  the  policy  of  pro- 
ceeding against  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  and  his  Friends  is  practically 
adopted  by  the  Judges  themselves,  since 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  acts  upon  the  ad- 
vice of  his  Cabinet ;  and  I  say,  Sir,  that 
the  declarations  of  the  law  which  de- 
pend upon  the  words  of  Judges  come  to 
us  in  Ireland  with  defective  authority, 
and  claim  from  us  scant  respect  when 
we  know  that  a  Judge  is  first  in  a  posi- 
tion to  advise  the  proceedings  at  the 
Privy  Council,  and  is  then  in  a  poa- 
tion — ^mounting  the  Queen's  Bench— to 
ratify  by  his  judgment  the  advice  he 
has  already  given.  But,  Sir,  the  grava- 
men of  the  charges  against  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  the 
intention  with  which  they  act.  It  is 
said  that  they  combined  in  order  to  in- 
jure owners  of  land,  and  to  incite  cer- 
tain tenants  not  to  pay  the  full  amount 
of  their  legal  rents.  Suppose  the  Judge 
be,  as  you  say,  the  sole  exponent  of  the 
law,  and  suppose  the  jury  are  only 
judges  of  the  application  of  the  law  to 
the  facts  before  them,  and  suppose  the 
jury  hold  that  the  promoters  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  did  not  incite  the  tenants 
not  to  pay  their  full  rents,  but  advised 
them  to  pay  as  much  as  they  were  able, 
what  then  becomes  of  all  your  law? 
Suppose  the  jury  hold  that  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Plan  did  not  intend  to 
injure  owners  of  land,  but  intended  only 
to  protect  and  save  the  tenants,  what 
then  becomes  of  all  your  elaborate  de- 
clarations of  the  law?  Why,  Sir,  I 
have  a  return  very  carefully  prepared  of 
what  were  the  operations  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  There  are  9,000  landlords 
in  Ireland —  I  should  say  there  are 
9,000  landlords  of  Ireland,  because 
there  are  many  of  them  who  do  not  live 
in  the  country,  and  many  of  them  who 
have  never  seen  it.    Upon  how  many 
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estates.  Sir,  have  any  steps  been  taken 
with  a  view  of  putting  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  into  operation  ?  The  total 
number  is  40.  If  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  and  others  in- 
tended—  as  the  charge  against  them 
monstrously  and  fabulously  declares — 
to  injure  owners  of  land,  would  they 
have  limited  their  operations  to  40 
estates  out  of  a  total  of  9,000?  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  put  into 
complete  operation  upon  only  20  estates. 
Only  in  four  out  of  the  whole  40  did  the 
landlords  agree  to  give  any  abatement 
upon  the  judicial  rent.  Only  in  eight 
omer  cases  did  they  agree  to  g^ve  any 
abatement  of  any  rent  whatever,  judi- 
cial, or  unjudicial,  and  in  30  of  the  cases 
out  of  the  40  there  was  no  abatement 
offered.  Now,  what  has  been  the  amount 
of  the  demands  ?  I  have  shown  by  re- 
ference to  prices,  and  to  the  reductions 
of  the  rents  themselves,  that  an  abate- 
ment of  50  per  cent  of  the  rent  this  year 
was  still  equally  divided  between  the 
tenant  and  tbe  landlord.  What  are  the 
abatements  that  have  been  asked  ?  The 
abatements  on  judici|J  rents  have  ranged 
from  a  minimum  of  15  per  cent  to  a 
maximum  of  30  peir  cent.  The  abate- 
ments on  unjudicial  rents,  except  in  the 
case  of  two  or  thr^e  singularly  excep- 
tional cases,  ranged  from  a  minimum  of 
25  per  cent  to  a  maximum  of  40  per 
cent ;  and,  Sir,  I  complete  the  case,  and 
the  justification  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
when  I  say  that  in  every  case  in  which 
the  Plan  has  been  put  into  operation 
abatements  usually  as  large,  and  very 
often  larger,  have  been  given  by  the 
landlords  upon  the  surrounding  pro- 
perties. May  I  prove  this  by  reference 
to  the  case  of  Lord  Dillon  ?  Lord  Dillon 
was  asked  an  abatement  of  25  per  cent. 
In  the  immediate  district  The  Macder- 
mott  gave  30  per  cent ;  and  30  per  cent 
was  given  by  Mr.  Walsh.  I  could  show, 
by  reference  to  otl^er  cases  in  this  re- 
turn, that  the  abatements  of  rent  asked 
for  by  the  tenants  under  the  Plan  have 
been  in  numerous  cases  exceeded  by  the 
landlords  of  the  properties  surrounding. 
I  am  willing  to  submit  this  return  not 
merely  to  right  hon.  but  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. I  am  willing  to  submit  it  to 
everyone  except  a  member  of  the  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union  ;  and  I  only  except 
that  distinguished  body  of  fabulists  be- 
cause, in  respect  to  the  duty  of  testifying 
truth,  they  have  suspended  the  standing 


orders  of  Christianity.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews),  as  a  lawyer, 
if  he  agrees  with  the  reason  given  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bos 
sendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
why  the  Plan  of  Campaign  should  be 
declared  illegal?  I  beg  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is 
learned  also— although  his  modesty  very 
often  disclaims  it — to  the  reasoning  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale.  Irrespective,  said  the  noble 
Marquess,  of  the  legality  or  tbe  morality 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  why  is  that 
Plan  to  be  condemned  oy  the  House  ? 
Because — said  the  noble  Marquess — 
whatever  it  may  have  done  up  to  tne  pre- 
sent time,  it  may  cause  inconvenience  to 
the  landlords  hereafter.  I  can  compare 
that  to  nothing  but  the  decision  say  of  a 
judge  who  having  a  man  before  him 
found  guilty  of  no  crime,  decided  that 
as  the  man  might  commit  some  crime  or 
other  by-and-bye  it  would  be  better  to 
hang  him  off  at  once.  It  will  be  time 
enough  to  declare  the  illegality  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  when  its  action  is 
found  and  proved  to  be  illegal ;  and  in 
this  great  matter,  concerning  the  lives 
and  the  fortunes  of  multitudes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary to  decline  to  countenance  any 
declaration  of  the  law  by  anticipation. 
The  noble  Marquess  is  very  doubtful 
about  tiie  dispensing  power.  What  proof, 
says  ho,  has  been  given  in  this  debate  of 
the  existence  of  a  dispensing  power? 
What  proof  has  not  been  brought 
forward?  I  consider  there  has  been  a 
wonderful  amount  of  proof  considering 
that  we  have  had  to  work  in  the  dark, 
and  that  the  proof  which  we  have 
brought  before  the  House  has  been 
obtained  by  us  against  the  will  and  in 
spite  of  the  utmost  contrivances  of  the 
Government,  who  had  in  every  waj  tried 
to  hush  the  matter  up.  The  doings  of 
Judge  Curran  had  been  detailed  in  the 
House.  Judge  Curran,  said  the  noble 
Marquess,  exercised  his  equitable  power. 
Judge  Curran  has  no  equitable  power. 
Judge  Curran  has  no  power  at  all  except 
to  g^ve  a  decree  of  the  payment  of  a  legal 
debt  or  of  a  stay  of  execution,  and  that 
only  of  a  short  period,  and  of  cases  that 
are  defended.  I  do  not  speak  with  the 
book — I  happen  to  be  in  the  position  of 
having  an  intimate  knowledge  of  Judge 
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Curran.  When  I  was  in  charge  of  the 
Land  League  he  was  my  standing 
counsel,  and  I  must  say  in  justice  to 
Judge  Curran  that  as  Mr.  Curran  I 
found  him  a  most  docile  as  well  as  a 
most  vigorous  gentleman.  I  found  that* 
no  suggestion,  nowever  remote,  was  ever 
thrown  away  upon  him.  When  I  re- 
member, 8ir,  that  Judge  Curran  is  a 
well  known  agent  of  special  measures  of 
State  policy  in  Lreland,  that  he  conducted 
the  famous  private  inquiry  of  1881  into 
the  Phoenix  Park  murders — that  he  was 
sent  to  the  Westmeath  district  when 
there  was  trouble  there,  I  am  at  no  loss 
to  conclude  that  when  Mr.  O'Connor 
Morris  was  taken  from  Kerry  and  Judge 
Curran  was  sent  there,  he  knew  perfecUy 
well  that  he  was  sent  to  Kerry  for  a 
special  and  particular  purpose.  Why, 
8ir,  umbrage  has  been  felt  at  the  com- 
parison of  Judge  Curran  to  an  Oriental 
Cadi  who  dispenses  justice  under  the 
shadow  of  a  palm  tree.  I  think  it  is  un- 
complimentary to  the  judicial  habits  of 
a  Cadi,  who  makes  and  concludes  his 
Court.  I  never  heard  of  a  Cadi  who 
after  he  rose  from  the  shadow  of  the 
palm  tree,  and  after  the  parties  had  left, 
took  upon  himself  to  setjtbout  revising 
his  own  decrees.  But  Judge  Curran, 
not  satisfied  with  letter- wHting  all  over 
the  country  to  persons  of  various  classes 
and  grades  on  the  subject  of  rents — not 
satisfied  with  arranging  and  suggesting 
and  pressing  a  settlement  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  takes  home  a  batch 
of  decrees  in  his  pocket  to  alter 
them  comfortablv  after  dinner.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  said  nothing  about  the  message  to 
Mr.  Gale.  What  does  he  think  of  that  ? 
Is  that  an  example  of  the  dispensing 
power  ?  Mr.  Gale,  the  sub-SheriflT, 
wrote  asking  the  Government  for  four 
police,  and  he  got  a  reply  that  he  could 
not  have  them.  He  was  told  that 
**in  future"  he  should  give  10  days' 
notice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  ior  L*eland  tells  us  that 
that  was  the  old  rule.  If  that  was  the 
old  rule  why  was  Mr.  Gale  told  that  he 
should  give  10  days*  notice  "in  future?" 
Because  he  had  not  been  doing  it  in  the 
past.  For  what  purpose  was  the  10  days' 
notice  to  be  given  ?  To  make  police 
inquiries  about  what  ?  Was  it  whether 
they  had  men  enough  to  protect  the 
ISheriff  ?  The  idea  is  absurd,  for  they 
had  12,000  police.    The  police  inquiries 

Mr.  Sexton 


were  to  discover  whether  the  prjcess  of 
law  was  one  in  which  the  Government 
should  intervene,  and  that  is  made 
abimdantly  clear  by  the  further  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  Mr.  Gale,  that  he 
would  have  to  state  the  names  of  the 
persons  for  whom  protection  was  required 
and  the  nature  of  the  process  to  be  en- 
forced. That  document  alone  is  ample 
proof  of  the  dispensing  power.  Sir 
Bed  vers  BuUer,  of  course,  denied  in  the 
police  court  that  he  had  intervened  at 
all  between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Kerry,  but  before  he  left  the  box  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  during  the  three 
months  he  had  spent  in  the  County  of 
Kerry  he  was  doing  nothing  else.  He 
was  sent  to  Kerry — the  noble  Marquess 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  told  us — be- 
cause he  had  a  fresh  eye.  He  proved 
to  have  too  fresh  an  eye  for  the  oonveni* 
ence  of  the  Government.  They  translated 
him  to  Dublin  Castle,  ana  when  he 
gets  rid  of  that  fresh  eye  and  cultivates 
the  proper  degree  of  official  purblind- 
ness  they  will  transport  him  as  they 
transported  Sir  Bobert  Hamilton.  Sir 
Bedvers  BuUer  made  it  clear  before  he 
left  the  box  that  he  said  he  interfered 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  The 
noble  Marquess  stands  up  in  this  House 
and  tells  us  that  after  carefully  reading 
the  correspondence  between  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  and  Messrs.  Darley  and  Boe,  Sir 
Bedvers  Bullers  acted  in  the  interest 
of  humanity.  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
if  he  has  read  carefully  or  at  all  the 
letters  of  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  dated  the 
22nd  November?  Did  the  noble  Mar- 
quess read  these  words — 

**  I  asked  you  in  my  former  letter  for  Mr. 
Head's  (that  was  the  mortgagee  and  the  real 
owner)  address,  hecanse  I  wanted  to  obtain  a  pro- 
position for  him  of  the  very  class  in  the  event  of 
evictions  which  I  find  you  have  recommended, 
viz. — to  level  those  houses  which  can  be  legally 
levelled  in  the  event  of  the  tenants  being 
evicted." 

Is  that  a  sentence  conceived  in  the  spirit 
of  humanity  ?  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  was 
evidently  afraid  that  the  tenants  woold 
be  forgotten,  because  he  sent  a  farther 
letter  on  the  17th  December  saying  that 
perhaps  the  levelling  of  the  houses 
might  have  a  good  effect  on  the  others* 
I  say  that  Sir  Bedvers,  Buller  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  levelling  of  these 
houses,  and,  remembering  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  told  this  House  last  Session  that 
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Sir  Eedvers  BuUer  was  directly  respon- 
sible to  himself,  and  remembering  his 
oath  at  the  police  court,  that  he  was 
kept  fully  and  constantly  informed  of 
the  proceedines  of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer, 
I  say  it  was  impossible  that  a  month 
should  have  elapsed — from  the  22nd 
November  to  the  17th  December — 
without  his  being  aware  of  the  induce- 
ment applied  by  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  to 
the  agents  for  the  levelling  and  burning 
of  these  houses;  and  I  hold  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  morally  and 
directly  as  fully  responsible  for  the 
atrocity  as  if  he  had  wielded  the  crow- 
bar and  applied  the  writs  himself.  I 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  case  of  Cap- 
tain Plunkett,  that  the  noble  Marquess 
said  there  was  only  one  story,  and  it 
was  not  substantiated.  What  was  the 
story  about  Captain  Plunkett  in  Limerick 
in  writing  to  a  firm  of  agents — ^Messrs. 
Guinness  and  Mahon — asking  them  to 
accept  one  year's  rent  in  lieu  of  three 
and  a-half,  and  accompanying  this  re- 
quest with  a  broad  hint  that  if  evictions 
were  carried  out  the  peace  of  the  district 
would  be  disturbed?  After  the  letter 
he  sought  an  interview,  and  does  anyone 
think  that  in  the  comparative  freedom 
of  an  interview  he  contented  himself 
with  the  language  of  the  letter?  The 
agents  complained  in  a  letter  to  the 
I^ndon  Times  that  Captain  Plunkett 
not  only  asked  them  to  accept  one  year's 
rent  in  lieu  of  three  and  a-half,  but 
asked  them  to  cancel  £50  of  law  costs 
and  to  give  a  clear  receipt,  and  threat- 
ened in  the  event  of  eviction  being  car- 
ried out  that  he  would  not  supply  police 
or  give  police  protection  to  the  caretaker 
who  was  to  be  put  in  charge.  Captain 
Plunkett  deniea  it,  but  what  had  not 
Captain  Plunkett  denied?  He  denied 
that  he  interfered  between  landlord  and 
tenant  at  all ;  and  he  denied  this  after 
he  had  sworn  to  the  hilt  that  he  had 
interfered  continually  and  constantly  in 
these  cases.  He  denied  at  first  in  The 
Times  that  he  had  threatened  to  with- 
draw police  protection,  but  he  denied 
nothing  else.  He  did  not  deny  that  he 
had  asked  them  to  take  one  year's  rent 
in  lieu  of  three  and  a-half,  to  cancel  the 
law  costs,  and  to  give  a  clear  receipt. 
But  in  the  police  court  his  denials  be- 
came so  numerous  and  so  complicated 
that  the  examining  counsel  was  at  last 
obliged  to  tell  him  that  he  only  remem- 
bered what  he  had  not  said,  and  remem- 


bered nothing  of  what  he  had  said.  It 
was  impossible  to  hear  or  to  read  the 
evidence  of  Captain  Plunkett  in  the 
police  court  without  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  in  the  mental  mechanism 
of  the  gallant  Captain  there  is  a  screw 
loose,  if  there  is  not  even  a  mainspring 
broken.  The  noble  Marquess  wants 
another  story.  I  will  give  it  to  him. 
I  have  a  letter  here  from  a  priest — not 
an  anonymous  priest,  like  that  of  the 
bon. Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson) — the  Bev.  Father  Lacy,  of 
Clonakilty.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman remember  the  name  of  Tim 
Hurley  ?  I  am  astonished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  no  sign  of  assent. 
[Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  assented.] 
I  thought  so.  Well,  Captain  Plunkett 
visited  Clonakilty  twice,  and  this  is  the 
statement  of  Father  Lacy — 

"  To  make  inquiries  regarding  Mr.  Bennett, 
the  landlord,  and  Tim  Hurley,  the  tenant.  He 
also  visited  Tim*8  castle  and  farm.  Tim  lives 
in  a  castle.  Captain  Plunkett  gave  instructions 
in  my  presence  and  that  of  the  Ck)unty  In- 
spector to  "write  to  the  landlord,  and  ask  him 
to  meet  Captain  Plunkett.  Mr.  Carr  did  so, 
and  the  meeting  came  off.  Captain  Plunkett 
told  Mr.  Bennett  that  his  rent  was  a  rack- 
rent,  and  that  he  would  have  to  give  an  abate- 
ment, or  the  police  protection  which  Mr. 
Bennett  had  for  some  time  enjoyed  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  no  police  would  be  given  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  eviction." 

What  does  the  noble  Marquess  say  to 
that  as  an  example  of  the  dispensing 
power? 

The  chief  SECEETARYfoe  IRE- 
LANDrSir  Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bris- 
tol, W.; :  Will  the  hon.  Member  allow 
me  to  say  that  Captain  Plunkett  denies 
that  ?  The  events  which  since  occurred 
prove  that  he  is  right.  The  landlord 
did  not  make  an  abatement;  police  pro- 
tection has  been  given  him  ;  and  Tim 
Hurley  was  evicted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  done  better  to  have 
awaited  the  conclusion  of  the  letter — 

*'  Mr.  Bennett  took  a  week  to  consider,^  and 
at  the  expiration  of  the  week  he  wrote  decHning 
to  give  the  abatement,  and  the  police  escort  was 
immediately  withdrawn,  and  no  police  were 
given  to  aid  in  evicting  Tim  Hurley  until  six 
weeks  afterwards,  and  only  when  Mr.^  Bennett 
threatened  to  bring  an  action  against  Mr. 
Smith-Barry,  M.P.,  the  High  Sheriff  of  the 
County,  who,  it  appears,  is  legally  responsible 
for  carrying  out  the  law." 

Father  Lacy's  letter  is  at  the  disposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  noble 
Marquess  was  not  only  satisfied  that 
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there  bad  been  no  dispensing  power, 
but  I  tbink  was  also  satisfied  tbere 
bad  been  no  un-Constitutional  action.  I 
sball  respectfully  take  leave  to  put  to 
him  two  or  three  questions.  Mas  he 
heard  the  case  of  M'Nally,  a  Boscoin- 
mon  farmer,  who  was  in  his  house  one 
night  with  six  or  seven  of  his  fellow 
tenants?  Some  police  constables  came 
spying  about,  put  their  ear  to  the  key- 
hole of  the  back  door,  and  heard  Mr. 
M'Nally  say,  •*  We'll  cripple  the  land- 
lords yet,  please  God."  The  police 
burst  into  the  house,  seized  M'Nally, 
emptied  his  pockets,  presented  a  re- 
volver at  his  head,  and  took  them  all 
before  the  landlord — Lord  De  Preyne — 
and  whilst  Lord  De  Freyne,  his  brother, 
the  High  Sheriff,  and  his  other  brother 
magistrates  were  endeavouring,  in  the 
darkness  of  the  nieht,  to  fabricate  a 
charge  against  M'Nally,  these  unfortu- 
nate farmers  were  kept  waiting  in  the 
soow  outside  the  landlord's  door.  Has 
the  noble  Marquess  heard  of  what 
happened  ia  the  City  of  Cork,  where  a 
public  meeting  was  held  to  protest  in 
the  case  of  Hurley;  and  whilst  the 
public  meeting  was  being  peaceably 
addressed  by  a  Member  of  this  House, 
the  police  raided  upon  the  people,  and 
brutally  batoned  them  ?  Too  Sub- 
Inspector  of  Police  was  committed  for 
trial  by  the  Local  Bench ;  but  the  Crown 
refused  to  send  up  a  Bill  against  him  to 
the  Grand  Jury  at  the  Winter  Assizes. 
Has  the  noble  Marquess  heard  of  the 
Sligo  meeting?  Does  he  know  that 
upon  the  night  previous  to  the  day  of 
the  proclaimed  meeting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Division,  the  Mayor  of  the 
town,  a  Magistrate  of  the  Countv,  and  a 
number  of  the  citizens  were  brutally 
beaten  by  the  police,  and  the  skull  of  an 
aged  gentleman  was  fractured  whilst 
they  were  waiting  on  the  steps  of  the 
Town  Hall  to  procure  admission  to 
their  own  municipal  building,  in  order 
to  hold  a  consultation  ?  The  police  of 
Sligo  took  the  same  short  cut  which  the 
noble  Marquess  took  about  the  Phcsniz 
Park  trag^y.  What  right  had  the 
Government  to  proclaim  the  Sligo  meet- 
ing? Beliance  had  been  placed  on  a 
telegram  from  one  gentleman.  It  would 
be  a  strange  condition  of  Constitutional 
right  if  any  gentleman,  by  choosing  to 
write  a  telegram,  could  cancel  the  right 
of  public  meeting.  The  notice  of  the 
meeting  I  convened  stated  that  the  Land 
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Question  would  be  discussed,  and  also 
the  conduct  of  the  Sheriff  of  Sligo 
for  forming  an  illegal  panel,  km  I  to 
be  told,  in  presence  of  the  fact  that  at 
the  trial  it  was  found  that  the  panel  was 
prepared  with  great  irregularities,  that 
the  Judge  had  the  panel  quashed,  and 
said  that,  if  the  law  had  been  obeyed, 
not  one  of  the  names  would  have  ap- 
peared on  that  panel  which  actually 
appeared  upon  it — am  I  to  be  told  that 
the  citizens  of  Sligo  have  not  a  right  to 
assemble  in  public  meeting,  and  to  dis- 
cuss these  matters  ?  We  are  told  that  a 
Liberal  Government,  some  years  ago, 
proclaimed  a  similar  meeting.  Many 
things  have  happened  since  then ;  and 
I,  for  my  part,  deny  the  justice  of 
debiting  Liberal  Statesmen  in  their  wise 
maturity  with  the  errors  of  their  early 
days.  Is  the  noble  Marquess  aware 
of  what  happened  at  Glenoeieh — that 
the  Sheriff —  the  functionary  of  Uie  law 
— was  not  allowed  to  confine  himself 
to  the  execution  of  the  law,  bnt  after 
he  had  completed  his  duties  and 
called  upon  the  police  to  acoompany 
him  to  the  scene  of  the  next  eviction, 
the  police  —  the  paid  servants  of  the 
Imperial  taxpayer  —  had  to  stand  to 
arms  and  remain  upon  the  spot,  and  to 
postpone  the  execution  of  the  Imperial 
law  until  the  execution  of  private  ven- 
geance and  ferocity  was  completed.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cot}l  did 
not  make  himself  clear  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  because  he  said  that  the  ex- 
ercise by  the  Government  of  the  dispens- 
ing power  was  demoralizing,  and  .at  the 
same  time  the  best  that  coiud  have  been 
done.  Both  are  true.  Nothing  can  be 
more  demoralizing  from  the  point  of 
view  of  law  than  to  find  the  agents  and 
Executive  of  the  law  endeavouring  to  do 
by  private,  unconfessed,  and  stealthy 
means,  which  they  are  ashamed  or  afraid 
to  avow,  what  they  had  no  opportuni^ 
of  doing  by  the  open  and  justifiable 
force  of  law.  The  nffht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  began  in  the  wrong 
way.  If  there  was  a  necessitv  for  sav- 
ing the  tenants  of  Ireland,  the  proper 
way  to  do  it  was  bv  accepting  the  BUI 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  He 
began  too  late.  He  should  have  begun 
before  the  brood  of  evicting  landlords 
had  commenced  to  pile  up  law  costs 
against  the  tenants.  He  ended  too  soon. 
He  ended  just  at  the  time  when  preasuro 
became  essential  upon  that  class  of  land- 
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lords  whom  lie  himself  denounced  at 
Bristol.  I  say  if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  were  dealing  with  Englishmen 
instead  of  Irishmen,  if,  having  oarried 
out  a  policy  informally  himself,  he 
attacked  the  liherties  of  other  public 
men,  from  having  attempted  to  carry 
out  that  policy  in  public,  ne  would  run 
an  excellent  chance  of  impeachment.  If 
he  would  save  himself  from  the  gravest 
imputations,  he  ought  to  be  frank  with 
this  HoQse.  It  wiU  not  do  to  say  that 
he  exercised  only  argument  and  persua- 
sion ;  that  is  beside  the  question.  We 
want  to  know  what  arguments  he  em- 
ployed— what  persuasions  he  used— and 
by  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  informed  the  House  what  arrange- 
ments he  used,  what  agents  he  employed, 
and  against  what  landlords  his  pressure 
was  directed — then,  and  only  then,  will 
the  House  be  in  a  position  to  judge  the 
proper  comparison  to  be  made,  whether 
from  a  legal  or  a  moral  point  of  view, 
between  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  my  hon: 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo.  We 
are  told  that  the  rermedies  for  the  ills  of 
Ireland  are  the  employment  of  the  people 
and  emigration,  it  will  be  time  enough 
to  talk  about  the  special  employment  of 
the  people  when  you  condescend  to  make 
such  laws  as  will  allow  the  people  of 
Ireland  security  for  the  fruits  of  their 
labour  in  their  natural  employment  on 
the  land.  As  for  emigration,  in  the 
course  of  a  generation  your  policy  has 
depleted  the  population  of  Ireland  in  a 
manner  unparalleled  in  modem  times. 
You  have  decimated  the  people  in  a 
manner  for  which  there  is  no  parallel  in 
the  records  of  famine,  of  pestilence,  or 
of  war.  The  Irish  people  will  not  hear 
of  emigration  until  .the  resources  of  Ire- 
land have  been  fully  developed,  are  in- 
telligently applied,  and  fully  taken  ad- 
vantage of.  The  noble  Marquess  may 
talk  of  your  Oolonial  and  Imperial 
relations;  but  I  tell  him  that  any 
attempt,  upon  any  pretext,  to  emigrate 
the  people  of  Ireland  from  their  native 
homes  will  be  met,  on  their  part,  with  a 
most  passionate  and  most  fierce  opposi- 
tion. We  are  asked  what  is  our  remedy? 
Does  anyone  doubt  our  remedy?  We 
have  asked  you  to  pass  a  Bill  to  save 
the  tenants  in  their  homes,  by  enabling 
the  constituted  Courts  to  stay  evictions 
on  payment  of  half  the  rent,  and  you 
refused.     Since  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 


Member  for  Cork  was  rejected,  the  rents 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Winchester  (Colonel  Totten- 
ham) have  been  reduced  by  58  per  cent. 
I  am  reminded  that  although  a  landlord 
cannot  be  made  good  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  Duke  of  Devonshire  has  lately 
assented  to  a  very  large  reduction  in  the 
rents  of  his  estate,  so  that  although  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Act  in  producing 
virtue  in  that  case  was  slow,  it  was  sure. 
Well,  Sir,  since  the  rejection  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Bill,  the  rents  of  many  tenants 
in  Ireland  have  been  reduced  oy  75  per 
cent;  and  what  will  hon.  Gentlemen 
think  who  were  misled  by  condemnations 
of  my  hon.  Friend  for  only  requiring  an 
initial  deposit  of  50  per  cent  of  the  rent, 
when  I  tell  them  that  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
— ("Cries  of  ** Order!"] — ^I  am  quite  in 
Order.  I  am  speaking  of  an  Irish  land- 
lord— [Cries  of  "  Order !"  and  an  hon. 
Member  :  *»  Try  it !"]  What  will  they 
think  when  I  tell  them  that  if  that  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  received  50 
per  cent  of  his  rent  under  that  Bill,  he 
would  have  obtained  4  per  cent  over 
the  total  amount  of  his  present  legal 
rents?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Genfle- 
man  theMember  for  Winchester  (Colo- 
nel Tottenham)  would  have  received 
8  per  cent  more  than  the  total  amount 
many  of  his  present  legal  rents,  and 
tenants  whom  I  could  name  would, 
if  the  Bill  had  been  passed  into  law, 
have  deposited  as  an  initial  sum  to 
secure  themselves  from  eviction  exactly 
double  the  amount  of  their  existing 
legal  rents.  Pass  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  give  the 
tenants  security  in  their  homes,  allow 
them  to  go  into  the  Land  Courts  and 
have  their  rents  fixed  upon  the  basis  of 
the  actual  value  of  the  produce.  When 
that  is  done,  proceed  as  soon  as  you  like 
to  extinguish  the  dual  ownership.  When 
you  have  placed  the  question  of  the 
basis  of  a  fear  and  practical  rent,  then, 
as  soon  as  you  like,  extinguish  the  in- 
terest of  the  landlord;  but  do  not  at- 
tempt to  do  it  on  the  basis  of  a  purchase 
price  which  will  be  oppressive  to  the 
Irish  occupier  and  perilous  to  the  Trea- 
sury of  Great  Britain.  In  this  great 
transaction  of  the  settlement  of  the  Irish 
land  it  is  true  to  say  that,  however  per- 
fect may  be  the  scheme  devised,  you 
cannot  take  up  the  position  of  making 
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the  British  Treasury  the  individual  cre- 
ditor and  rent  collector  of  500,000  ten- 
ants— jou  never  can  make  the  settlement 
at  all  unless  you  avail  yourselves  of 
the  co-operation  and  the  credit  and  au- 
thority, which  cannot  be  afforded  to  you 
by  anything  but  a  native  Legislature 
in  Ireland.  For  the  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question,  as  for  the  settlement  of 
every  other  Question  in  connection  with 
Ireland,  a  native  Legislature  is  indis- 
pensable. We  are  asked  why  we  do  not 
debate  the  Home  Bule  Question.  Be- 
cause, Sir,  Time — the  great  teacher — is 
debating  effectively  for  us.  Every  day 
that  passes,  every  incident  that  occurs, 
proves  more  and  more  the  impossibility 
of  any  fitting  and  successful  government 
of  Ireland  except  by  the  Irish  people ; 
and  this  Ministry,  though  we  may  de- 
sire its  death — I  ifear  its  death  will  be 
rather  premature — gives  us  reason  to 
rejoice  in  its  existence,  for  every  day  of 
that  existence  proves  it  leading  charac- 
teristic to  be  gross  ignorance  of  Ireland, 
amazing  incompetence,  and  the  most  ab- 
surd and  grotesque  presumption.  We 
are  told  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale,  who  occupies 
substantially  a  position  of  Leader  of  the 
House — who,  I  must  say,  looks  and  talks 
a  great  deal  more  like  a  Leader  than 
anybody  opposite,  and  who  occupies  to- 
wards the  Prime  Minister  a  position 
somewhat  analagous  to  that  which,  in 
the  decline  of  a  certain  French  monar- 
chy, was  occupied  by  the  Mayor  of  the 
Palace — we  are  told  by  him  with  one 
breath  that  we  have  not  properly  de- 
bated Home  Bule ;  and  in  tbe  next  that 
it  is  useless  to  apply  to  this  House,  be- 
cause the  majority  was  elected  for  the 
purpose  of  resisting  Home  Bule.  I  do 
not  cherish  the  hope  that  the  majority 
of  this  Assembly  will  concede  the  Irish 
demands;  but,  Sir,  Houses  pass  away 
and  the  people  still  remain,  and  from 
the  majority  hero  I  turn  with  hope  and 
confidence  to  the  enfranchised  masses  of 
the  British  people.  They  did  not  create 
the  misgovemment  of  Ireland ;  they  did 
not  continue  it ;  they  did  not  understand 
it ;  they  did  not  profit  by  it.  I  believe 
from  my  soul  that  they  will  not  suffer  it 
to  continue.  Guided  by  him  whom  you 
all  acknowledge  to  be  the  greatest  of 
your  statesmen,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try cannot  fail  to  come  to  a  just  and 
wise  conclusion.    They  have  been  long 
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misled  by  selfish  classes  and  by  in- 
terested factions ;  but,  despite  the  multi- 
tudinous falsehoods  of  the  time,  they 
are  at  last  happily  coming  to  under- 
stand,  and,  what  is  better,  to  feel  the 
wrongs  and  rights  of  the  case  of  Ire- 
land. They  were  not  responsible  in  the 
least  for  the  guilt  and  shame  of  the  mis- 
govemment of  my  hapless  country — 
they  will  not  now  incur  that  guilt  or 
shame.  They  never  had  power  before. 
They  have  it  now.  They  have  learned 
that  the  misery  of  the  Irish  people 
does  not  advance  the  well-being  of  Bri- 
tain, however  it  may  advance  the  in- 
terests of  faction  or  increase  the  fortunes 
of  a  class.  They  have  learned  that  the 
subjection  of  Ireland  does  not  increase 
the  freedom  of  Britain.  They  have 
learned  that  the  political  convulsions  of 
Ireland  do  not  promote  their  own  tran- 
quillity. And,  Sir,  out  of  the  depth  of 
this  deep  conviction  I  believe  that  the 
common  sense  of  the  British  people,  re- 
cognizing the  justice  of  the  Irish  cause, 
and  acting  upon  their  sense  of  justice, 
will  add  one  other  free  system  of  do- 
mestic rule  to  the  many  which  adorn 
and  strengthen  their  great  Empire,  and 
will  thereby  bind  together  in  union  for 
the  first  time— in  a  true  union,  the  only 
real  union,  that  of  common  interest  and 
of  mutual  regard — two  peoples  meant  by 
nature  to  be  a  help  and  |not  a  hindrance 
to  each  other — ^two  peoples  nobly  quali- 
fied by  their  gifts  of  intellect,  and  by 
the  qualities  of  their  nature,  to  sustain 
and  to  aid  each  other  in  maintidning, 
for  all  future  time,  a  foremost  place 
among  the  free  and  prosperous  nations 
of  the  world. 

Tab  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  toe 
THE  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  K) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  could  wish  that  the  whole 
of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  had  been 
like  its  oonclusion.  I  should  be  the  last 
man  in  the  House  to  quarrel  with  the 
tone  and  spirit  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  speech.  I  may  almost 
express  a  wish  tnat  the  whole  of  his 
speech  had  been  couched  in  an  equally 
generous  and  elevated  vein.  When  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expresses  a  wish  for 
a  union  of  heart  and  feeling — when  he 
says  that  the  people  who  inhabit  bc^ 
these  countries  are  made  to  walk  together 
in  amity  and  friendship  along  the  path  of 
progress,  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
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House  will,  lam  sure,  heartily  ag^ee  with 
him.  But  when  he  comes  to  apply  these 
very  generous  sentiments  in  practice,  how 
very  different  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  for  he  has  announced  that  every 
effort  made  by  the  Government,  how- 
ever well  meant,  for  the  benefit  of  his 
country,  will  be  met  by  his  countrymen 
with  passionate  and  fierce  resistance. 
\^Hom$  Rule  cries  of  **  No,  no ! "  and 
•*  Withdraw !  "1 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  said 
that  any  scheme  of  emigration  would  be 
so  met. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  whether  we  proposed 
any  scheme  for  removing  by  emigration 
the  overcrowded  multitudes  who  cannot 
find  the  means  of  sustaining  life  in  Ice- 
land, or  whether  we  endeavoured  to  pro- 
vide employment  by  the  expenditure  of 
British  money  for  those  who  are  now 
toiling  in  vain,  both  would  be  alike  re- 
jected. [''NojUo!"]  Moreover,  through- 
out his  speech — which  was  not  one  minute 
too  long,  and  to  which  the  House  listened 
with  that  interest  which  is  always  ac- 
corded to  the  hon.  Gentleman — there 
was  not  one  step  taken  by  any  Govern- 
ment which  preceded  the  present  Go- 
vernment, or  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment itself,  which  had  not  been  sub- 
jected by  the  hon.  Member  to  criticism 
of  the  most  embittered  kind.  There  was 
not  a  calumny  uttered  upon  any  public 
man,  although  refuted  or  denied  both  in 
public  and  private,  by  word  of  mouth 
and  by  oath,  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  so  reiterate.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into 
the  voluminous  mass  of  details  through 
which  he  has  travelled,  nor  in  his  criti- 
cisms of  Judge  Curran  or  Captain  Flun- 
kett.  Those  names  sound  to  me  some- 
what racy  of  the  soil  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  is  attached ;  but  to  say  that 
either  Judge  Curran  or  Captain  Plunkett, 
were  inefiicient  officers  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  be  a  very  great  compliment 
to  pay  to  his  countrymen.  I  do  not 
think  that  details  of  the  private  conduct 
of  well-meaning  officials  are  very  perti- 
nent to  the  subject  before  the  House. 
We  are  here  deoating  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
which  has  now  been  discussed  for  many 
evenings.  That  Amendment  is  based 
on  two  propositions — one,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 


John  Morley),  censuring  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  having  proposed  to  the 
House  a  measure  in  the  direction  of 
Home  Hule;  and  the  other,  blaming 
and  censuring  the  Government  for  its 
administration  of  Ireland  during  the 
last  few  months.  I  will,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  deal  with  these 
various  matters  as  briefiy  as  I  can. 
Now,  I  trust  that  I  shall  be  excused  for 
not  addressing  myself  on  this  occasion 
to  the  question  of  Home  Bule.  This 
Government  and  this  House  stand  here 
pledged  and  commissioned  to  resist 
Home  Bule.  It  is  a  matter  that  has  been 
discussed  on  100  platforms,  and  debated 
over  and  over  again  during  the  existence 
of  this  present  Parliament;  and,therefose, 
it  seems  to  me  a  mere  waste  of  time  on 
my  part  if  we  were  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  Home  Hule  theory  and 
Eroposals  in  this  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  the  City  of  Cork  is,  of  course, 
from  his  point  of  view,  strictly  entitled  to 
formulate  his  propositions  for  Home 
Hule ;  but  we  stand  upon  a  totally  dif- 
ferent footing,  and  we  are  altogether 
outside  of  that  question,  inasmuch  as 
Home  Bule  was  absolutely  rejected  by 
the  country  at  the  last  General  Election, 
and  therefore  we  cannot  entertain  for  a 
moment  any  proposal  that  tends  in  that 
direction.  Setting  aside,  therefore,  the 
question  of  Home  Eule,  I  wish  to  apply 
myself  to  dealing  with  the  criticism  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  passed -upon 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  their  administration  of  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  months,  marked,  as  it 
has  been,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  by  **  novel,  doubt- 
ful, and  un- Constitutional  measures." 
We  are  by  this  time,  unfortunately,  only 
too  painfully  aware  of  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  charges  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  brought  against  us — the 
liouse  has  heard  them  so  often.  Hon, 
Members  opposite  below  the  Gangway 
allege  that  the  Government  have  done 
wrong  in  almost  every  step  they  have  taken 
— ^they  have  done  wrong  in  having  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
bound  over  to  be  of  good  behaviour — 
and  inbringinghim  to  trial  in  the  County 
of  Dublin  for  conspiracy.  They  have 
done  wrong  in  sending  General  Buller 
and  Judge  Curran  to  County  Kerry ;  they 
have  done  wrong  in  supporting  the 
officers  of  the  law  who  directed  the  evic- 
tions at  Glenbeigh;    they  have    done 
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wrong  in  aitackiog  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign; and  they  have  done  wrong  in 
regard  to  the  Sligo  meetings.  Many  of 
these  charges  have  been  exhaustively 
dealt  with  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  go  again  over 
the  ground  which  he  has  so  satisfactorily 
covered.  I  will,  however,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  deal  with  a  few  of 
the  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  us  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  One  of  the  most  important 
and  material  of  those  charges,  which  was 
endorsed  by  the  righi;  hon.  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fow- 
ler) was  that  which  relates  to  the  pend- 
ing trial  of  certain  persons,  including 
some  hon.  Members  of  this  House.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  have  the  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  in  this  House.  lam 
not  as  good  a  judge  as  he  is  of  the 
character  of  the  attftck  or  of  the  censure 
which  it  is  becoming  to  direct  in  this 
House  against  public  constituted  bodies ; 
but  I  must  say  that  I  heard  with  g^ief 
and  pain  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
position  make  an  attack  by  anticipation 
upon  a  jury  which  is  not  yet  empanelled 
or  summoned  ;  and  asserting  beforehand 
that  the  trial  about  to  be  beard  was  not, 
and  could  not  be,  a  fair  or  a  proper  one. 
I  should  have  thought  that  in  political 
controversy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  shrunk  from  what  is  termed 
in  military  warfare  poisoning  the  wells, 
and  that  he  would,  at  all  events,  have 
waited  until  the  jury  were  empanelled 
before  he  attacked  them,  and  would  have 
refrained  from  denouncing  the  trial  as 
unfair  until  it  had  been  brought  to  a 
conclusion.  Instead  of  that,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  quote 
certain  expressions  made  use  of  in  the 
Lobby,  and  remarks  made  in  con- 
versation outside  of  this  House;  and 
upon  those  expressions  and  remarks 
he  has  based  his  allegation  that 
this  trial  is  likely  to  be  an  unfair 
one.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  is  perfectly  right,  from  his  par- 
ticular point  of  view,  in  challenging  the 
probable  action  of  the  jury  and  of  the 
constituted  authorities — he  has  always 
done  so,  and  we  naturally  expect  that  he 
will  do  it  again.  But  we  had  no  right 
to  anticipate  them,  and  we  ought  not  to 
be  exposed  to  them  from  a  man  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  is 
learned  in  the  law,  who  has  had  experi- 

Mr,  Matthews 


ence  of  government,  and  who  knows 
what  the  practice  of  a  Government  is  in 
matters  of  this  sort.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  occupying  the  position  he 
does,  stands  forward,  and,  upon  the 
foundation  of  Lobby  gossip,  and  of  con- 
versation outside,  announces  to  this 
House  and  the  country  that  this  trial — 
which  is  not  without  its  importance,  al- 
though I  think  that  its  importance  has 
been  somewhat  exaggerated — will  not, 
in  the  impression  of  his  friends,  and,  I 
gather,  of  himself,  be  a  fair  one,  I  ask 
him  in  repl}'  why  his  friends  did  not 
make  good  that  charge  u^  on  oath  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland,  when 
they  had  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  ? 
When  the  traversers  applied  to  have  the 
trial  removed  from  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  to  a  trial  at  bar,  why  did  they 
not  present  affidavits  alleging  that  they 
believed  that  they  would  not  have  a  fair 
trial? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
They  refused  to  let  us  see  the  books. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  They  could  have 
made  an  allegation,  and  they  made  no 
allegation  of  the  sort ;  and  it  is  doubt- 
less very  convenient  for  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up  in  this  House 
and,  sheltered  by  their  Parliamentary 
privilege,  to  quote  the  gossip  of  the 
Lobby;  but  they  shrink  from  making 
similar  statements  upon  oath  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  when  their  truth  can  be  tried 
and  tested.  I  protest  it  is  hardly  deal- 
ing fairly  with  the  constituted  authori- 
ties of  the  country  when  the  traversers 
themselves,  who  had  abundant  oppor- 
tunity of  making  objection,  abstained 
from  doing  so — that  we  should  have 
that  charge  uttered  in  the  House  without 
a  slight  foundation.  [  *'  Oh,  oh !  "]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  says  the  Government  had  re- 
course to  a  device  in  indicting  these 
people  in  Dublin  instead  of  Gal  way. 
Nobody  knows  better  than  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  that  the  place  where 
the  conspiracy  is  hatched  is  the  proper 
place  for  the  trial  to  take  place.  It 
is  only  the  exception  that  a  trial  for 
conspiracy  is  held  in  a  place  other  than 
that  in  which  it  is  hatched  and  formed. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOUKT 
(Derby) :  But  you  chose  the  County  of 
Dublin  instead  of  the  City. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  too  great  a  hurry.  I 
must  take  the  counts  of  the  indictment 
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one  by  one.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  prefer  the  indictment  in 
Dublin,  and  not  in  Oalway.  '*  But 
oh,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  '^you  have  pre- 
ferred the  indictment  in  J;he  county,  and 
not  in  the  city."  In  England,  it  is  a 
matter  of  common  law  and  practice 
with  prisoners  to  be  tried  in  places 
that  ate  both  counties  and  cities  to 
change  the  yenue  to  the  county  ta 
order  to  get  a  wider  range  of  juries 
and  a  larger  panel.  {_Ironteal  cheers,^ 
I  hope  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheer 
in  that  way  do  not  mean  to  say  by 
that*,  that  the  more  Irishmen  we  hate 
to  try  oases  the  greater  is  the  danger 
of  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  Do  th^y 
mean  to  tell  the  Government,  who 
hare  been  described  as  ignorant,  in- 
competent, and  presumptuous  peopl^e, 
that  the  County  of  Dublin  did  not 
contain  material  for  a  fair  panel  ? 
f**  Order ! "]  I,  of  course,  expected  ^o 
hear  attacks  made  upon  Irish  juries 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oork,  because  it  is  his  practice  to  make 
such>  attacks  in  all  cases  where  his 
friends  are  concerned.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  described  the  jurors  of  his 
country  as  a  wretched  set  of  people, 
who  are  not  to  be  trusted.  He  speaks 
in  the  most  disparaging  tdrms  of  jurors 
of  the  City  of  DubUn.  Not  very  long 
since,'  in  the  course  of  the  Maamtrasna 
debate,  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
prisoners  were  tried  in  Dublin  by  a 
packed  jury,  and  that  the  jurors  of  the 
City  of  Dublin  were  a  set  of  shop- 
keepers, who  were  mostly  dependent 
upon  patronage  of  the  Castle  for  their 
living.  These  were  the  terms  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  a  mixed 
jury. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  It  was  a 
special  jury. 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  Quite  true ;  but 
the  point  is  that  it  was  a  jury  of  the 
City  of  Dublin,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  attacked  that  jury  according  to  his 
wont  as  he  has  attacked  every  other. 
But  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  will  take  to 
heart  the  words  of  his  Colleague  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  who,  on  the  occasion 
I  have  referred  to,  warmly  defended 
Irish  juries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
finds  fault  with  the  numbers  on  the  jury 
panel.  Does  he  know  how  many  are  on 
the  panel  at  the  Old  Bailey  ? 


Mb.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  he  heard  the  Solicitor 
General  stato  that  the  usual  custom  in 
Dublin  was  to  put  80  upon  the  panel, 
but  that  260  were  put  on  for  this  special 
trial. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Solicitor 
General  said  from  80  to  100  was  the 
number  usually  put  upon  the  panel  for 
an  Irish  county. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  :  For  the 
County  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Attorney 
General  reminds  me  that  100  is  the 
usual  number  when  a  couple  of  pick- 
pockets are  to  be  tried.  [^Ories  of  <<  Ob, 
oh !  "j  In  a  case  of  some  importance, 
and  one  in  which,  from  the  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  absentee  jurymen  are  likely 
to  be  numerous,  a  greater  panel  is  re- 
quired.  Hon.  Members  are  aware  that 
the  Press  of  Ireland  contains  articles 
which  make  it  necessary  that  men  should 
have  no  ^mmon  nerve  and  firmness  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  jurymen,  and 
the  Sheriff — for  it  is  he,  and  not  the 
Crown,  who  has  dona  this — may  think 
it  prudent  and  desirable  to  put  a  good 
number  of  extra  names  upon  the  panel. 
Then  complaint  is  made  that  the  Go^ 
vemment  have  not  prosecuted  any  of  the 
tenants  who  have  entered  into  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  It  Was  the  bounden  duty 
of  the  Government  to  prosecute,  at  any 
rate,  in  the  first  place  ihe  chief  author^ 
and  the  most  prominent  promoters  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  for  this  reason — 
that  in  their  judgment  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  illegal;  that  it  was  mis- 
chievous as  well  as  illegal ;  and  I  think 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  add — because 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  that  ought  to 
enter  into  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day — that  it  was  im- 
moral. Of  course  I  do  not  expect  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
to  agree  with  us  in  that  proposition; 
but  I  should  have  thought  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Front 
Bench  might  have  found  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  Ireland 
a  sufficiently  authoritative  exposition  of 
the  law  for  the  Government  to  be  bound 
to  act  upon  it.  [An  hon.  Member  :  It 
was  no  decision.]  There  has  been  no 
decision  upon  the  point,  says  an  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  was  brought  before  the  Court  on 
the  ground  that  he  had  excited  people  to 
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join  an  illegal  conspiracy,  and  for  that  have  heard  in  this  debate,  chiefly  from 
he  was  ordered  to  be  bound  over  to  be  Edinburgh  and  Shoreditch,  according  to 
of  good  behaviour.  The  ground  upon  the  common  sense  of  man,  legitimately 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  condemned  hold  that  one  of  two  parties  to  a  contract 
was  that  it  was  an  illegal  conspiracy,  can  keep  all  he  benefits  and  gains  under 
What  other  authority  could  the  Govern-  it,  and,  claiming  to  be  the  judge  in  his 
ment  proceed  upon  than  that  of  the  own  cause,  to  alter,  at  his  pleasure  and 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ?  I  do  not  discretion,  the  burden  of  the  contract, 
quarrel  with  the  hon.  Member  for  can  retain  all  or  a  part  of  what  is  due 
the  City  of  Cork,  who  says  that  under  the  contract  to  the  other  party  ? 
I  should  disregard  this  judgment  al-  No  sophistry  will  ever  satisfy  the  people 
together.  That  is  perfectly  intelligible  of  this  country  that  that  is  a  moral  ac- 
and  justifiable  on  his  part.  The  hon.  tion.  It  is  a  theory  that  would  destroy 
Member  says — ''I  do  not  care  what  the  the  whole  fabric  of  social  life  to  hold 
verdict  will  be,  for  it  is  a  verdict  ob-  that,  because  one  party  to  a  contract 
tained  by  a  mean  trick."  He  will  not  finds  the  price  he  has  to  pay  is  exorbi- 
accept  the  judgment  of  the  Queen's  tant,  unreasonable,  or  excessive,  he  is  to 
Bench,  because  he  says  it  is  nothing;  reap  all  the  benefits  of  the  contract, 
and  he  tells  us  beforehand  that  the  ver-  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  repudiate  his 
diet  will  have  no  weight  with  him.  I  own  share  of  the  bargain.  If  I  bought 
would  ask  hon.  Members  if,  according  goods  at  a  price  which  turned  out  to  be 
to  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  excessive,  should  I  not  be  told  it  was 
City  of  Cork,  it  is  possible  for  the  law  to  dishonest  to  keep  the  goods — as  the  Irish 
be  satisfactorily  administered  ?  But  do  tenant  claims  to  keep  his  farm — and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  maintain  tender  the  vendor  what  I  choose  for  the 
that  the  judgment  of  the  highest  Crimi-  price,  and  if  he  did  not  accept  it  to  turn 
nal  Court  in  Ireland  is  not  a  sufficient  round  upon  him  and  cover  him  with 
exposition  of  what  is  illegal  to  enable  every  sort  of  abuse,  and  call  him  a 
the  Government  to  act?  I  shall  be  sur-  ^'Cromwellian  scoundrel?  "  The  real 
prised  to  hear  that  from  any  responsible  merit  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  that  it 
politician  on  the  other  side.  Then  the  can  be  used  to  coerce  the  landlord,  so  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  Par-  he  will  get  no  rent  at  all  if  he  evicts  a 
liament  was  not  bound  by  law ;  that  it  single  tenant.'  But  it  also  coerces  the 
was  the  function  of  Parliament  to  re-  tenants  by  getting  hold  of  their  money 
dress  all  bad  laws.  That  is  entirely  the  as  a  pledge.  That  is  made  perfectly 
function  of  Parliament,  and  therefore  it  plain  by  the  utterances  of  hon.  Gentle- 
is  not  going  too  far  to  say  that  this  Plan  men  themselves.  What  did  the  hon. 
of  Campaign  is  mischievous  and  im-  Member  for  East  Mayo  say  at  Wood- 
moral.  The  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel-  ford  ?    He  said — 

fast  (Mr.  Sexton),  somewhat  unguard-  ♦'But,  if  you  mean  to  fight  really,  you  must 

edly  speaking   about  Irish    landlords,  put  the  money  aside  for  two  reasons — first  of 

said  that  their  interest  in  the  land  was  »^^  because  you  want  means  to  support  the 

soon  to  disappear.     But  while  it  exists,  '"^'^  '"^^^^^  ^i<:,?''f '  ./^^d'  83condly,  bpuse 

ov«^u  i.vr  v»to»^^%^                            «  AW  ^^ob9,  y^^  want  to  piohibit  traitors  going  behind  your 

before  it  disappears,  even  tne  hon.  Gen-  back,    llierb  is  no  way  lo  deal  with  a  traitor 

tleman  himself  admits  that  the  landlord  except  to  get  his  money  under  lock  and  key ; 

is  a  rent- charger;  and,  therefore,  I  sup-  and  if  you  find  that  ho  pays  his  rent  and  be- 

pose  the  hon.  GenUeman  will  admit,  is  \^yi  *!j®  organization,  what  wUl  you  do  with 

i'xi   jxu*            A.       r\         \    L               J  him?     I  will  tell  you  what  to  do  with  him  t 

entitled    to  his  rent.      On  what  ground  close  upon  his  money,  and  use  it  for  the  organi. 

was    the    Land    Act    passed  ?     On    the  zation.    I  have  always  opposed  outrages.    This 

ground  that  the  tenant  was  not  able  to  is  a  legal  plan,  and  it  is  ten  times  more  effective. 

protect  himself ;  that  he  was  not  a  free  ^^^  ™a^o  the  man  lodge  his  rent  with  the 

agent ;  and  that,  owing  to  the  pressure  ^"i^'^f'U  and  if  he  betrays  you  you  can  pin 

y        '      ....        ,'            ®»T      jx        I-     -x  him  to  the  extent  of  the  money  he  has  lodged, 

of  competition,  he  was  obliged  to  submit  „ucl  use  it  to  help  the  men  who  are  evicted." 

to  any  terms  that  the  landlord  chose  to  rr   *  j  i    7    j            ^.i,^  '4.       i,*  u  u^ 

.•'         1.         -DP          i.-i.i!j  United  Jrel and.  an  authority  which  hon. 

put  upon  him.     Parliament  interfered,  ^  _,  ^          .1',    \^    a\     a-       4. 

Ld  said  that  the  rent  should  bo  fixed!  Sle  ^    - 

and  should  be  paid  by  the  tenant,  or  ^  ^„„  •     y®                         ,        ,  , 

otherwise  he  should  go  out.     Is  that  a  •    ^^°  w°*/^iiT°f  ^  ^'^^.^^'''^^  ^'^^ 

viMx«««*«Dv  ««v  o  ^^      g       **w.     *o     «««  <•  ^^g  ^jjg  best  of  all  hostages  of  their  sincerity 

bargain  or  a  contract,  or  is  it  not  ^    Can  to  each  other  and  to  the  landlord  by  lodging 

anybody,  in  spite  of  the  subtleties  we  their  refused  rents  in  an  estate  fund  which 
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garnishee  orders  cannot  capture,  and  which 
will  1)6  available  for  the  support  of  those  whom 
the  landlord  may  pick  out  to  make  examples 
of." 

Then  it  says — 

'^Tho  landlord  will  have  the  consolation  of 
knowing  that  the  more  examples  he  makes,  the 
deeper  he  will  be  eating  into  the  fund  which 
represents  his  own  rents.  Not  a  pound  of  the 
money  will  be,  under  the  terms  of  the  trust, 
available  for  law  costs,  which  are  in  any  shape 
simply  a  war  indemnity  to  the  landlords.  The 
fund  will  be  wholly  an  insurance  fund  against 
eviction." 

The  hoo.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Diyi- 
slon  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington) 
used  expressions  even  more  fenrid  than 
those  I  have  just  been  quoting.  He 
said  a  plan  was  before  the  country  by 
which  tne  tenants  could  fight  the  land- 
lords with  the  landlords'  money.  Those 
extracts  show,  as  plainly  as  it  is  possible 
anything  could  show,  that  those  Mem- 
bers who  suppose  that  this  trust  fund 
ever  going  to  be  paid  to  the  landlords 
are  under  a  delusion.  It  is  a  fund  which 
is  as  it  has  been  called,  an  insurance  fund 
against  evictions  by  which  the  landlords 
are  to  be  fought ;  and  it  is  said  in  some 
of  tlie  speeches  addressed  to  the  tenants 
that  they  will  be  better  off  if  evicted 
than  they  would  be  upon  their  farms, 
and  the  salt  of  this  is  that  they  would  be 
living  out  of  the  landlords'  money.  Then 
there  is  the  other  aspect  of  this— the 
traitors  who  pay  their  rents  behind  the 
backs  of  thoir  fellow-conspirators.  There 
is  that  ingrained  sense  of  honesty  in  the 
Irish  tenants  that  makes  it  necessary 
to  coerce  them  against  following  their 
honost  instincts  and  paying  their  debts. 
Hon.  Members  were  not  content  with 
the  device  of  ''closing  upon  the  moneys/' 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
said.    Language  of  a  more  cautiously 

Sersuasive  kind  was  used  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Har- 
rington).   He  said — 

**  When  they  found  what  was  a  reasonable 
offer  for  them  to  make  they  should  do  that  and 
stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  and  they  should  not 
spare,  so  far  as  execration  and  avoiding;  him 
went,  the  man  who  broke  the  ring ;  he  was  a 
traitor  to  his  kind,  but  they  need  not  hurt  his 
life  or  limb.    lie  himself  ** — 

That  is,  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Kerry — 

'*  would  not  soil  his  hands  with  the  man's 
blood ;  but  he  did  not  believe  they  would  have 
such  among  them  when  once  they  stood  toge- 
ther. When  once  they  gave  proof  that  they 
were  determined,  they  would  have  very  few 
scoundrels  among  them." 

VOL.  OCOX.     [thied  sibies.] 


Mr.  E.  HAERINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  be  wandering  in  a  maze 
of  I.L.P.U.  literature.  I  never  used 
those  words. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
Read  the  shorthand  notes. 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  not  got 
the  shorthand  notes  of  the  words. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND :  Your  Go- 
vernment has. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order !  order ! 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  Might  I  by  pos- 
sibility  have  made  a  confusion  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  and 
his  brother,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  ? 

Me.  E.  HARRINGTON :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  say 
that  I  am  not  my  brother's  keeper !  and 
I  again  deny  that  I  used  those  words, 
or  any  which  could  by  possibility  be 
mistaken  for  them.  [''  Withdraw,  with- 
draw ! "] 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  accept  at  once 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Kerry  that  he  did  not  use  the  lan- 
guage I  have  attributed  to  him.  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  give  the  authority  on 
which  the  quotation  is  founded.  I  think 
it  is  a  convenient  publication  which  has 
been  put  into  my  hands. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  (who  had  just  entered  the 
House) :  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  quoted  words 
which  I  am  alleged  to  have  spoken. 
Perhaps  he  will  do  me  the  justice  to  re- 
peat the  words  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  wUl,  with 
pleasure.  [|The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
having  again  read  the  quotation,] 

Me.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON :  I  beg  to 
say  that  not  one  word  of  that  have  I 
ever  uttered.  There  is  not  the  shadow 
of  a  foundation  for  the  allegation  that 
I  made  any  speech  which  can  possibly 
bear  any  resemblance  as  to  that  quoted, 
nor  did  I  speak  on  the  subject  referred 
to  in  it. 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  extremely 
glad  that  both  hon.  Members  have  been 
able  to  deny  having  used  the  words.  I 
must  confess  it  would  not  have  added  to 
their  reputations  if  they  had  used  them. 
I  am  perfectly  ready  to  accept  the  dis- 
claimers ;  but  the  other  quotations  which 
I  have  read,  the  correctness  of  which  is 
not  disputed,  show  distinctly  that  it  is 
part  and  parcel  of  this  Plan  of  Cam- 
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paign,  that  by  getting  hold  of  the  money 
of  the  tenant  the  so-called  trustee  may 
exercise  such  an  amount  of  pressure 
upon  the  tenant  as  will  prevent  him 
paying  his  rent.  That  seems  to  me  to 
be  an  immoral  ingredient  of  this  Plan 
of  Campaign .  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  is  chiefly  responsible  for  hav- 
ing introduced  into  the  public  life  of  Ire- 
land those  singular  comments  in  which 
the  plainest  obligations  of  every-day 
life  are  treated  as  no  longer  binding, 
because  they  are  hard  to  fulfil.  Sir,  I 
was  charged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  with  having  uttered  words  of  a 
poetic  kind,  of  which  I  am  now,  and 
always  was — even  in  my  younger  days 
— quite  incapable.  I  have  always 
thought— and  I  think  now — that  the 
Irish  rebel  who  levies  war  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen  is  a  perfectly  intelligible 
person  historically.  I  think  there  are 
reasons  in  the  history  of  Ireland  which 
may  well  account  for  such  a  character ; 
he  is  an  anachronism  in  my  judgment; 
but  he  is  a  respectable  anachronism. 
But,  Sir,  for  those  petty  pilferers  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  wlio  run  away  with 
money  which  admittedly  belongs  to  the 
landlords,  even  by  the  partial  and  biassed 
decision  of  the  tenant  himself;  and 
which,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
authors  of  the  Plan,  is  the  last  farthing 
the  tenant  can  afford  to  pay— to  run 
away  with  that  money,  and  leave  the 
tenant  still  liable  for  his  debts — for  con- 
duct such  as  that  I  have  the  most  deter- 
mined opposition,  with  no  respect  and 
no  pity  at  all.  I  protest  against  the 
authors  of  this  Plan  of  Campaign  being 
called  our  political  enemies,  and  I  assert 
that  about  those  prosecutions  against 
them  there  is  nothing  political.  Those 
persons  are,  if  I  may  use  popular 
language,  engaged  in  a  ''ring"  in 
which  it  was  attempted  to  ''bear" 
the  land;  they  mean  to  reduce  rents 
slice  by  slice,  as  we  were  told,  in  the 
noted  quotation   which   has  not   been 

denied,  and  this  is  simply  to  call  it  by 
its  proper  name — a  conspiracy  to  de- 
fraud. Do  not  let  us  be  told  about  poli- 
tical opponents.  Politics  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it ;  this  is  simply  a  question 
of  honesty  in  common  life.  Sir,  it  is  not 
only  those  points  to  which  I  have  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  House  upon  which 
I  base  this  proposition ;  it  struck  me 
that  through  every  speech  from  every  hon. 
Member  below  the  Gangway  there  ran 

Mr,  3/atfhews 


this  assumption — namely,  that  in  Ire- 
land rights  of  property  in  land  and  the 
ordinary  rights  of  property  are  crimi- 
nal ;  that  is  the  assumption  which  runs 
through  every  speech  of  theirs.  "When 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  for  instance,  addressee'  the 
House,  he  told  us  that  it  was  a  dipgrace 
for  an  English  soldier  to  assist  in  evic- 
tions. What  is  the  assumption  that  lies 
at  the  bottom  of  all  such  statements? 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
himself  said  that  all  Irish  title  to  land 
was  based  on  conspiracy  and  illegality ; 
but  will  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  endorse 
any  such  a  declaration  and  doctrine  as 
that?  Are  they  prepared  to  say  that 
land  in  Ireland  is  held  by  a  title  so 
vicious  that  anybody  is  entitled  to  resist 
that  title  and  dispossess  the  landlord? 
Will  they  go  on  to  say  that  inveterate 
and  hopeless  pauperism — total  inability 
to  pay  rent  or  to  satisfy  their  legal  obli- 
gations— gives  a  title  to  the  tenants,  and 
that  you  are  not  to  disturb  them  becauj^e 
they  cannot  pay  ?  It  was  most  melan- 
choly, to  my  mind,  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  told  us  how  very  poor 
was  the  population,  and  how  deserted 
were  the  districts  he  described.  But  did 
the  hon.  Member  ever  take  the  trouble 
to  consider  to  what  extent  those  districts 
had  become  rich  because  they  were  de- 
populated ;  and  how  far  the  others  re- 
mained poor  because  the  unhappy  pea- 
sants, with  whom  we  sympathize  as 
much  as  you,  found  the  land  could  not 
support  them?  Do  you  suppose  that 
we  Englishmen  have  not  g^t  hearts  as 
completely  open  as  yours  are  to  the 
sufferings  of  the  Irish  tenants?  Do 
you  think  we  do  not  sympathize  with 
the  victims  of  those  cruel  economical  and 
physical  laws  which  have  passed  over  so 
many  unhappy  villages  in  Ireland  just 
as  a  harrow  passes  over  a  field,  crushing 
it  as  it  goes  ?  Do  you  not  think  that 
the  tears  you  shed  so  copiously  are  some- 
what venomous  tears?  You  indulge 
your  hatreds  under  the  cover  of  hu- 
manity. We  do  not  follow  your  ex- 
ample in  that.  I  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  and  on  behalf  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  it  is 
not  want  of  sympathy  with  the  impo- 
verished tenant  in  Ireland,  who  is  re- 
duced to  a  condition  in  which  he  cannot 
pay  his  rent  nor  fulfil  his  obligations — 
it  is  not  want  of  sympathy  that  makes 
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lis  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  givo  him, 
in  these  circamstaoces,  a  greater  right 
as  against  the  landlords  than  he  now 
possesses ;  and  that  it  is  impossible  for 
him  to  hold  property  wl^en  he  can  fulfil 
none  of  the  obligations  belonging  to  it. 
The  attitude  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  his  friends  is  in- 
telligible, bnt  the  attitude  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  much  more  inte- 
resting. We  ha?e  had  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  not  much  guidance 
in  the  course  of  this  debate.  He  would 
express  no  opinion  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  except  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  caused  it.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  in  the  massive 
and  masculine  speech  which  he  delivered 
last  night,  gave  the  true  ring,  and  a 
pound  about  which  there  is  no  mistake. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  took 
refuge  in  the  statement  that  he  would 
not  defend  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
commend  this  to  the  notice  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite.  Do 
they  not  know  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  while  using  this  soft 
and  mild  language — [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
*'  Soft  soap ! ''] — in  their  hearts  detested 
the  principles  and  abhorred  the  practices 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
They  will  not  say  so,  for  reasons  ex- 

glained  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
[ember  for  Eossendale  last  night ;  but 
let  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
draw  the  inevitable  conclusion  from  these 
lame  apologies — if  apologies  they  can  be 
called — for  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  has  re- 
course to  a  tu  quoque.  It  is  not,  how- 
ever, the  iu  quoqye  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  who  went  back  to  the  confis- 
cations of  Cromwell  and  William  III. 
The  right  hoo!  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  fell  foul  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain), 
who  had  written  an  incitement  to  some 
crime;  and,  consequently,  that  absolved 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  ne- 
cessity of  condemning  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  has  still  to  enlighten  us.  I  know 
that  from  him  we  shall  have  an  emphatic 
condemnation  of  the  scheme — not  a  halt- 


ing apology,  but  an  emphatic  condomna- 
tion  of  a  scheme  and  system  in  Ireland 
whichruns  counter  to  every  opinion  which 
he  has  ever  proclaimed  in  this  House.  I 
do  not  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  say  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
the  Apostolic  successor  of  any  preceding 
attempt  in  Ireland,  for  you  cannot  con- 
nect the  Apostles  with  anything  so  dis- 
creditable. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmiogham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain)  also  has  not  told 
us — in  this  House  at  least — his  view  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Both  his  ad- 
mirers and  his  opponents  have  felt  a 
little  uneasy  about  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  late.  But  he  appears  to  us  to 
resemble  that  lady  who,  ''while  sayin^j: 
she  would  ne'er  consent,  consented ; " 
and  we  do  not  know  whether,  under  the 
blandishments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  his  consent 
will  not  be  given.  I  myself  believe  that 
he  will,  upon  all  this  Irish  Question,  be 
perfectly  sound  and  true  to  the  prin- 
ciples he  has  always  maintained.  I  do 
not  think  we  make  allowance  enough 
for  the  fact  that  he  has  got  his  con- 
tingent below  the  Gangway  to  deal 
with  also.  Upon  this  subject  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  he  also  has  g^ven 
the  true  ring,  and  has  condemned  it 
most  emphatically.  If  this  be  so,  on 
what  grounds  are  hon.  Members  opposite 
going  to  vote  for  the  Amendment?  If 
they  vote  for  it  they  will  be  adopting 
the  doctrines  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
They  will  be  adopting  the  doctrine  that 
landlordism  is  a  crime;  they  will  be 
adopting  the  doctrine  that  pauperism 
gives  a  title  to  property ;  they  will  be 
adopting  the  doctrine  that  it  is  fair  to 
combine  in  order  to  induce  men  to  neg- 
lect and  evade  their  legal  obligations ; 
and  they  will  also  be  adopting  the  doc- 
trine that  legal  rights  are  not  to  be  en- 
forced by  the  Government  except  on 
their  discretion,  and  that  the  Govern- 
mentcan  pick  and  choose  the  cases  and  the 
occasions  when  it  is  estimable  and  praise- 
worthy to  enforce  legal  rights.  I  shall 
be  very  much  surprised  to  hear  from  the 
responsible  Members  of  the  Opposition 
such  doctrines  as  those.  I  maintain  that 
it  would  be  the  gravest  dereliction  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  the  Government  if, 
because  it  detests  the  conduct  of  a  par- 
ticular man  as  being  cruel  and  unjust,  it 
should  take  upon  itself  to  say — *'  We 
will  not  enforce  the  law  in  your  case. 
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To  do  a  great  right  we  will  do  a  little 
wrong.  Although  the  law  has  awarded 
joa  a  right,  yet  because  we  think  your 
conduct  has  been  harsh  and  cruel,  we 
will  not  assist  you  in  getting  that  which 
the  law  entitles  you  to."  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  capable  of  such  conduct 
as  that,  we  should  deserve  impeachment. 
Therefore,  I  implore  the  House  not  to 
censure  us  for  doing  that  which  we  were 
bound  in  duty  to  do — not  to  censure  us 
for  enforcing  rights  which  we  were 
bound  to  enforce,  and  which  we  could 
not  help  enforcing.  At  any  rate,  our 
course  is  clear.  We  have  striven,  and 
we  shall  continue  to  strive,  to  prevent 
the  spread  and  success  of  this  oi^nized 
combination  to  defeat  the  law.  I  think 
we  have  not  been  wholly  unsuccessful 
already.  I  believe  that  the  present  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  in  meeting  this 
Plan  of  Campaign  at  once  by  all  the  re- 
sources which  the  law  affords  us,  has 
been  successful  in  checking  its  growth. 
And  I  believe  that  if  we  persevere  in 
that  course  the  House  will  support  us, 
and  we  shall  succeed  still  more  com- 
pletely. That  the  House  will  support  us 
I  feel  very  little  doub^  for  the  House  of 
Commons  will  know  that  law  and  order, 
and  the  enforcement  of  established 
rights,  are  the  only  foundations  of  civi- 
lized society,  and  that  it  will  not  be  de- 
terred from  taking  that  course  because 
the  harsh  name  of  "  coercion  ''  is  used. 
It  never  is  coercion  to  punish  and  re- 
dress crime ;  still  less  will  the  House  be 
deterred  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  from  enter- 
ing on  the  stern  path  of  duty,  in  order 
to  maintain  law  and  order  in  every  part 
of  this  country. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  spoke 
with  his  usual  eloquence  on  the  subject 
of  the  Amendment ;  but  I  think  that  he 
hardly  sufficiently  dwelt  on  the  ex- 
tremely mild  character  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  (Mr.  Pamell)  proposition,  the 
chief  object  of  which  is  to  point  out  that 
in  those  districts  of  Ireland  where 
reasonable  reductions  have  been  made 
in  rents  by  the  landlords,  there  is  less 
trouble  than  usual  to  contend  against, 
and  that  nothing  whatever  has  been 
done  there  which  calls  for  repressive 
measures  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
such  as  those  they  are  contemplating  at 
the  present  moment.     I  may  instance 
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my  own  constituency  as  one  example  of 
this.  The  constituency  forms  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  County  of  Galway, 
which  is  now,  and  has  been  lately,  so 
much  before  the  public.  We  have  no 
serious  crime  there,  and  a  good  many  of 
the  landlords  have  made  some  redac- 
tions, although  I  cannot  say  that  tkey 
are  very  large  ones.  The  district  at  the 
present  moment  may  fairly,  I  think, 
congratulate  itself  on  being  at  least 
sufficiently  peaceable  not  to  call  for  any 
of  those  extreme  measures  which  the 
Gt>vemment  are  now  contemplating,  and 
which  the  Home  Secretary  has  defended. 
I  must  congratulate  one  Member  of  the 
Government — ^I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  but  there 
is  always  supposed  to  be  one  Member  of 
the  Government  who  arranges  the  Minis- 
terial speakers — I  must  congratulate 
that  Gentleman  upon  having  conceived 
the  capital  notion  of  putting  up  the 
Home  Secretary.  As  a  great  deal 
turned  upon  the  question  of  challenging 
practically  the  whole  of  the  Catholic 
jurors  at  Sligo,  it  was  a  capital  idea  to 
put  up  a  Catholic.  The  Government, 
therefore,  put  up  the  Catholic  Home 
Secretaiy,  who  was  prepared  to  *'go 
the  whole  hog."  The  ngbt  liou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  only  omitted  one 
point.  He  should  have  justified  the 
language  of  the  hon.  and  jgedlant  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson),  who  last  night  compared  the 
Catholic  Primate  of  Ireland  to  Friar 
Tuck.  I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  shown  how  cem- 
pletely  he  goes  with  the  Government  in 
these  matters,  if  he  had  defended  that 
comparison  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member.  However,  even  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
eloquence  will  hardly  induce  the  House, 
after  the  magnificent  speech  we  had  la&t 
night  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler),  tothinkthatit  is  aper- 
fectly  right  thing  in  a  Catholic  county  to 
exercise  the  practically  unlimited  power 
of  challenge  which  the  Crown  poaseasea 
in  such  a  way  as  to  strike  off  in  most  of 
the  cases  tried  all  the  Catholic  jurors. 
The  reason  why  we  object  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Crown  in  reference  to 
the  trial  which  is  to  take  place  in  Dublin 
next  week  is,  that  we  are  almost  afraid 
that,  with  some  slight  exceptionsi  the 
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course  followed  in  Sligo  will  be  pursued 
in  Dublin.  I  say  some  slight  exceptions, 
because  there  will  be  a  few  Catholics 
so  identified  in  interest  with  the  Oo- 
yemment  that  they  will  be  safe  men; 
and  the  reason  why  we  complain  of 
the  trial  having  been  transferred  to 
Dublin  County  is  that  the  prosecuting 
counsel  will  go  through  the  panel  in 
the  same  way  as  was  done  at  Sligo  ; 
but  will  leave  upon  the  jury  a  few 
Catholics  who  are  closely  identified  by 
property  with  the  governing  class.  I 
speak  on  this  subject  with  some  experi- 
ence. When  I  was  first  returned  for  my 
county,  I  was  criminally  prosecuted  on  a 
charge  of  having  intimidated  the  voters 
at  the  election.  The  allegation  was,  of 
course,  that  I  had  obtained  votes  by  in- 
timidation. Several  clergymen  and  others 
were  prosecuted  at  the  same  time.  Well, 
our  whole  fear  was  that  the  prosecuting 
counsel  would  strike  all  the  Catholics  off 
the  panel.  We  knew  we  were  perfectly 
innocent ;  and  we  said  that  as  long  as 
ihey  left  some  of  the  Catholics  on  the 
jury,  as  long  as  we  had  a  fair  trial,  we 
did  not  care.  We  kdew  that  with  a  fair 
jury  we  had  a  good  case,  and  we  were 
prepared  to  go  on  the  merits.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  felt  that  if  the  Crown 
went  through  the  panel  and  struck  out 
all  the  men  except  those  who  were  known 
to  be  hostile  to  everything  popular,  we 
were,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  a  doubtful 
position.  I  refer  to  this  matter  merely 
to  show  the  House  why  we  are  so  anxious 
to  have  a  fair  jury  struck  in  Dublin  next 
week.  We  do  not  ask  that  there  should 
be  no  challenges  whatever;  but  that  there 
should  only  be  challenges  where  the 
men  on  the  jury  list  are  identified  in  any 
particular  way  with  one  side  or  the 
other.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to 
deal  with  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman;  but  I 
regard  this  miestion  of  the  course  of 
procedure  in  Dublin  next  week  as  of 

feat  importance ;  the  more  so,  because 
was  once  in  a  position  in  which  the 
5rinciples  now  involved  applied  to  myself, 
'here  is  one  point  on  which  I  should  like 
to  set  the  rignt  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man right.  I  am  sure  he  knows  a  great 
deal  about  affairs  in  Dublin,  and  a  great 
deal  about  the  law ;  but  he  knows  very 
little  about  the  soil  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked 
the  House  whether  it  was  not  the  case 
that  the   soil  of  Ireland  was  poor  on 


account  of  the  congested  population  in 
some  districts,  and  because  the  people 
were  crowded  upon  the  land.     That  is, 
however,  absolutely  the  reverse  of  the 
fact.     The  lands  which  have  been  de- 
populated are  not  rich  because  they  have 
oeen  so  dealt  with.     It  is  notorious  that 
Meath  and  other  counties  which  are  prac- 
tically depopulated  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, have  always  possessed  the  richest 
soils  in  Ireland ;  whereas  in  Kerry  and 
other  counties  which  are  over-populated, 
the  land  has  always  been  poor,  and  it 
owes  any  richness,  such  as  it  is,  which 
it  possesses  to  the  exertions  of  the  popu- 
lation residing  upon  it.     As  I  have  said, 
Sir,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  go  at  any 
length  into  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.     I  rose  chiefly 
on  account  of  some  observations  which 
were  made  about  my  conduct  respecting 
some  evictions  many  years  ago  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
(Captain  McCalmont).     I  think,  Sir,  it 
would  be  better  in  these  cases  if  the 
ordinary  courtesies  of  the  House  were 
observed,  and  that  some  notice  should 
be  given  when  a  statement  respecting 
the  personal  conduct  of  a  Member,  and 
which  that  Member  cannot  possibly  ex- 
pect, is  to  be  made.     I  could  not  have 
expected  that  the  observations  I  refer  to 
would  have    been    made,   because  the 
whole  of  the  events  to  which  they  related 
were  so  well  known,   and  were  freely 
discussed  years    ago.    It  would    have 
been  as  well,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  the  hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman 
should   have    given  me  some  intima- 
tion   that    he    intended    to    make    an 
attack    upon  me.     I   have    given  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  notice  that 
I  intended  to  refer  to  the  subject  this 
evening.     I  may  say  that  it  is  very  easy 
to  distort  charges,  and  to  make  false 
ones  appear  like  true,  in  the  absence  of 
the  person  attacked,  and  it  is  easy  to 
make  it  very  difficult  for  his  friends  to 
be  able,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  to 
give  a  categorical  denial  to  a  statement 
in  which  there  is  some  truth,  but  which 
is  made  in  such  a  way  as  to  convey  a 
totally  false  impression  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  charged 
me  with  having  made  certain  evictions 
on  a  townland.     I  do  not  think  he  gave 
the  name  of  the  townland,   but  I  am 
speaking  in  his  hearing  and  I  will  give 
it.     The  name  is  thoroughly  well-known 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland.     It  is 
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Portcam.  From  the  way  in  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  put  the 
case,  the  occurrence  might  have  taken 
place  only  a  few  years  ago.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  however,  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  were  practically  closed  15 
years  ago.  I  cannot  go  into  the  whole  of 
the  facts  of  the  case,  but  I  will  put  the 
matter  in  this  way  to  the  House.  The 
case  was  written  about  more  than  any- 
thing else  for  six  months  in  Ireland. 
Hundreds  of  leading  articles  were  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers  on  both  sides, 
and  the  placards  issued  against  me  were 
sworn  to  number  over  100,000.  Of 
courie,  there  was  a  contested  election 
going  on  at  the  time,  and  the  case  was 
thoroughly  threshed  out.  The  result 
was  that  I  had  four-fifths  of  the 
landlords  of  the  county  against  me; 
and  at  the  poll  I  had,  at  the  very 
least,  four-fifths  of  the  tenants  — 
probably  five- sixths — with  me.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  made 
a  serious  of  statements  every  one  of 
which  was  calculated  to  convey  a  false 
impression.  I  do  not  deny  that  there 
were  evictions  on  the  townland,  but 
every  one  of  the  tenants  evicted  was  put 
back  again — ^not  on  the  same  land,  but 
on  other  land  not  far  away.  I  may  say 
that  every  fact  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  stated  was  not  abso- 
lutely false,  but  was  as  false  as  any 
statement  I  have  ever  heard  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  was,  in  the  first 
instance,  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the 
attack  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  made  upon  me,  and  I  thought 
that  he  was  simply  attacking  me  as  a 
Member  of  a  particular  Party.  I  did 
not  know  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
and  I  had  no  idea  how  it  was  he  knew 
anything  about  me,  for  Antrim  is  a 
long  way  from  Gktlway.  But  by  chance 
I  took  up  The  ParUamtntary  Companion^ 
and  what  did  I  find  ?  I  discovered  that 
the  owner  of  an  estate  situated  quite 
close  to  this  townland  was  Mr.  James 
Martin,  of  Boss,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  grandfather,  and  a  most 
bitter  opponent  of  mine  during  the  elec- 
tion to  which  I  have  alluded.  I  will  do 
Mr.  James  Martin  the  justice  to  say 
that  he  opposed  me  at  the  election  be- 
cause he  thought  I  was  doing  too  much 
for  the  tenants  and  putting  false  notions 
into  their  heads.  I  may  say  that  I  do 
not,  as  a  rule,  attack  men  about  the 
management  of  their  property.     I  have 
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done  a  good  deal  towards  bringing  about 
changes  in  the  law  and  giving  justice  to 
the  tenants,  but  the  means  I  have  adop- 
ted have  not  involved  attacks  upon 
neighbouring  landlords.  But  when 
the  grandson  of  a  neighbouring 
owner  comes  forward  in  this  House 
and  makes  statements  which  contain  just 
enough  colour  to  deceive  hon.  Members 
as  to  the  real  facts,  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  reply.  I  say,  then,  that,  without  ex- 
ception, Mr.  James  Martin  was  looked 
upon  as  the  hardest  landlord  in  the 
county,  and  as  over-renting  his  tenants 
very  largely.  Since  the  time  I  have  been 
speaking  of,  he  has  had  the  most  unhappy 
contests  with  his  tenants,  and  theproperty 
has  been  a  most  miserable  one.  flis 
grandson  now  comes  forward  and  attacks 
me.  I  shall  not  say  anjrthing  more  on 
the  subject.  I  would  never  pose  in  this 
House  as  a  good  landlord,  and  do  not 
pretend  to  be  better  than  my  class.  I 
do  not  profess  to  be  a  bit  better  than  an 
ordinary  landlord.  I  have  always  said 
to  my  constituents,  '*  Do  not  return  me» 
because  I  may  be  a  good  landlord ;  re- 
turn me  for  my  political  opinions.^' 
Well,  Sir,  the  Government  are  prosecu- 
ting my  Friends,  because  it  is  said  they 
have  held  up  landlords  to  execra- 
tion. That  is  just  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  (Captain 
McCalmont)  has  done  to  me ;  but  he  will 
not  be  tried,  because  he  can  claim  the 
privilege  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  says  that 
all  the  landlords  in  Antrim  are  agreed 
about  Nationalism  except  one,  and  he 
attacks  that  one  as  an  extremely  bad 
landlord.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
talks  of  rents  having  been  raised  40  per 
cent.  Why,  Sir,  in  some  parts  of  irb* 
land  they  would  laugh  at  that.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  grandfather  contented  him- 
self with  a  rise  of  40  per  cent ;  perhaps 
200  per  cent  would  be  nearer  the  marx. 
Well,  I  have  given  my  answer  to  the 
attack  made  upon  me.  I  hope  thatpeopla 
in  Ireland  will  remember  that  I  have 
never  attempted  to  pose  as  a  good  land- 
lord, although  I  do  not  thii^  I  am 
worse  than  ordinary  landlords.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  I  am 
much  worse.  Well,  the  people  have 
elected  me  five  times  in  my  present  con- 
stituency, and  that  is  a  tolerably  good 
answer  to  such  a  statement,  for  there 
are  not  so  many  good  landlords  to  elect. 
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I  hope  it  will  be  remembered  that  if  I 
have  brought  the  name  of  a  property- 
owner  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  have  only  done  so  because  I  have  been 
attacked  by  that  Gentleman's  near 
relative.  I  have  only  replied  to  what 
has  been  said  about  me,  and  I  would 
warn  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
he  had  better  look  at  home  and  try  to 
defend  his  immediate  relatives  than 
make  attacks  upon  others. 

Mb.  YERBTJRGH  (Chester) :  If  all 
the  speeches  which  proceed  from  hon. 
Members  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  were  as  moderate  as  the  one  to 
which  we  have  just  listened,  I  think, 
Sir,  that  a  much  deeper  effect  would  be 
made  by  them  upon  the  House.  We  have, 
however,  this  evening  heard  language 
of  a  very  different  character — language 
constituting  a  violent  attack  upon  the 
Government,  from  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton). 
I  will  attempt  to  deal  with  one  or  two 
of  the  arguments  which  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber used  to  the  House  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  said  that  the  law  was 
defective  and  oppressive,  and  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  obtain  its  repeal.  I 
thoroughly  ag^e  on  that  point  with  the 
hon.  Member.  It  is  the  duty  of  everyone 
who  thinks  a  law  is  oppressive  to  do  his 
best  to  obtain  its  repeal.  But  I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  do  they  think  that 
the  proper  course  to  pursue,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  repeal  of  a  law,  is  to  break 
the  law?  Ought  they  not  to  try  and 
carry  out  their  intentions  by  lawful 
methods  ?  I  think  that  Gentlemen  who 
follow  the  lead  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothi^^n  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  are  hardly  sufficiently  in- 
doctrinated with  the  principles  of  the 
National  League  to  approve  of  any  other 
principle.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  went  on  to  say  that  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  was  necessary,  and  therefore 
it  was  not  immoral.  That  was  a  very 
extraordinary  argument  to  advance,  and 
we  have  only  to  apply  it  to  one  or  two 
cases  which  occur  m  daily  life,  to  see 
how  absurd  it  is.  I  have  the  privilege 
of  belonging  to  a  very  honourable  pro- 
fession, but  it  is  not  very  well  paid,  and 
its  members  find  it  difficult,  in  early 
life,  to  obtain  briefs.  It  is  part  of  our 
practice,  and  very  necessary  for  success, 


to  take  Chambers  in  the  Temple,  and 
these  are  rather  expensive.  If  we  follow 
the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  as  chambers  are  necessary 
to  us,  and  we  cannot  at  the  begp'nning  of 
our  professional  life  earn  enough  money 
to  pay  the  rents  of  them ;  we  shall  be 
justified  in  refusing  to  pay  those  rents, 
and  we  shall  have  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  if  we 
act  upon  his  arguments  and  pursue  that 
illegal  course.  Eeferring  to  the  Dillon 
estate,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sexton) 
said  that  thousands  of  people  had  been 
saved  by  the  action  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. I  think  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
referred  to  the  same  matter  in  intro- 
ducing this  Amendment,  and  I  believe 
that  reference  has  been  made  to  the 
same  alleged  action  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign by  other  speakers.  This  would 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  if  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  not  been  carried 
out  on  the  Dillon  estate,  terrible  suffer- 
ing would  have  ensued  there  and  unex- 
ampled horrors  would  have  been  per- 
petrated. I  have  it,  however,  on  an 
authority  upon  which  I  can  implicitly 
rely— the  authority  of  the  agent  of  the 
estate — that  before  the  arrival  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  and  Mr.  O'Brien  upon  the  pro- 
perty, several  hundreds  of  the  very 
poorest  of  the  tenants  had  paid  all  their 
rents  without  any  pressure  and  without 
any  abatement.  Will  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite rise  in  their  places  now  to  support 
the  action  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
r^  cry  of  **  Yes'*  from  the  Home  Rule 
benches,']  And  will  they  support  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  when  he  said  he  had  not 
interfered  in  anv  case  whatever,  unless 
he  had  satisfied  himself  of  the  justice 
of  that  case?  [An  hon.  Member:  ''I 
do  not  believe  one  word."]  Well,  there 
are  some  Gentlemen  with  whom,  I  re- 
gret to  say,  it  is  impossible  to  argue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  went 
on  to  speak  of  the  question  of  the  Joint 
Stock  Banks  in  Ireland,  and  he  referred 
to  the  extreme  poverty  of  Ireland,  as 
contrasted  with  the  riches  we  possess  in 
England.  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
to  our  misdirected  policy  in  the  past 
much  of  the  misery  of  Ireland  is  to  be 
traced ;  but  I  will  put  some  figures  be- 
fore the  House  which  will  show  that 
during  the    years    between    1881   and 
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1885  there  has  been  some  increase  in 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  country. 
While  there  was  a  decrease  of  £60,320 
in  the  deposits  in  Trustee  Savings  Banks 
in  Ireland  during  those  years,  the  de- 
posits in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
increased  by  £669,000,  and  the  deposits 
in    the    Bank    of   Ireland    and    Joint 
Stock  Banks    showed    an    increase  of 
£951,780.    Thus  there  was  a  total  in- 
crease of  the  deposits  in  Irish  banks, 
between  1881  and  1885,  amounting  to 
£1,560,460.     I  now  turn  to  some  other 
figures,  and  I  find  that  the  Irish  ten- 
ants in  the  same  period  received  some- 
thing like    £1,100,000   in  the   sweep- 
ing away  of  arrears,  and   that  reduc- 
tions of  rent  were   granted  amounting 
to  £511,000.     It  is  a  curious  fact  that 
if  hon.  Oentlemen  will  put  these  figures 
together,  they  will  find  that  the  sum  re- 
ceived by  the  tenants  during  the  period 
I  have  mentioned  in  reductions  of  rent 
and    the    sweeping    away    of   arrears 
amounted  to  within  a  very  few  thou- 
sand pounds  of  the  sum  they  deposited 
in  the  banks  of  Ireland.    Let  me  state 
one  other  fact,  to  show  how  the  material 
prosperity  of  the  country  has  increased 
in  recent  years.     There  is,  I  believe, 
nothing  that  shows  us  more  plainly  the 
increase  or  decrease    in    the  material 
prosperity  of  a  nation  than  the  state  of 
the  houses  in  the  country.     In  1841  the 
Census  Commissioners  took  a  Census  of 
the  inha])ited  houses  in  Ireland.     They 
divided  them  into  four  classes  ;  the  Ist, 
consisting  of  the  better- class  houses  in 
the    towns;   the    2nd,    of  good  farm- 
houses; the   3rd,  of  mud  cabins  with 
three  or  four  rooms  and  windows  ;  and 
the  4th,  of  mud  cabins  with  no  windows 
and  only  one  room.     Well,  I  find  that 
whilst   between    1871    and   1881  there 
was  a  total  decrease  of  over  47,000  in 
the  number  of  the  inhabited  houses  in 
Ireland,  the  whole  of  that  decrease  was 
in  the  4th,  or  lowest  class  of  all.     The 
figures  were   these.     In   the   4th  class 
there  was  a  decrease  of  115,110,  but  in 
the  3rd  class  there  was  an  increase  of 
27,349 ;  in  the  2nd  class  there  was  an 
increase  of  34,581,  and  the  1st  class  an 
increase  of  5,808.     I  think  that  any 
hon.   Gentlemen  who   are    acquainted 
with     the     economical   aspect    of    the 
country  will  agree  with   me  that  such 
an  increase  as  that  in  the  number  of 
better-claes  houses  shows  a  considerable 
improvement  in  the  material  prosperity 

Mr.  Yerhurgh 


of  the  people.   I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  any  other  point  in  connection  with  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  that  I  need  deal  with  except 
one,  and  that  is  in  reference  to  the  al- 
leged great  fall  in  prices.     We  all  of  us 
ag^ee,  and  we  all  deplore,  that  there  has 
been  a  great  and  unexampled  fall  in 
prices.     As  long  ago  as  the  General 
Election  of  1885,  in  the  address  I  issued 
to  my  constituents,  I  remarked   upon 
the    dreadful    depression  which    had 
fallen  upon   the  agricultural   interests 
of  England  and  Ireland.    We  all  recog- 
nize the  existence  of  that  depression. 
But  hon.  Gentlemen  bring  these  cases 
before  us,  and  they  do  not  put  them  in 
a  fair    light.    The    hon.   Member  for 
West  Belfast  based  his  case  upon  four 
articles  of  consumption  only — namely, 
butter,  pork,  beef  and  mutton,  which 
have  all  fallen  in  price.     He  said  no- 
thing, however,  about    oats,  or  about 
barley,  or  about  flax,  or  about  potatoes. 
Were  we  to  form  our  judgment  as  to 
the  condition  of  agriculture  in  England 
solely  upon  the  fall    in  the  price   of 
wheat,    we    should    be    guilty    of    no 
greater  absurdity  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber stands  convicted  of  in  basing  it  in 
Ireland  merely  upon  the  prices  of  butter, 
beef,  pork,  and  mutton.    But  there  is 
another  point  to  be  considered.     In  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  butter,  how  is  it 
that  at  the  present  moment  Irish  butter 
fetches  a  lower  price  than  Dutch,  Danish, 
or  Normandy,  or  any  other  butter  in  the 
market  ?    I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site what  is  the  reason  for   it.      They 
know  perfectly  well  that  it  is  because 
the   Irish    farmer  will    not   take    the 
trouble  to  make  good  butter,  and  be- 
cause he  sends  over  what  he  does  make 
very  badly  packed  to  this  country.    It  is, 
as  a  rule,  packed  so  badly,  that  when  it 
arrives  in  England  it  is  in  a  very  poor 
condition,  and  cannot  fetch  a  high  price. 
Let  the  Irish  farmer  take  a  lesson  from 
the  foreigners,  and  learn  their  methods 
of  butter-making  and  butter-packing, 
and  I  think  we  shall  soon  see  that  im- 
portant  branch   of   Irish   industry  ex- 
hibiting groat  improvement.     The  same 
thing  applies  to  the  state  of  a^rieuiture 
generally  in  Ireland.     Take  the  case  of 
cattle.     In  Ireland,  stock  has  deterio- 
rated in  quality  to  an  almost  unprece- 
dented extent.    Why  is  that  ?     Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  Irish  landlord,  who  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  providing  good  sires 
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for  improving  the  stock  of  the  country, 
does  not  now,  whatever  the  reason,  pro- 
vide that  means  of  improving  the  stock  ? 
In  regard  to  farming  generally^  is  it  not 
well  known  that  the  system  in  use  in 
Ireland  is  of  the  most  primitive  cha- 
racter ?  Has  a  farmer  in  Ireland  any 
knowledge  of  the  rotation  of  crops,  or 
of  the  host  methods  of  improving  the 
soil  ?  Not  one  atom  of  attention  does 
the  Irish  farmer  bestow  on  either.  Then, 
Sir,  have  those  who  come  here  and  ask 
us  to  hand  over  to  them  the  government 
of  Ireland,  held  out  any  encouragement 
or  any  inducement  to  the  Irish  tenants 
to  practise  industry  and  thrift  and  to 
improve  their  system  of  farming  ?  No ; 
not  one.  I  have  searched  their  speeches, 
and  not  one  instance  of  such  advice  do  I 
find.  If  I  am  not  wearying  the  House, 
I  should  like  to  refer  for  one  moment  to 
the  speech  delivered  in  this  debate  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  had  been 

fuilty  of  sermonizing  and  of  lecturing  the 
rish  Members,  and  that  he  considered 
this  was  a  course  which,  in  the  future, 
we  should  not  pursue.  Then  he  went 
on  to  say  that  there  was  something  in 
the  temper  and  the  frame  of  mind  of 
Irish  tenants  which  prevented  them 
buying  their  holdings.  It  is  perfectly 
evident  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men cannot  have  bestowed  that  amount 
of  attention  on  the  utterances  made  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite, as  a  Gentleman  holding  his  dis- 
tinguished position,  and  one  who  is 
regarded  as  an  authority  upon  the  Irish 
Question,  ought  to  have  done.  Had  he 
done  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  found  in  those  speeches  a  very 
good  reason  why  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  should  censure  the 
followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  why  the  tenants  in  Ireland  will  not 
buy  their  holdings.  Let  me  just  read 
one  passage.  In  order  to  save  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  from  any  anxiety, 
I  will  give  the  name  of  the  paper  from 
which  I  took  it,  and  the  date.  The 
speech  was  quoted  in  The  Freeman^s 
Journal  of  the  15th  of  November.  This 
is  what  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  told  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land— 


**  The  National  League  intended  to  lay  down 
a  law,  wherever  it  had  power,  that  no  estate 


shall  he  houf^ht  on  which  tenants  havo  heen 
evicted,  until  every  tenant  evicted  since  1879 
had  heen  put  hack  in  his  holding.  On  the 
estates  where  the  rents  were  rack-rents,  they 
should  allow  no  man  to  sell  his  interest;  for 
the  man  who  sold  his  interest  in  a  rack-rented 
estate,  and  allowed  a  man  of  means,  a  man  of 
trade,  to  come  in,  was  one  of  the  tenants* 
greatest  enemies." 

Well,  Sir,  I  should  have  thought  that 
to  have  a  man  of  means  on  an  estate 
would  have -been  an  advantage  to  it; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  havo  such 
extraordinary  ideas  of  political  economy 
that  it  is  always  impossible  to  know 
what  views  they  will  next  express.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  was  delivered  in 
such  funereal  tones,  and  couched  in  such 
a  melancholy  strain,  that  it  reminded 
me  of  a  poem  of  Edgar  Foe,  and  I 
thought  of  the  lines — 

"  Is  there— ta  there  halm  in  Gilead  P— tell  me — 
truly,  I  implore ! " 
Quoth  the  Raven,  *'  Nevermore." 

!rhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  if  it 
was  not  possible  for  politicians  to  rise 
above  the  exigencies  of  Party.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only  to  turn 
to  his  left  to  find  out  whether  this  was 
possible,  for  there  sat  within  a  few  feet 
of  him  a  distinguished  statesman  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  who  has  shown 
to  all  the  world  that  it  is  possible  for 
a  man  to  prefer  his  Country  to  his  Party. 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
when  I  describe  him  in  the  words  of 
Horace  as — 

**  Just  am  ct  ttnacem  propositi  virum 
Kon  civium  ardor  pvavu  jubentium 

Nbn  vultus  inttantiM  iyranni 

Mente  qutttit  aolida,** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  on  his  arrival  the  other  day  in 
Newcastle,  where  he  felt  himself,  I  sup- 
pose, like  the  familiar  barn-door  fowl, 
on  his  own  particular  spot,  indulged  in 
a  lusty  crow.  He  asked — **  Where  is  the 
Unionist  Party  ?  Their  alliance  is  crumb- 
ling away."  I  think  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Eossendale  has 
shown  us  that  their  alliance  is  stronger 
than  ever,  and  is  being  more  firmly  ce- 
mented day  by  day.  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  said,  in 
those  eloquent  terms  which  we  all  of  us 
admire,  that  time  was  on  the  side  of 
those  who  are  with  him.  Yes,  time, 
perhaps,  is  on  your  side,  but  we  have 
education  upon  ours.  [Laughter,']  Hon. 
Gentlemen  laugh  at  that  which  is  the 
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most  educated  city  in  the  whole  of  the 
world  ?  Is  it  not  London  ?  What  is  the 
most  educated  spot  in  the  whole  of  Lon- 
don? St.  George's.  [Renetced  laughter  J] 
I  would  advise  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
laugh  to  improve  their  historical  know- 
ledge, and  to  study  Macaulay.  Yes, 
education  is  on  our  side,  and  as  time 
goes  on,  time  gives  way  to  education. 
Education  gains  upon  time,  and  the 
more  the  masses  are  educated  to  under* 
stand  the  question  of  Home  Eule,  the 
more  firmly  will  they  be  rivetted  in  their 
opposition  to  that  fatal  step.  Sir,  I 
have  trespassed  on  the  House  at  far  too 
great  length.  I  will  only  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  we  will  allow  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (}Ai, 
Gladstone)  no  monopoly  in  wishing 
good  things  for  Ireland.  We  echo  the 
words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  We  desire  the  re- 
moval of  grievances  in  Ireland ;  we  de- 
sire the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of 
the  people,  and  in  due  course,  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  will  only  enter 
on  a  Constitutional  plan  of  action,  we 
will  extend  to  them  that  which  we  be- 
lieve to  be  the  proper  form  of  govern- 
ment— namely,  Local  Government.  The 
point  on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  dififer 
is  as  to  the  form  that  government  shall 
take.  They  say  Home  Eule;  we  say  Local 
Government.  With  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  we  are  both  at  one.  We 
are  both  heartily  working  for  the  same 
cause.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— will  they  not  abandon  the  fatal 
path  they  are  now  pursuing,  and  adopt 
the  path  of  Constitutional  agitation  in 
its  place  ?  If  they  will  do  that,  instead 
of  ri vetting  the  grievances  of  Ireland 
round  her  neck,  they  will  be  removing 
them.  I  will  only  say  this  one  word  more. 
Through  good  report  and  evil  report  we 
will  maintain  the  cause  we  were  sent 
here  to  advocate ;  but  we  hope  that,  by 
pursuing  a  course  of  justice  to  Ireland — 
justice  in  its  highest  and  purest  sense — 
we  shall  before  long  bring  about  such  a 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  that  before 
the  sunshine  of  returning  prosperity 
will  for  ever  disappear  the  '*  winter  of 
her  discontent.'* 

Me.  C.  S.  PAEKEE  (Perth) :  Sir,  it 
is  refreshing  to  hear  a  young  Mem- 
ber enlivening  the  debate  by  quoting 
Horace,  and  I  have  listened  with  inter- 

Mr    Yerburgh 


pst  to  his  statistics  of  improvement  in 
Ireland.  But  I  have  only  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  what  view  I  take  of 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Amendment 
raises  two  chief  issues — one,  a  ques- 
«tion  of  fact;  and  the  other,  a  ques- 
tion of  policy,  but  involving  also  a 
censure  upon  the  Government.  On  the 
question  of  fact,  the  issue  is  not  a  very 
broad  one,  and  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
language  of  the  Amendment  and  that 
of  the  Address  agree.  We  are  told  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  that  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
are  seriously  disturbed,  but  only  ia 
certain  districts.  The  Amendment 
acknowledges  that  there  are  these  dis- 
turbed relations,  and  that  they  are  con- 
fined to  certain  districts.  But  we  are  fur- 
ther invited  to  say  thatthey  are  limited  to 
the  estates  of  certain  landlords— namely, 
those  landlords  who  have  refused  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  calls  "  suitable  oonceeuons," 
and  what  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  terms  ''necessary 
abatements  of  rent."  Now,  has  that 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  House,  or  notl^  What  are 
suitable  or  necessary  abatements  of 
rent?  In  other  words,  what,  und^ 
the  present  circumstances,  is  a  fair 
rent?  On  the  one  hand,  there  is  the 
extreme  view  of  some  landowners,  who 
maintain  that  the  fair  rent  judicially 
ascertained  and  fixed  by  the  Act  of  1881, 
is  a  fair  rent  still,  because  that  Act  gives 
the  tenants  15  years'  tenure,  and,  had 
prices  risen  instead  of  falling,  no  one 
would  have  proposed  to  increase  the 
rent.  Now,  that  I  call  one  extreme  view. 
There  is  another  extreme  view,  which  the 
advocates  of  the  tenants  take — ^namely, 
that  a  fair  rent  would  be  the  rent  under 
present  circumstances,  or  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, on  which  a  tenant  can  live 
and  thrive.  And  inasmuch  as  it  is  held  bj 
high  authorities,  that  throughout  a  large 
number  of  the  small  holdings  ia  Ireland 
economic  rent  has  ceased,  therefore  in 
all  these  oases  if  the  principle  of  live  and 
thrive  be  accepted,  fair  rent  in  present 
circumstances  would  be  no  rent.  But 
neither  of  these  extreme  views  is  in 
question.  It  is  agreed,  betweoi  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  the 
other,  that  the  fall  of  prices  has  been 
so  serious  and  the  distress  of  the  tenants 
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80  great,  as  to  demand  very  considerable 
abatements  of  rent.  The  first  question 
we  have  to  decide  on  matters  of  fact  is 
this — are  we  in  a  position  to  say  what 
should  be  the  per-centage  of  that  abate- 
ment? And,  then,  there  is  a  further 
question — namely,  as  to  the  legitimacy 
of  certain  means  of  pressure  which  have 
been  brought  to  bear  upon  the  landlords. 
I  think  it  is  a  very  difficult  matter  for 
the  House  to  pronounce  a  decided  opinion 
to  what  should  be  the  abatement.  I  can 
imagine  a  landowner  approaching  the 
question  in  this  way.  He  might  say 
**  The  Court  has  fixed  an  absolutely  fair 
judicial  rent,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
consent  to  remit  more  than  10  per  cent." 
But  he  then  meets  Captain  Plunkett  or 
Sir  BedTers  Buller,  or  is  in  some  way 
brought  under  the  influence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  under  those  influences  he 
is  induced  to  go  a  step  further,  and  to 
make  an  abatement  of  15,  20,  or  even 
25  per  cent.  The  tenants,  an  organized 
body,  say — **  Go  5  per  cent  further  or 
you  will  get  no  rent  at  all.*'  [^Cries  of 
"  Oh !  "]  Some  hon.  Member  appears 
to  intimate  dissent.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  means  that  the  tenants 
themselves  are  not  a.llowed  to  take  that 
course,  but  that  it  is  the  result  of  the 
interposition  of  those  who  are  con- 
ducting the  Plan  of  Campaign — that 
they  fix  an  abatement  such  as  they  think 
fair  to  the  tenants.  However  this  may 
be,  I  can  quite  conceive,  from  the  figures 
put  before  us,  that  30  or  even  40  per 
cent  might  be  a  proper  abatement  in 
some  cases ;  but  I  do  not  see  how  I  can 
subscribe  to  the  proposition  that  in  all 
cases  where  there  nave  been  serious 
disturbances,  the  landlord,  and  not  the 
tenant,  has  been  to  blame.  As  to  the 
organized  attempt  to  dictate  terms  of 
reduction,  the  conclusion  I  have  come 
to  is  this — We  are  asked  two  questions 
about  it :  Is  it  legal,  and  is  it  moral  ? 
For  a  Legislative  Assembly  to  under- 
take to  settle  the  question  whether  it  is 
legal  or  not,  when  next  week  that  ques- 
tion is  coming  before  the  highest  Law 
Court  in  Ireland,  is  impossible ;  and  I 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  no  desire  that  we  should  settle 
that  question  here.  As  to  the  moral 
question,  I  think  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  in  denouncing  the 
leaders  of  the  movement,   went  some- 


what beyond  what  was  reasonable.  I 
was  sorry  to  hear  him  say  of  an 
hon.  Member  so  much  respected  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  that  he  regarded  him,  when  he 
would  have  to  stand  next  week  before 
a  legal  tribunal,  with  no  pity  whatever. 
I  am  satisfied  that  hon.  Members 
generally  do  not  share  that  feeling. 
Everyone  who  knows  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  knows  him  to  be 
a  sincere  man,  a  man  acting  under 
strong  convictions,  and  those  who  think 
him  mistaken  might  have  some  feelinp: 
of  sympathy  for  him  now  that  ho  is 
about  to  be  placed  upon  his  trial.  I 
think  we  shall  be  in  a  better  position  to 
judge  both  as  to  the  legal  and  moral 
aspect  of  the  question  after  that  trial 
has  taken  place.  There  remains  the 
question  of  policy.  There  are  placed 
before  us  two  policies,  one  of  which  is 
strongly  condemned-^and  the  other 
strongly  recommended.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  is  condemned  in  the 
Amendment,  and  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  he  attacked  their 
policy,  both  past  and  future.  When  I 
first  read  the  Amendment,  I  supposed 
that  by  '*  novel,  doubtful,  and  unCon- 
stitutional "  means  the  hon.  Member 
meant  the  pressure  which  has  been 
brought  to  bear  by  the  Government 
upon  some  of  the  landlords  to  abate 
their  claim  for  rent.  I  am  glad  to 
find  that  that  is  not  so,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  disapprove  of 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  that 
respect.  But  there  were  many  other 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  censured,  and  especially  the  prose- 
cution which  is  to  commence  on  Mon- 
day next.  Of  that  we  shall  be  better 
able  to  judge  when  we  know  what  it  is, 
and  how  it  has  been  conducted.  As  to 
the  Sligo  meeting,  if  it  had  been  what 
the  hon.  Member  has  described  it  to  be, 
I  should  have  been  disposed  to  go  with 
him  in  denouncing  the  proclamation  of 
it,  because  I  attach  tne  highest  im- 
portance to  the  freedom  of  public  meet- 
ings. The  difficulty  I  feel  in  this  case 
is  that  one  of  the  principal  placards  call- 
ing the  meeting  clearly  showed  that  it 
was  held  for  the  express  purpose  of 
influencing  a  jury.  I  cannot  cast  censure 
upon  the  Government  for  proclaiming  a 
meeting  that  was  intended  to  interfere 
directly  with  the  free  action  of  a  jury. 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House 
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with  any  remarks  upon  jury- packing 
further  than  this— that  in  Ireland  the 
selection  of  a  jury  is  an  extremely  deli- 
cate matter,  and  one  upon  which  it  is 
impossible  to  be  too  careful.  If  men 
are  chosen  almost  entirely  of  one  poli- 
tical creed  and  of  one  religion,  such 
action  will  be  certain  to  create  a  feel- 
ing of  distrust,  and  no  confidence  will 
be  felt  in  a  verdict  so  obtained.  I 
have  said  that  we  have  two  policies  be- 
fore us,  and  the  chief  contrast  between 
the  two  policies  is  a  contrast  for  the 
future.  What  has  been  said  of  Uie 
Government  policy  is  this:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  says — 

«  We  are  face  to  face  with  a  FroDt  Bench 
which  has  no  plan  of  reform  for  Ireland,  no 
plan  of  amelioration  for  the  tenants,  no  plan 
for  easing  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  except  tliis  novel  plan  of  bringing  pres- 
sore  to  bear  upon  the  landlords.*' 

• 

I  agree  very  much  with  that  criticism  of 
the  hon.  Member  upon  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  and  I  fail  to 
see,  in  the  Eoyal  Speech,  any  promise  of 
satisfactory  legislation  or  change  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  which  will  meet  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 
Indeed,  I  think  we  are  justified  in  em- 
ploying again  the  expression  which 
was  used  last  year— that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  is  a  policy  of 
nothing  but  Eoyal  Commissions.  I 
do  not  condemn  such  inquiry  into 
questions  affecting  Ireland,  because  I 
tnink  it  may  possibly  lead  to  good 
results.  But  I  would  willingly  vote  for 
the  last  part  of  the  Amendment,  if  it 
stood  alone.  I  would  willingly  vote  for 
'*  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  system 
of  government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs 
ana  secure  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people."  Those  are  somewhat  general 
words,  but  they  may  well  be  accepted 
by  the  Liberal  Party  generally,  and 
even  by  that  section  who  call  them- 
selves Unionists.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Hartington)  who  is  the  Leader 
of  the  Unionist  Party,  remarked  that 
they  pointed  only  to  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  said  nothing  about 
the  confidence  of  the  British  people. 
That  may  be  a  fair  verbal  criticism,  but 
it  would  not  deter  me  from  voting.  It 
is  for  other  other  reasons  that  I  cannot 
support  the  Amendment  —first,  because 
it  invitee  me  to  pronounce  a  verdict  upon 
mutters  of  fact,  and  to  say  that,  in  all 
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cases  where  there  have  been  disturb* 
ances,  the  landlords,  and  not  the  tenants, 
are  to  blame;  and,  secondly,  because  it 
invites  me  to  pass  censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment for  almost  all  its  recent  policy,  for 
the  efforts  it  is  making  to  secure  law  and 
order,  and  especially  for  acts  on  which 
I  can  only  form  a  judgment  when  the 
trial  of  the  traverserscomes  on  next  week. 
But  I  shall  bo  prepared,  as  the  Session 
goes  on,  to  g^ve  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Party  substantial  help  in 
obtaining  such  reforms  of  the  law  and 
the  system  of  government  in  Ireland,  so 
long  as  they  are  not  in  themselves  un- 
just or  objectionable,  as  will  satisfy  the 
needs  and  secure  the  confidence  of  the 

Irish  people.    

Mb.  COWLEY  LAMBERT  (Isling- 
ton,  E.) :  Sir,  I  ask  for  that  indulgence 
which  is  usually  extended  to  a  Member 
who  rises  to  address  the  House  for  the 
first  time.  Although  I  am  a  Metro- 
politan Member,  and  have  no  particular 
connection  with  Ireland,  still  I  have 
frequently  visited  that  country,  and 
have  made  myself  familiar  with  the 
people.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  desires 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that — 

*'  The  remedy  for  the  eTisting  crisis  in  Irish 
agrarian  affiurs  is  not  to  be  found  in  incretsed 
string^cv  of  criminal  procedore,  or  in  the 
porsoit  of  such  novel,  doabtfol,  and  nn-Couti- 
tntional  measures  as  have  recently  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Irdand,  but 
in  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  the  system  of 
govemment  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure 
Uie  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.** 

Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  needs  of  the 
Irish  people  ?  The  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork,  the  other  night, 
inveighed  ag^nst  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  Gk>vemment  to  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland  more 
certain  ;  but  he  offered  us  no  policy  in 
place  of  that  which  he  is  so  anzions  to 
dispense  with — his  speech  being  nmply 
a  tmtde  against  the  enforcement  of  law, 
and  a  cataract  of  bombastic  cautions — 
he  objected  to  them  being  called  threats 
— as  to  what  was  likely  to  happen  to  the 
English  people,  their  public  buildings, 
and  their  Ministers  if  they  dared  to  carry 
out  what  they  conceived  to  be  their  doty. 
He  says  he  is  anxious  to  satisfy  the  wants 
of  the  Irish  people.  But  what,  I  say 
again,  are  the  wants  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
I  think  we  are  sometimes  inclined  to 
forget  that  the  term,  "  Irish  people,"  is 
not  synonymous  with  the  term,  "  Na- 
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tional  League ; "  and  that,  while  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
represent  that  portion  of  the  Irish 
people  which  is  comparatively  under  the 
thumb  of  the  National  League,  there  is 
a  very  large  part  of  the  Irish  nation 
whiok  is  law-aoiding,  who,  unfortunate- 
ly, except  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
country,  have  no  direct  representation  in 
this  House.  Now,  Sir,  there  was  no 
argument  used  at  the  last  Election  that 
carried  more  weight  than  the  argument 
used  against  handing  over  the  loyal 
population  of  Ireland  to  the  agitators. 
Speaking  as  the  Representative  of  a 
working-class  constituency  in  the  north 
of  London,  I  can  say  that  there  was  no 
point  the  working  men  of  this  country 
were  more  anxious  to  listen  to,  and  upon 
which  they  made  up  their  minds  so 
firmly,  as  that  I  refer  to,  of  handing  over 
the  loyal  minority  to  the  agitators.  It 
showed  to  me  the  truth  of  the  remark  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  spoke 
last  from  this  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Yerburgh),  as  to  where  the  great  intel- 
ligence of  the  country  rests ;  and  I  must 
say,  Sir,  that  next  to  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  the  electors  of  East  Isling- 
ton show  as  much  intelligence  as  any 
other  constituency  in  the  Metropolis.  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  a  personal  matter 
of  this ;  but  on  referring  to  the  statistics 
of  the  General  Election,  I  find  that  in 
the  constituency  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent — East  Islington — out  of  a  vote 
of  6,558,  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  were  as 
many  as  29  illiterates.  When,  however, 
we  compare  that  with  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  electorate,  we  find  a  remark- 
able difference.  In  Mid  Cork,  for  in- 
stance, we  see  that  out  of  5,241  votes 
polled,  there  were  2,083  illiterates.  I 
am  not  an  Irish  landlord,  thank  good- 
ness ;  therefore,  I  can  venture,  I  think, 
to  take  a  perfectly  independent  view  of 
the  subject  before  the  House.  But  we 
have  heard  so  much  from  the  other  side 
about  the  misery  and  wretchedness  of 
the  starving  tenants,  and  the  cruelties 
and  horrors  practised  on  them  by  the 
landlords,  that  I  think  it  would  not  be 
altogether  out  of  place  if,  instead  of 
taking  part  in  an  academic  discussion, 
an  English  Member  made  a  practical 
appeal  on  behalf  of  the  loyal  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland.  I  rise  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  certain 
facts  regarding  a  very  well-known  estate 
in  the  South  of  Ireland.     The  landlord 


was  bom  and  bred  on  the  estate,  and 
had  lived  on  it  all  his  life,  as  his  father 
and  grandfather  had  done  before  him. 
This  gentleman,  like  his  predecessors, 
has  always  endeared  himself  to  his 
tenants  and  neighbours  by  acts  of  kind- 
ness and  charity,  and  up  to  a  short  time 
ago  his  rents  were  paid  punctually  and 
wiUingly.  Though  I  will  not  go  so  far 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare), 
and  say  that  the  police  had  to  be  called 
in  to  keep  order  amongst  the  tenants, 
owing  to  their  frantic  desire  to  pay  their 
rents — and,  as  the  hon.  Member  spoke, 
I  could  not  help  thinking,  from  that  and 
other  remarks  that  fell  from  him,  that 
some  of  the  Irish  people  must  have 
heard  of  the  advent  of  their  simple- 
minded  Cornish  champion,  and  in  their 
love  of  practical  joking  must  have  pre- 
pared a  few  travellers'  tales  for  his  special 
edification.  However,  though  no  police 
were  required  to  keep  order,  the  tenants 
on  the  ebtate  to  which  I  refer  always 
paid  their  rents  cheerfully  and  willingly. 
The  landlord  investigated  many  cases 
of  distress,  and  gave  fair  reductions  of 
rent  wherever  they  were  needed.  But, 
not  long  ago,  a  branch  of  the  National 
League  was  established,  not  amongst 
the  tenantry,  but  in  a  little  town  dose  by, 
amongst  the  *'  village  tyrants  and  disso- 
lute ruffians."  It  soon  got  to  work,  and 
endeavoured  to  ruin  the  man  who  had 
spent  his  whole  life  amongst  the  tenantry 
as  a  friend  and  neighbour.  They  boy- 
cotted and  threatened  him ;  sent  him 
rough  drawings  of  an  oblong  box,  sup- 
posed to  represent  the  useful  but  unde- 
sirable coffin ;  and  made  themselves  so 
disagreeable  to  himself  and  his  family 
that,  consulting  the  safety  of  those  who 
were  dear  to  him,  he  shut  up  his  house 
and  left  his  old  home  for  a  more  civi- 
lized country,  where  outrage  and  moon- 
lighting is  not  known,  and  where  people 
who  wish  to  live  in  peace  and  quiet  are 
protected  by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law. 
To  my  own  knowledge,  the  poor  people 
who  live  round  about  there  have  never 
ceased  to  lament  the  good  times  that 
have  gone.  They  always  looked  upon 
this  landlord  as  their  best  friend,  because 
they  always  found  in  him  a  sympathizer 
both  in  their  sorrows  and  in  their  joys  ; 
and  remembering  the  cause  of  their 
trouble,  now  I  myself  have  heard  them 
day  and  night  cursing  the  National 
League  as  the  cause  of  all  their  misfor- 
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tunes.  Well,  Sir,  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
of  which  wo  have  Iieard  so  much,  has 
not  yet  been  introduced  into  this  parti- 
cular district,  but  nobody  knows  how 
soon  it  may  not  be  brought  there.  I  re- 
me  mber  Ihe  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Qalway  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  saying  the 
other  night  that  the  order  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  not  a  harum-scarum, 
slap-dash  kind  of  order.  The  hon .  Mem- 
ber was  perfectly  right.  It  is  a  more  quiet, 
hole-in-the-comer,  back-door  sort  of  pro- 
ceeding. I  read  in  the  paper,  not  very 
long  ago,  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  being 
p  ut  into  operation  in  a  certain  district. 
The  leaders  who  had  to  do  the  rent-col- 
lecting took  up  their  positions  in  good 
time,  but  they  woire  followed  by  the 
police,  whose  object  was  to  prevent  them 
from  carrying  out  their  design.  We  can 
imagine  what  occurred — we  can  imagine 
the  police  drawn  up  in  front  of  the  inn 
to  catch  the  rent  collectors,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner), 
with  his  pleasant  face  and  jaunty  air, 
was  making  off  through  the  back  window 
undercover  of  night  in  order  to  carry 
the  development  of  the  conspiracy  in 
which  he  was  engaged  to  some  other 
so  )ne,  like  a  conspirator  in  some  trans- 
pontine drama.  Though  the  Plan  ol 
Campaign  is  not  yet  put  in  force  on  the 
estate  to  which  I  have  alluded,  yet  from 
all  I  have  heard  the  people  are  not  very 
happy  in  their  minds.  It  seems  that 
quite  lately  they  bad  a  new  High 
Sheriff  appointed — a  well-known  Na- 
tionalist Member  of  this  House,  whose 
first  act,  I  believe,  was — and  I  mention 
it  subject  to  correction — to  dismiss  the 
sub- Sheriff,  who  has  acted  in  that  capa- 
city for  some  years,  as  his  father  did 
before  him,  and  put  in  his  place  a  Na- 
tionalist solicitor  from  Tipperary.  I 
have  no  sympathy  whatever  with  hard 
and  unjust  landlords,  but  I  do  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  sympathy  for  those 
men  who  have  always  treated  their 
tenants  fairly  and  have  spent  their  whole 
lives  among  them.  It  seems  to  me  very 
odd  to  notice  that  during  this  debate 
which  has  occupied  the  past  few  days, 
nothing  appears  to  annoy  the  patriots 
more  than  the  suggestion  that  the 
agents  of  the  Qovernment  have  used 
what  power  they  had  to  bring  abouc 
a  settlement  between  the  landlords 
and  tenants.  It  was  not  until  the 
i^  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
nift^r  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  gave 
\  approval  of  this  act  of  mercy  be- 

¥r.  Cowley  Lambert 


tween  the  two  parties,  that  an)'  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
followed  suit.  I  appeal,  however,  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  to 
support  the  Government  in  it3  endea- 
vours to  carry  out  the  law  of  the  land 
against  the  law  of  the  League.  I  do  not 
believe,  from  what  I  have  seen,  that  it 
is  much  use  appealing  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  for  they  have 
shown  themselves,  by  their  speeches,  the 
representatives  of  the  National  League, 
and  not  of  the  Irish  nation.  I  might  as 
soon  appeal  to  a  Bengal  tiger  to  have 
mercy  on  its  victim,  as  ask  a  Nationalist 
to  have  mercy  upon  a  landlord.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  fairer- minded  Members  on 
behalf  of  those  in  Ireland  who  for  so 
long  have  been  manfully  fighting  against 
the  National  League,  and  who,  like  the 
garrison  of  Lucknow,  cry  out  continu- 
ally, **  When  will  help  come  ?  "  I  was 
very  glad  yesterday  to  hear  in  the  ad- 
mirable speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse) 
that  we  have  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
I  know  what  they  have  done  for  the 
country.  No  one  knows  it  better  than 
I ;  for  it  certainly  is  not  entirely  owing 
to  my  own  exertions  that  in  the  distnct 
I  represent  a  minority  was  converted 
into  a  majority  of  1,400.  No  doubt, 
that  change  was  effected  partly  by 
Liberal  Unionists'  votes ;  and  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  they  will  go  on  as  they 
began  at  the  lasft  Election.  Well,  Sir, 
I  wish,  before  this  debate  closes,  to  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  on  behalf  of  those — whether 
andlords  or  tenants  —  who  are  only 
anxious  to  carry  out  the  law,  and  to 
live,  as  their  fathers  did  before  them, 
in  peace  and  good-will  with  their  neigh- 
bours. I  appeal,  Sir,  on  behalf  of  those 
who  measure  their  patriotism  by  their 
love  of  law  and  their  country,  rather 
than  of  those  who,  like  hon.  Gen. 
tlemen  opposite,  measure  their  patriot- 
ism by  their  love  for  the  immortal 
dollar. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET 
(Derby) :  Sir,  My  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  made  some  observations 
at  the  commencement  of  his  speech  upon 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  upon  the 
practice  of  lengthened  discussion  upon 
the  Address.  Now,  I  very  much  agree 
with  him  ;  and  I  prefer  the  older  practice, 
where  the  discussions  on  the  Address 


1309        Majesty' $  Most  {Foruaby  11,  1887}  Gracum  Speech. 


1310 


were  much  more  limited  than  thoy  are  at 
present;  but  I  must  disclaim  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  responsibility  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  modern  practice. 
Lengthened  and  protracted  debates 
upon  the  Address,  extending?  to  1 1  days, 
were  the  invention  of  the  Opposition  of 
1880,  and,  therefore,  it  is  they  who  must 
bear  the  responsibility  of  a  bad  practice. 
It  is  much  easier  to  inaugurate  a  bad 
practice  than  to  put  an  end  to  it,  either 
in  the  House  of  Commons  or  elsewhere ; 
but  there  is  another  feature  in  the  con- 
duct of  this  debate  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  attention.  I  never  recollect  a  case 
in  which,  upon  a  specific  Amendment, 
where  the  administration  and  the  policy 
of  the  Qovemment  were  challenged, 
five  days  were  allowed  to  elapse  before 
any  reeponsible  Minister  had  the  courage 
to  rise  up  and  reply.  To  whom  has  the 
defepce  of  the  Administration  been  left  ? 
Why,  to  one  lawyer  after  another.  We 
have)  had  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Holmes),  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  the  Solicitor 
General  for  England  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke),  and  to-night  we  have  had-^ 
well,  the  Home  Secretary  (Bir.  Matthews); 
but  he  is  not  so  familiar  with  the  duties 
of  his  new  Office  as  to  have  forgotten 
his  ancient  profession ;  and  I  must  a^y 
I  thought  that  the  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  we  have  heard  from  him 
to-night  was  much  more  professional 
than  political.  There  are  few  men  more 
distinguished  in  his  own  walk  than 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemiein. 
There  is  no  man  who  has  a  more 
sincere  respect  for  his  great  abilities 
than  I  have ;  but  to-night  he  held  a 
very  bad  brief,  extremely  ill-drawn  up. 
K I  might  venture  to  give  the  right  hon. 
and  lefurned  Gentleman  advice,  it  would 
be  that  the  next  time  he  has  a  case  to 
defend,  he  should  not  be  instructed  by 
the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union ;  because 
it  may  happen  to  him  again,  as  it  has 
happened  to-night,  to  make  charges 
which  are  entirely  baseless,  and  to  state 
facts  altogether  unfounded.  There  was 
one  sentence  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  which  I  am 
able  entirely  to  concur — namely,  the  sen- 
tence in  which  praises  are  lavished  upon 
the  massive  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Eossendale.  Yes,  if  the 
Government  want  massive  defences,  they 
must  come  to  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer — the  Liberal  Member 
of  a  Tory  Administration — told  us,  a  few 
weeks  ago,  that  Lord  Salisbury  was  in 
Office,  but '  Lord  Hartington  was  in 
power.  He  told  us,  at  the  same  time — 
a  sentiment  from  which  he  seems  rather 
to  have  departed — 

**  That  it  is  a  vulgar  notion  to  suppose  that, 
if  any  cause  is  victorious,  that  cause  must  be 
celebrated  by  its  Leader  being  put  into  Minis- 
terial uniform.*' 

He  told  us  at  the  same  time  as  he  told 
us  at  Liverpool,  that  he  is  the  ^*  cham- 
pion of  his  country,"  and  the  represen- 
tative and  the  exponent  of  the  great 
historical  and  traditional  Liberal  Party; 
but  this  has  not  prevented  him  from 
putting  on  the  Conservative  Ministerial 
uniform.  Not  long  ago,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, he  told  us  that  Lord  Salisbury  was 
in  Office,  but  that  Lord  Hartington  was 
in  power.  He  has  left  the  Party  who 
are  in  power  to  join  the  Party  who  are 
in  Office-^he  who  is  the  true  exponent  of 
the  traditional  Liberal  Party.  Well, 
Sir,  in  common,  I  am  sure,  with  the  rest 
of  the  House,  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
a  man  of  his  eminent  character  and 
ability  ag^in  among  us.  [^Criea  of 
''Question!"]  I  do  not  desire  to  de- 
part from  the  Question,  or  to  say  ary- 
thing  disagreeable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  We  are  all  glad  to  see  him 
here,  and  we  are  glad  to  see  him  in  his 
right  place.  But  I  only  referred  to  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  in  connection  with 
the  remarkable  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossendale. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  quite  right  that  the 
noble  Marquess,  who  has  *'  the  power," 
should  make  the  official  defence  of  the 
Government  who  carry  out  the  policy 
which  he  prescribes.  That  is  the  situa- 
tion, and  that  is,  I  suppose,  the  explana- 
tion why  we  have  departed  from  the 
ordinary  practice  that,  on  occasions  of 
this  kind,  the  Minister  responsible  for 
the  government  of  Ireland  should 
naturally  rise,  at  the  earliest  moment, 
to  defend  the  Government,  and  to  state, 
not  only  what  has  been  the  policy  in  the 
past,  but  what  policy  towards  Ireland  it 
intends  to  pursue.  Well,  in  spite  of  all 
that  has  been  said  about  thrusting  aside 
the  question  of  Ireland,  and  going  to 
other  business,  the  question  of  Ireland 
still  forces  itself  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  and  upon  the  attention  of 
the  country.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
in  this  debate  about  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.   My  noble  Friend  the  Member 
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for  Hossendale  was  quite  right  when  he 
said  that  the  Amendment  does  not 
specifically  raise  the  question  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  at  all.  But  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  and 
their  friends  in  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  very  curious.  First  of  all, 
they  put  up  the  Irish  Law  Officers  to 
deliver  what  have  very  properly  been 
called  speeches  in  support  of  the  indict- 
ment which  is  to  be  tried  next  week. 
When  the  Law  Officers,  however,  are 
asked  inconvenient  questions,  they  say, 
*'  Oh,  we  must  not  say  anything  at  all, 
for  the  case  is  '  suhjudice* ;  "  and  having 
appealed,  Sir,  to  you  to  support  their 
refusal  to  answer  because  the  case  is 
still  subjudtce,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^ 
nevertheless,  demand  that  we  shall  ex- 
press decisively  our  opinion  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  That 
is  altogether  inconsistent;  but  I  shall 
not  shrink  from  expressing  my  opinion 
on  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  have  been 
appealed  to  to  do  so  both  in  the  course 
of  the  present  debate,  and  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  in  his  speech  at 
Manchester ;  but  I  shall  ask  leave,  be- 
fore I  come  to  that,  to  make  some  re- 
marks of  a  more  general  character.  It 
is  a  habit  of  unskilful  medical  prac- 
titioners, when  dealing  with  some  deep- 
seated  disease  of  long  standing,  to  fix  on 
some  particular  symptom,  and  to  look 
only  at  that,  and  not  at  the  general 
constitutional  condition  of  the  patient 
from  which  that  symptom  arises.  But 
if  you  are  to  treat  a  disease  with  any 
scientific  knowledge,  you  must  make  a 
broader  diagnosis.  Let  us  ask  about 
this  Plan  of  Campaign — whence  does 
it  proceed  ?  I  must  complain,  although 
they  have  appeared  before  us  in  full 
force,  that  the  legal  Advisers  of  the 
Government  had  not  a  previous  consul- 
tation before  they  addressed  the  House. 
The  consequence  is  that  they  do  not 
agree  amongst  themselves  or  tell  the 
same  story.  The  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  said  that  this 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  political  move- 
ment. That  was  flatly  contradicted  an 
hour  or  two  ago  by  the  Home  Secretary. 
I  prefer  to  take  the  authority  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  I  think 
he  has  got  up  the  Irish  brief  better  thsH 
the  Home  Secretary,  whose  knowledge 
of  Ireland  is  a  little  out  of  date.  I  shall 
speak  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as  a 
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political  movement,  and  not  merely  as 
one  of  an  agrarian  character.  I  am  not 
going  to  weary  the  House  by  travelling 
again  over  the  ground  of  the  fall  of 
prices  and  the  ratio  of  rents,  and  so 
forth.  I  am  willing  to  take  the  asser- 
tion of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land— that  this  is  not  a  mere  agrarian 
device,  but  that  it  is  part  of  that 
great  problem  which  you  have  to  deal 
with,  springing  from  the  fact  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  unconquerably 
averse  to  the  system  of  Gk>vemment 
under  which  they  live.  It  is  upon  that 
footing  that  I  propose  to  deal  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  This  is  not  a  new 
problem.  We  have  had  to  deal  with  it 
ourselves  before  in  other  times;  we  have 
had  to  deal  with  it  in  the  history  of  our 
Constitution ;  and  we  may  have  recourae 
to  the  teaching  of  past  times,  and  to 
the  great  political  masters  of  former 
days.  I  remember  reading  a  g^eat 
speech  of  Mr.  Burke  in  reference  to 
America,  in  which  he  repudiated  Old 
Bailey  methods  of  discussion,  and  re- 
commended to  the  British  Government 
the  old  maxim  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church — sursum  corda — ^that  they  should 
lift  up  their  hearts  and  enlarge  their 
minds  in  dealing  with  questions  of  this 
nature.  At  all  events,  that  is  our  duty 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  In  judging 
of  a  system  of  government,  we  know 
no  test  by  which  to  distinguish  good 
government  from  bad,  except  this  — 
that  good  government  is  government 
which  is  conducted  and  founded  upon 
the  assent  and  consent  of  the  governed. 
If  a  Government  is  alien  to  the  sym- 
pathies, the  wishes,  and  the  wants  of 
a  people,  that  Government  breeds  dis- 
content, and  of  that  discontent  there  is 
inevitably  bom  illegal  conduct  and  ille- 
gitimate proceedings.  These  are  truths 
which  are  taught  to  us  by  experience, 
and  are  to  be  found  on  every  page  of 
history.  Well,  Sir,  tried  by  this  test,  I 
am  going  to  say  a  strong  thing,  but  I 
say  a  thing  of  which  I  am  deeply  con- 
vinced— that,  at  this  moment,  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  by  England  is  the 
worst  government  in  the  world.  There 
have  been  times  when  there  were  go- 
vernments as  bad  in  Europe.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  some  time 
ago  compared  the  government  of  Ireland 
to  the  government  of  Austria  in  Italy, 
and  of  Kussia  in  Poland.     Bat  the  go- 
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yemment  of  Austria  in  Italy  has  ceased, 
and  the  government  of  Austria,  disliked 
and  rejected  by  Hungary,  has  been  re- 
placed by  self-government  in  Hungary, 
and  therefore  the  record  of  Austria  in 
.Europe  is  now  clear.  Whether  the  go- 
vernment of  Hussia  in  Poland  is  more 
or  less  disliked  than  the  government  of 
Ireland  I  cannot  say.  I  am  not  suffi- 
ciently^acquainted  with  the  facts  ;  but 
it  remains  true,  as  was  said  the  other 
day  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
that  your  government  of  Ireland  is  a 
government  of  pure  force.  You  have 
in  Ireland  a  corpn  d^armie  of  about 
30,000  men — nearly  the  same  number 
which  fought  at  the  Alma,  and  equal 
to  the  British  Infantry  at  Waterloo. 
You  must  keep  them  there,  and  you 
must  keep  them  there, .  because  with- 
out them  your  whole  system  of  govern- 
ment and  your  social  system  would  dis- 
appear. That  is  a  fact  that  cannot  be 
denied.  I  remember,  a  few  years  ago, 
when  there  was  some  difficulty  about 
findinii^  troops  to  go  abroad  that,  being  at 
the  Home  Office,  I  received  a  communi- 
cation from  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hossendale,  who  was  then  at  the 
head  of  the  War  Department,  and  I  said 
to  him — **If  you  want  troops,  you  may 
take  every  regiment  from  England  or 
from  Scotland.  I  want  no  troops  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  England  or  of  Scot- 
land." Could  you  say  that  of  Ireland 
at  this  moment  or  at  any  moment  ?  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  economy 
of  late ;  indeed,  there  is  a  domestic  con- 
troversy on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
on  that  point  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  their  former  Leader  in  this 
House.  We  are  spending  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000,000  a-year  on  military  and 
police— which  might  be  saved  in  Ire- 
land— because  you  have  there  a  tho- 
roughly discontented  and  disaffected 
people.  Well,  Sir,  is  this  denied  ? 
How  are  you  to  judge  of  it?  Are 
the  people  of  Ireland  contented  or 
discontented  ?  Are  they  well  affected 
or  disaffected  towards  the  Overnment 
under  which  they  live?  Will  you, 
upon  this  point,  accept  the  voice  of 
their  Constitutional  Bepresentatives  ? 
[  Criee  o/  ♦*  No !  "]  No ;  then  do  not  be 
surprised  if  you  get  some  other — [  Cries 
of  **0h!"]  You,  the  Conservative 
Party,  shout  "  Oh  "  in  derision,  when  I 
ask  whether  you  will  take  the  voice  of 
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the  Constitutional  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  people.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend — he  always  allows  me  to  call 
him  so — the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  spoke  with  great 
contempt  of  our  respect  for  great  bat- 
talions. But  without  the  help  of  the 
great  battalions  which  sit  on  that  side 
of  the  House  he  and  his  Colleagues 
would  have  no  power  at  all.  Is  it  not 
by  the  great  battalions  of  England  that 
his  Orange  Lodges  exist?  [Colonel 
Sattndebsok  :  No.]  Is  it  by  the  power 
of  his  own  big  battalions  that  he  under- 
takes to  answer  for  the  peace  of  Belfast? 
Will  you  refuse  to  regard  the  opinion 
of  the  Constitutional  Bepresentatives  of 
Ireland  ?  If  they  express  discontent  you 
vote  them  down,  as  you  will  vote  them 
down  to-night.  You  complain  of  the 
expression  of  their  discontent  here,  and 
you  are  preparing  to  suppress  the  ex- 
pression of  their  discontent  elsewhere. 
You  treat  them,  not  only  as  a  body  of 
opinion  to  be  neglected,  but  as  a  fact  to 
be  put  down.  Well,  it  is  a  very  difficult 
thing  in  this  world  to  put  down  facts, 
and  I  doubt  whether  you  can  put  down 
the  fact  of  the  disaffection  of  the  Irish 
people  to  the  Qovemment  under  which 
they  live.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  scoffs  at  the 
idea  of  anyone  paying  regard  to  the  fact 
that  about  85  per  cent  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives are  here  to  express  the 
dissatisfaction  of  the  people  with  the 
existing  form  of  government  under 
which  they  live.  We,  however,  on  this 
side  of  the  House  cannot — we  do  not — 
neglect  the  voice  of  the  Constitutional 
Bepresentatives  of  Ireland.  W  e  cannot 
afford  to  treat  it  as  an  insignificant  and 
unimportant  fact.  On  the  contrary,  we 
regard  it  as  a  most  important  fact. 
[C'riM  o/  ",0h !  • '  and  laughter.']  You  may 
jeer  at  that  statement.  But,  in  my  opi- 
nion, we  are  bound,  by  the  principles  of 
the  Party  to  which  we  belong,  to  have 
some  respect  for  it.  [^Lavghter.']  I 
know  that  you  have  no  respect  for  it. 
It  belongs  to  the  principles  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  disregard  it.  I 
do  not  wonder  at  Tories  holding  that 
opinion;  but  I  do  wonder  that  any- 
one calling  himself  a  Liberal  should 
hold  such  a  view.  A  curious  specimen 
of  that  was  given  the  other  mght  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house).  The  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  made  a  speech  which 
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was  very  remarkable  as  coming  from 
the  Benches  opposite,  and  which  greatly 
shocked  our  Unionist  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  He  spoke  with  sym- 
pathy for  the  Irish  people,  and  he  re- 
commended very  liberal  measures  for 
Ireland.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
could  not  understand  a  man  who  sits  on 
tlie  Benches  opposite  expressing  any 
sympathy  with  the  Irish  cause,  and  he 
said — ''Oh!  it  is  because  he  has  Irish 
constituents,"  as  if  he  really  thinks  that 
the  fact  of  a  man  having  Irish  consti- 
tuents disables  his  judgment,  and  ought 
to  condemn  his  sentiment  on  the  Irish 
Question.  Now,  that  is  the  true  secret 
and  root  of  Liberal  Unionism.  They 
have  adopted,  as  their  fundamental 
principle,  that  Irish  opinions,  Irish 
wishes,  and  Irish  •  demands  shall  not 
only  be  neglected,  but  denied.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  thought  it  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  to  say — "  He  has 
Irish  constituents,  and  therefore  pay  no 
attention  to  what  he  says."  It  is  not  in 
that  way,  at  least,  that  we  have  learnt  the 
Liberal  creed.  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  with  extracts ;  but  I  should  like 
to  read  what  is  our  view  of  the  subject, 
in  language  far  better  than  any  I  can 
command,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Liberal  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  it.  It  is  the  teaching 
of  the  greatest  master  of  the  Liberal 
Party  upon  this  very  question,  under 
circumstances  which  I  conceive  were 
very  similar  to  the  present.  It  was 
written  at  a  moment  m  the  great  con- 
troversy we  had  with  our  American 
Colonies  at  a  moment  when  America 
was  in  flagrant  rebellion,  when  she  was 
in  arms  against  the  Crown,  and  when 
she  had  already  concluded  her  alliance 
with  France.  This  is  what  Mr.  Burke 
said — 

**  These  wore  the  conriderationR  which  led  me 
early  to  think  that  in  the  comprehensive  domi- 
nion which  the  Divine  Providence  had  put  into 
our  hands,  instead  of  troubling  our  understand- 
ings with  speculations  concerning  the  unity  of 
empire,  and  the  identity  or  distinction  of  legis- 
lative powers  ** — 

I  ask  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 

the  Member  for  Bury  to  mark  this — 

«*  and  inflaming  our  passions  with  the  heat  and 

pride  of  controversy,  it  was  our  duty  in  all 

soberness  to  conform  our  Government  to  the 

character  and  circumstances  of  the  several  people 

who  compose  this   mighty  and  strange)y-ai- 
:i»^  mggg »» — 
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Bemember  he  was  speaking  to  a  people 
who  were  in  arms  against  the  Crown — 

"  I  never  was  wild  enough  to  conceive  thfit 
one  method  would  serVe  for  the  whole ;  that 
the  natives  of  Hindostan  and  those  of  Virginia 
could  be  ordered  in  the  same  manner,  or  that 
the  Cutchery  Court  and  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Salem  could  be  regulated  on  a  similar  plan.  I 
was  persuaded  that  government  was  a  practical 
thing,  made  for  the  happiness  of  mankind,  and 
not  to  furnish  out  a  spectacle  of  uniformity  to 
gratify  the  schemes  of  visionary  politicians. 
.  ,  .  .  If  there  be  one  fact  in  the  world  per- 
fectly dear  it  is  this — that  the  disposition  of  the 
people  of  America  is  wholly  averse  to  anr  other 
than  a  free  Government,  and  this  is  indioatkm. 
enough  to  any  honest  statesman  how  he  ought 
to  adapt  whatever  power  he  finds  in  his  hands 
to  their  case." 

Let  me  commend  this  to  the  attention  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who,  I  trust,  whaterer 
else  they  are,  are  honest  men — 

"  If  anyone  asked  me  what  a  free  Government 
is,  I  answer  that  for  any  practical  purpose  it  is 
what  the  people  think  so :  and  that  they,  and  not 
I,  are  the  natural,  lawful,  and  competent  judges 
of  this  matter.*' — Letter  to  Sherifft  of  Bristol^ 
1777. 

Now,  I  ask  whether  the  views  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  or  of  hon.  Oentlemen  who 
call  themselves  Liberal  Unionists,  most 
nearly  conform  to  the  great  teaching  of 
the  Liberal  Lead  erwhich  I  have  ventured 
to  read  ?  We  think  the  voice  of  the  Con- 
stitutional Representatives  of  Ireland  is 
a  main  and  a  leading  element  in  this 
question.  We  understand  their  demand 
to  be  that  they  should  have  a  Legisla- 
ture regulated  by  Parliament  for  the 
conduct  of  their  own  affairs,  and  au 
Executive  dependent  upon  that  Legisla- 
ture. We  consider  that  to  be  a  fair  and 
a  just  demand,  and  whether  we  are  in  a 
majority  or  a  minority  we  shall  always 
support  it.  That  was  the  principle  set 
forth  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) — 
that  was  the  principle  set  forth  by  the 
Conference  at  Leeds  in  these  words — 

'*  An  Irish  Legislative  Body  for  the  manage- 
ment of  what  Parliament  should  deoido  to  be 
distinctly  Irish  affairs." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  (Jentlemaa 
the  Home  Secretary,  with  that  discretion 
he  always  exercises,  has  made  an  attack 
to-night  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  I  do 
not  wonder  at  it,  because  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said  at  Hawick  that  with  tlie 
principle  I  have  stated  he  is  entirely 
agreed.     And  these  sentiments  of  my 
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right  hoD.  Friend  seem  to  have  filled 
with  distrust  the  soul  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  to-night.  I  am  sorry  that 
the  Members  for  Birmingham,  whom 
I  believed  to  be  a  united  family,  should 
distrust  one  another.  I  regret  this  dis- 
cord in  the  Unionist  Party.  The  Govern- 
ment and  the  Party  opposite  reject  our 
demand.  They  have  rejected  it,  and 
they  say  that  they  have  been  elected  and 
placed  in  their  present  position  in  order 
to  maintain  that  rejection.  One  of  the 
consequences  of  that  rejection  is  that  you 
find  discontent  in  Ireland,  and  out  of 
discontent  in  any  country  in  the  world 
have  always  arisen  illegitimate  combina- 
tion and  unlawful  action.  That  is  de- 
plorable; but  it  is  not  new.  It  hap- 
pened in  former  times,  and  it  happens 
now ;  and  I  venture  to  think  it  will 
always  happen.  We  pride  ourselves 
upon  being  a  law-abiding  people,  f^*! 
lavgh,']  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
laughs  ;  but,  if  I  have  read  history 
aright,  when  the  English  people  did  not 
have  a  form  of  government  that  suited 
them,  they  did  a  great  many  very  irre- 
gular things.  From  the  time  of  Charles  I. 
down  to  the  present  day  I  think  it  may 
be  found  that  they  have  done  many 
things,  under  these  circumstances,  which 
lawyers  would  find  it  extremely  difficult 
to  defend.  I  t^hall  like  to  hear  the  legal 
argument  by  which  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
would  defend  certain  proceedings  in 
Westminster  Hall  and  at  the  Banquet- 
ing Chamber  at  Whitehall.  I  should 
like  to  know  the  principles  upon  which 
he  justifies  the  landing  at  Torbay.  Well, 
now  I  come  to  the  PJan  of  Campaign. 
Let  us  consider  what  the  nature  of  tnis 
Agrarian  Question  is.  It  contains  a 
double  question,  which  has  been  dis- 
cussed, but  not  settled,  in  this  House. 
Some  people  say — I  have  heard  it  said 
by  Members  from  Ireland  on  the  other 
side — ^that  the  landlords  are  hated  in 
Ireland  on  account  of  British  rule  ;  and 
I  have  also  heard  it  said  that  British 
rule  is  hated  on  account  of  the  landlords. 
I  do  not  wish  to  decide  between  those 
two  propositions,  because  I  think  both 
are  true.  Until  lately,  British  rule 
existed  in  Ireland  mainly  for  two  ob- 
jects— ^first,  to  secure  the  predominance 
of  the  religion  of  a  minority ;  and, 
secondly,  to  preserve  the  privileges  of 
a  limited  class.   Of  late  years  something 


has  been  done  by  a  Liberal  poliov  to 
mitigate  the  character  of  that  British 
rule ;  but  still  it  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  landlords  could  not  remain  without 
the  British  Forces  there. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) : 
They  could.     [Laughter.'] 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Hon. 
Gentlemen  laugh.  Then,  why  are  they 
so  anxious  to  have  the  landlords  bought 
out  ?  Will  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Down  tell  me  that  the 
landlords  could  remain  there  without 
the  British  Forces  ?  Will  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  consent  that  the  British 
Forces  should  be  withdrawn,  and  also 
British  rule? 

Colonel  WARING :  Certainly. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is  a  convert 
from  Nazareth.  I  do  not  find  the  same 
ready  assent  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  who  sits 
by  him.  I  have  not  heard  him  yet 
propose,  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords, to  withdraw  the  British  Forces 
or  British  rule.  Well,  British  Forces 
and  British  rule  have  had  a  very  evil 
effect,  for  which  Irish  landlords  are 
not  altogether  responsible,  on  the  Land 
Question.  Feeling  that  they  could  rely, 
and  did  rely,  upon  the  British  Forces, 
and,  not  like  the  landlords  in  England, 
upon  the  opinion  of  their  countrymen, 
they  have  done  in  past  times  what,  in 
England,  landlords  would  never  have 
dreamt  of  doing — they  have  been  de- 
moralized by  the  system  of  protection 
under  which  they  lived.  Now,  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  as  I  look  at  it,  is  partly  a 
political  and  partly  an  agrarian  ques- 
tion. It  represents  not  only  a  suffering 
people,  but  a  disaffected  nation.  You 
nave  examples  of  lawless  acts  arising 
out  of  discontent  with  the  Government. 
You  always  have  had.  Go  back  to  the 
origin  of  the  Liberal  Party.  I  should 
like  to  see  what  has  been  the  conduct 
of  the  Liberal  Party  upon  questions  of 
this  character  in  past  times.  At  the 
very  origin  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
England  there  was  a  most  illegal  Plan 
of  Campaign,  and  a  most  lawless  and 
illegitimate  act  committed  by  a  man 
named  John  Hampden,  when  he  re- 
fused to  pay  ship  money.  Did  not  the 
Courts  of  Law  determine  that  ship 
money  was  a  perfectly  legal  tax  f  Of 
course  they  did.  Will  lioeral  lawyers, 
like  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend 
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the  Member  for  Bury,  go  down  to  Man- 
chester and  denounce  John  Hampden 
for  not  paying  ship  money?  Then,  how 
can  you  deny  that  discontent  has  led 
to  lawlessness  ?  I  give  you  that  as  an 
example  how,  out  of  discontent,  lawless 
acts  have  arisen.  I  will  give  another 
example  how  the  Liberal  Party,  later 
on,  conducted  themselves  under  similar 
circumstances.  There  was  another  trans- 
action— a  most  irregular  and  most  law- 
less transaction,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying — and  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  will  agree  with  me.  It  took  place 
in  this  wise.  One  fine  day  a  number 
of  people — ^I  am  sorry  to  say  they  were 
mostly  respectable  Nonconformists  — 
disguised  themselves  as  Indians,  boarded 
a  number  of  vessels  in  the  Bay  of  Bos- 
ton, and  took  out  of  the  ships  cases  of 
tea  and  threw  them  into  the  sea.  That 
was  a  perfectly  unlawful  transaction ;  it 
was  a  lawless  dealing  with  private  rights. 
It  deprived  the  consigners  and  consignees 
of  their  property — it  was  a  defiance  of 
the  Crown,  a  refusal  to  pay  just  taxes. 
There  was  no  element  of  lawlessness 
wanting  in  that  transaction ;  it  was 
sternly  to  be  condemned,  and  I  condemn 
it,  although,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  possess 
some  of  the  tea  cups  made  in  celebra- 
tion of  the  centenary  of  that  same 
Boston  tea  party.  But  how  was  that 
dealt  with  by  the  English  Government  ? 
Oh,  there  was  a  Unionist  Party  in 
England  in  those  days,  and  there  was 
a  great  Leader  of  the  Unionist  Party. 
George  III.  was  a  man  who  acted 
as  Lord  Salisbury  talks.  He  was  a 
''massive  Leader,"  and  he  had  very 
obadient  Ministers.  I  sometimes  won- 
der whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  who  has  the  same  amiable 
qualities  and  the  same  courteous  man- 
ner, is  not  destined,  at  the  dose  of 
this  century,  to  be  the  Lord  North 
of  the  Tory  Party.  A  man  who  had 
the  best  intentions  in  the  world  was 
the  cause  of  an  almost  infinity  of 
mischief.  Well,  how  did  they  meet 
those  acts  of  violence  ?  First  of  all, 
they  blocked  the  port  of  Boston,  then 
they  took  away  the  Charter  of  Mas- 
saohusetts,  then  they  employed  foreign 
troops  to  6ut  the  throats  of  the  Colonists. 
That  was  a  real  resolute  Government. 
At  last  they  employed  savages  to  toma- 
hawk the  Colonists,  and  to  bum  down 
villages.    They  were  the  ^'Emergency 
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men  "of  those  days.  But  what  was  the 
conduct  of  the  Liberal  Party  under  those 
circumstances?  They  kept  up  a  con- 
tinual protest  against  the  action  of  tliis 
Government  in  spite  of  great  and  over- 
whelming majorities  in  this  House  and 
in  the  country — far  greater  majoritiee 
even  than  those  you  now  command. 
They  represented  to  the  Government 
that  the  course  they  were  taking,  with 
the  object  of  putting  down  these  unlaw- 
ful proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Colo- 
nists, was  the  worst  course  they  could 
take,  and  would  lead  to  disaster,  and 
they  were  not  deterred  from  taking 
their  stand  in  the  matter  by  the  charges 
brought  against  them  that  they  were 
encouraging  rebellion.  They  said — 
''No;  we  see  that  you  are  taking  a 
wrong  course,  and  we  think  that  you 
ought  to  take  exactly  the  opposite 
course,  and  should  give  the  American 
Colonists  what  they  demand."  And  had 
their  advice  been  listened  to,  America 
would  have  been  saved  to  the  English 
Crown.  I  turn  now  to  another  and 
happier  example  in  later  times,  when 
something  similar  occurred  in  regard  to 
Canada.  There  was  a  Unionist  Party 
in  those  days  who  denounced  the  idea 
of  betraying  what  they  called  the  Cana- 
dian loyalists,  and  I  am  sure  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  will  appreciate  my  refer- 
ence to  the  Canadian  precedent  But 
this  country  had  been  taught  wisdom  by 
the  previous  examples,  and  the  Liberal 
Government  of  that  day  determined  to 
give  self-government  to  Canada.  They 
were,  of  course,  opposed  by  the  T017 
Party  and  the  Liberal  Unionists.  I  have 
recently  read  a  speech  of  the  great  libe- 
ral Unionist  of  the  day — ^the  late  Lord 
Derby,  then  Lord  Stanley — in  which  he 
declared  that  if  we  gave  the  Canadians 
self-government  we  should  have,  in  a 
few  months  or  years,  a  Canadian  Be- 
public.  We  did  give  the  Canadians 
self-government,  but  we  have  not 
got  a  Canadian  Bepublic.  because 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  pre- 
vailed, and  that  of  the  Tory  Party 
was  rejected.  You  reject  our  policy 
now ;  but  what  is  your  method  of  deal- 
ing with  Ireland  ?  I  will  say  nothing  on 
the  head  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive 
in  Ireland ;  that  is  not  the  point  which  I 
desire  to  argue.  Indeed,  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  satisfaction  which  has 
been  expressed  at  the  moderatei  the  wise^ 
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and,  I  think,  the  humane  conduct  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach).  I  think  that  his  practice  has 
been  a  great  deal  better  than  the  theories 
which  he  and  his  Party  have  put  for- 
ward. There  is  one  thing  which  I  have 
heard  in  the  course  of  this  debate  with 
great  regret,  and  that  was  the  language 
which  was  used  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land on  the  subject  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  juries  in  Ireland.  I  feel 
the  reepoDsibility  of  saying  anything 
on  the  subject  at  this  moment.  But 
this  I  will  say  —  that  if  the  jury 
system  is  fairly  dealt  with  in  Ireland, 
nothing  could  have  been  more  unfortu- 
nate than  the  language  employed  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  What 
was  the  charge  which  was  made  ?  I  am 
not  speaking  of  the  trial  now  pending, 
because  I  am  averse  to  refer  to  that ; 
but  I  am  speaking  of  a  transaction  which 
has  passed — the  tiligo  case.  The  charge 
which  had  been  brought  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  that  the 
Crown  in  the  trial  of  Catholic  prisoners 
had,  in  some  cases  at  least,  deliberately 
excluded  Catholics  from  the  juries.  I 
think  every  Englishman  expected  that 
that  charge  would  have  been  met  by  an 
indignant  denial;  but,  instead  of  denying 
it,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  used 
this  most  significant  phrase — ^that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Crown  to  see  that  ''  men 
of  independent  thought "  were  placed 
upon  the  juries.  The  necessity  of  placing 
men  of  independent  thought  upon  the 
juries  means,  apparently,  in  the  view 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
the  exclusion  of  Catholics  from  taking 
part  in  the  trials.  That  is  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  answer 
to  the  charge.  He  has  not  denied  the 
fact  that  Catholics  were  excluded,  and 
the  reason  he  gives  for  it  amounts  to 
an  administrative  repeal  of  the  Catholic 
Emancipation  Act.  I  will  go  further. 
Has  any  man  formed  a  belief  as  to 
what  trial  by  jury  means  ?  If  he  has, 
let  him  reconcile  to  himself  the  notion 
of  the  Crown  picking  out  '*  men  of  inde- 
pendent thought."  How  are  the  Crown 
authorities  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
that  a  particular  man  is  a  man  of  inde- 
pendent thought  ?  Placing  men  of  in- 
dependent thought  upon  juries  means 
that  the  Crown  selected  the  individuals 
who  were  to  try  the  c^es,  and  satiefied 


themselves  previously  of  the  state  of  their 
minds.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  a  more  dan- 
gerous and  a  more  mischievous  state- 
ment by  a  Gentleman  occupying  the  re- 
sponsible position  of  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  I  have  never  heard.     Such  a 
statement  shakes  the  foundation  of  all 
confidence    in     the    administration    of 
justice ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  this  matter  has 
done  moro  to    undermine   the  respect 
for  law  in  Ireland  than  20  years  of 
resolute  government  will  ever  repair. 
I,  however,  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  this   was    a  mere    accidental  in- 
discretion on  the  part  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  in  expressing  himself 
in  the  heat  of  debate ;  but  an  Attorney 
General,    especially  an  Irish  Attorney 
Genera],  should  be  a  little  more  careful 
in  his  expressions.     With  regard  to  the 
approaching  trials,  I  think  every  man 
ought  to  abstain  from  saying  what  will 
in  any  way  prejudice  them,  either  one 
way  or  the  other;  yet  they  have  been 
discussed  on  the  opposite  Benches  night 
after  night,  and  hon.    Members    have 
been  occupied  in  demonstrating  the  guilt 
of  the  untried   prisoners.     Oh,   if  you 
want    men    of    independent    thought 
upon  the  juries  in  these  trials,  you  will 
find  plenty  of  them  upon  the  Benches 
opposite,  and  you  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  forming  your  panel,  who  have 
made  up  their  minds  long  before  they 
have  heard  the   evidence.     I   do   not 
think  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  challenge  any  one  of  them. 
I  think,  however,  that  in  the  approach- 
ing  trials   the  Government  ought    to 
be   very  careful  that    there    shall   be 
no  exceptional  treatment.    It  ought  to 
follow  the  ordinary  and  regular  course 
which  would  take  place  in  any  other 
criminal  trial.    But  what  were  we  told 
to-night  by  the  Home  Secretary,  who 
has  got  up  his  brief  so  imperfectly  that 
when  he  was  told  it  was  an  unusual 
panel  he  at  first  denied  it ;    but  when 
he  was  corrected  said — **  Oh,  yes ;  the 
panel  may  be  only  bO   or    100,   if  it 
be  for   the   trial  of  pickpockets ;    but 
this  is  not  the  trial  of  pickpockets,  and 
the  panel  has  been  made  250."     What 
does  that  mean?     If   it    means  any- 
thing at  all,  it  means  that  the  usual 
course  has  been  departed  from —  a  most 
unwise  and  most  dangerous  thing.  Then 
the  Home  Secretary,  after  wisely  decline 
ing  earlier  in  the  evening  to  answer  a 
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with  any  remarks  upon  jury- packing 
further  than  this— that  in  Ireland  the 
selection  of  a  jury  is  an  extremely  deli- 
cate matter,  and  one  upon  which  it  is 
impossible  to  be  too  careful.  If  men 
are  chosen  almost  entirely  of  one  poli- 
tical creed  and  of  one  religion,  such 
action  will  be  certain  to  create  a  feel- 
ing of  distrust,  and  no  confidence  will 
be  felt  in  a  verdict  so  obtained.  I 
have  said  that  we  have  two  policies  be- 
fore us,  and  the  chief  contrast  between 
the  two  policies  is  a  contrast  for  the 
future.  What  has  been  said  of  the 
Government  policy  is  this:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  says — 

**  We  are  face  to  face  with  a  Front  Bench 
which  has  no  plan  of  reform  for  Ireland,  no 
plan  of  amelioration  for  the  tenants,  no  plan 
for  easing  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  except  this  novel  plan  of  bringing  pres- 
sure to  bear  apon  the  landlords/' 

• 

I  agree  very  much  with  that  criticism  of 
the  hon.  Member  upon  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  and  I  fail  to 
see,  in  the  Eoyal  Speech,  any  promise  of 
satisfactory  legislation  or  change  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  which  will  meet  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 
Indeed,  I  think  we  are  justified  in  em- 
ploying again  the  expression  which 
was  used  last  year— that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  is  a  policy  of 
nothing  but  Eoyal  Commissions.  I 
do  not  condemn  such  inquiry  into 
questions  affecting  Ireland,  because  I 
think  it  may  possibly  lead  to  good 
results.  But  I  would  willingly  vote  for 
the  last  part  of  the  Amendment,  if  it 
stood  alone.  I  would  willingly  vote  for 
"  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  system 
of  government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs 
and  secure  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people."  Those  are  somewhat  general 
words,  but  they  may  well  be  accepted 
by  the  Liberal  Party  generally,  and 
even  by  that  section  who  call  them- 
selves UnioniEts.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  who  is  the  Leader 
of  the  Unionist  Party,  remarked  that 
they  pointed  only  to  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  said  nothing  about 
the  confidence  of  the  British  people. 
That  may  be  a  fair  verbal  criticism,  but 
it  would  not  deter  me  from  voting.  It 
is  for  other  other  reasons  that  I  cannot 
support  the  Amendment —first,  because 
it  invites  me  to  pronounce  a  verdict  upon 
matters  of  fact,  and  to  say  that,  in  all 
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cases  where  there  have  been  disturb* 
anoes,  the  landlords,  and  not  the  tenants, 
are  to  blame;  and,  secondly,  becaiise  it 
invites  me  to  pass  censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment for  almost  all  its  recent  policy,  for 
the  efforts  it  is  making  to  secure  law  and 
order,  and  especially  for  acts  on  which 
I  can  only  form  a  judgment  when  the 
trial  of  the  traverserscomes  on  next  week. 
But  I  shall  be  prepared,  as  the  Session 
goes  on,  to  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Party  substantial  help  in 
obtaining  such  reforms  of  the  law  and 
the  system  of  government  in  Ireland,  so 
long  as  they  are  not  in  themselves  un- 
just or  objectionable,  as  will  satisfy  the 
needs  and  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people. 

Mr.  COWLEY  LAMBERT  (Isling- 
ton,  E.) :  Sir,  I  ask  for  that  indul^nce 
which  is  usually  extended  to  a  Member 
who  rises  to  address  the  House  for  the 
first  time.  Although  I  am  a  Metro- 
politan Member,  and  have  no  particular 
connection  with  Ireland,  stiU  I  have 
frequently  visited  that  countiy,  and 
have  made  myself  familiar  with  the 
people.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  desires 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that — 

*<  The  remedy  for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish 
agprarian  affkirs  is  not  to  be  found  in  increased 
stringencv  of  criminal  procedore,  or  in  the 
porsait  of  sach  novel,  doabtful,  and  on-Coast]- 
tational  measures  as  have  recently  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Irdand,  bat 
in  such  a  reform  of  the  law  and  the  system  of 
government  as  will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure 
ike  confidence  of  the  Irish  people.** 

Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  needs  of  the 
Irish  people?  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork,  the  other  night, 
inveighed  ag^nst  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland  more 
certain  ;  but  he  offered  us  no  policy  in 
place  of  that  which  he  is  so  anxious  to 
dispense  with — his  speech  being  simply 
a  tirade  against  the  enforcement  of  law, 
and  a  cataract  of  bombastic  cautions — 
he  objected  to  them  being  called  threats 
— as  to  what  was  likely  to  happen  to  the 
Enelish  people,  their  public  buildings, 
ana  their  Ministers  if  they  dared  to  carry 
out  what  they  conceived  to  be  their  duty. 
He  says  he  is  anxious  to  satisfy  the  wants 
of  the  Irish  people.  But  what,  I  say 
again,  are  the  wants  of  the  Irish  people  f 
I  think  we  are  sometimes  inclined  to 
forget  that  the  term,  **  Irish  people,"  is 
not  synonymous  with  the  term,  **  Na- 
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tional  Loague ; "  and  that,  while  hon. 
Members  below  the  Qangway  opposite 
represent  that  portion  of  the  Irish 
people  which  is  comparatively  under  the 
thumb  of  the  National  League,  there  is 
a  very  large  part  of  the  Irish  nation 
whiok  is  law^aoiding,  who,  unfortunate- 
ly, except  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
country,  have  no  direct  representation  in 
this  House.  Now,  Sir,  there  was  no 
argument  used  at  the  last  Election  that 
carried  more  weight  than  the  argument 
used  against  handing  oyer  the  loyal 
population  of  Ireland  to  Uie  agitators. 
Speaking  as  the  Hepresentative  of  a 
working-class  constituency  in  the  north 
of  London,  I  can  say  that  there  was  no 
point  the  working  men  of  this  country 
were  more  anxious  to  listen  to,  and  upon 
which  they  made  up  their  minds  so 
firmly,  as  that  I  refer  to,  of  handing  over 
the  loyal  minority  to  the  agitators.  It 
showed  to  me  the  truth  of  the  remark  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  spoke 
last  from  this  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Yerburgh),  as  to  where  the  great  intel- 
ligence of  the  country  rests ;  and  I  must 
say,  Sir,  that  next  to  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  the  electors  of  East  Isling- 
ton show  as  much  intelligence  as  any 
other  constituency  in  the  Metropolis.  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  a  personal  matter 
of  this ;  but  on  referring  to  the  statistics 
of  the  Q^neral  Election,  I  find  that  in 
the  constituency  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent — East  Islington — out  of  a  vote 
of  6,558,  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  were  as 
many  as  29  illiterates.  When,  however, 
we  compare  that  with  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  electorate,  we  find  a  remark- 
able difference.  In  Mid  Cork,  for  in- 
stance, we  see  that  out  of  5,241  votes 
polled,  there  were  2,083  illiterates.  I 
am  not  an  Irish  landlord,  thank  good- 
ness ;  therefore,  I  can  venture,  I  think, 
to  take  a  perfectly  independent  view  of 
the  subject  before  the  House.  But  we 
have  heard  so  much  from  the  other  side 
about  the  misery  and  wretchedness  of 
the  starving  tenants,  and  the  cruelties 
and  horrors  practised  on  them  by  the 
landlords,  that  I  think  it  would  not  be 
altogether  out  of  place  if,  instead  of 
taking  part  in  an  academic  discussion, 
an  English  Member  made  a  practical 
appeal  on  behalf  of  the  loyal  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland.  I  rise  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  certain 
facts  regarding  a  very  well-known  estate 
in  the  South  of  Ireland.     The  landlord 


was  bom  and  bred  on  the  estate,  and 
had  lived  on  it  all  his  life,  as  his  father 
and  grandfather  had  done  before  him. 
This  gentleman,  like  his  predecessors, 
has  always  endeared  himself  to  his 
tenants  and  neighbours  by  acts  of  kind- 
ness and  charity,  and  up  to  a  short  time 
ago  his  rents  were  paid  punctually  and 
willingly.  Though  I  will  not  go  so  far 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare), 
and  say  that  the  police  had  to  be  called 
in  to  keep  order  amongst  the  tenants, 
owing  to  their  frantic  desire  to  pay  their 
rents — and,  as  the  hon.  Member  spoke, 
I  could  not  help  thinking,  from  that  and 
other  remarks  that  fell  from  him,  that 
some  of  the  Irish  people  must  have 
heard  of  the  advent  of  their  simple- 
minded  Cornish  champion,  and  in  their 
love  of  practical  joking  must  have  pre- 
pared a  few  travellers'  tales  for  his  special 
edification.  However,  though  no  police 
were  required  to  keep  order,  the  tenants 
on  the  ebtate  to  which  I  refer  always 
paid  their  rents  cheerfully  and  willingly. 
The  landlord  investigated  many  cases 
of  distress,  and  gave  fair  reductions  of 
rent  wherever  they  were  needed.  But, 
not  long  ago,  a  branch  of  the  National 
League  was  established,  not  amongst 
the  tenantry,  but  in  a  little  town  dose  by, 
amongst  the  *'  village  tyrants  and  disso- 
lute ruffians."  It  soon  got  to  work,  and 
endeavoured  to  ruin  the  man  who  had 
spent  his  whole  life  amongst  the  tenantry 
as  a  friend  and  neighbour.  They  boy- 
cotted and  threatened  him ;  sent  him 
rough  drawings  of  an  oblong  box,  sup- 
posed to  represent  the  useful  but  unde- 
sirable coffin ;  and  made  themselves  so 
disagreeable  to  himself  and  his  family 
that,  consulting  the  safety  of  those  who 
were  dear  to  him,  he  shut  up  his  house 
and  left  his  old  home  for  a  more  civi- 
lized country,  where  outrage  and  moon- 
lighting is  not  known,  and  where  people 
who  wish  to  live  in  peace  and  quiet  are 
protected  by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law. 
To  my  own  knowledge,  the  poor  people 
who  live  round  about  there  have  never 
ceased  to  lament  the  good  times  that 
have  gone.  They  always  looked  upon 
this  landlord  as  their  best  friend,  because 
they  always  found  in  him  a  sympathizer 
both  in  their  sorrows  and  in  their  joys  ; 
and  remembering  the  cause  of  their 
trouble,  now  I  myself  have  heard  them 
day  and  night  cursing  the  National 
League  as  the  cause  of  all  their  misfor- 
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tunes.  Well,  Sir,  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
of  which  we  have  Iieard  so  much,  has 
n  ot  yet  been  introduced  into  this  parti- 
cular district,  but  nobody  knows  how 
soon  it  may  not  be  brought  there.  I  re- 
me  mber  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Qalway  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  saying  the 
other  night  that  the  order  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  not  a  harum-scarum, 
slap-dash  kind  of  order.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  perfectly  right.  It  is  a  more  quiet, 
hole-in- the-comer,  back-door  sort  of  pro- 
ceeding. I  read  in  the  paper,  not  very 
long  ago,  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  being 
p  ut  into  operation  in  a  certain  district. 
The  leaders  who  had  to  do  the  rent-col- 
lecting took  up  their  positions  in  good 
time,  but  they  were  followed  by  the 
police,  whose  object  was  to  prevent  them 
from  carrying  out  their  design.  We  can 
imagine  what  occurred — we  can  imagine 
the  police  drawn  up  in  front  of  the  inn 
to  catch  the  rent  collectors,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner), 
with  his  pleasant  face  and  jaunty  air, 
was  making  off  through  the  back  window 
under  cover  of  night  in  order  to  carry 
the  development  of  the  conspiracy  in 
which  he  was  engaged  to  some  other 
80  3ne,  like  a  conspirator  in  some  trans- 
pontine  drama.  Though  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  not  yet  put  in  force  on  the 
estate  to  which  I  have  alluded,  yet  from 
all  I  have  heard  the  people  are  not  very 
happy  in  their  minds.  It  seems  that 
quite  lately  they  had  a  new  High 
Sheriff  appointed — a  well-known  Na- 
tionalist Member  of  this  House,  whose 
first  act,  I  believe,  was — and  I  mention 
it  subject  to  correction—to  dismiss  the 
sub- Sheriff,  who  has  acted  in  that  capa- 
city for  some  years,  as  his  father  did 
before  him,  and  put  in  his  place  a  Na- 
tionalist solicitor  from  Tipperary.  I 
have  no  sympathy  whatever  with  hard 
and  unjust  landlords,  but  I  do  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  sympathy  for  those 
men  who  have  always  treated  their 
tenants  fairly  and  have  spent  their  whole 
lives  among  them.  It  seems  to  me  very 
odd  to  notice  that  during  this  debate 
which  has  occupied  the  past  few  days, 
nothing  appears  to  annoy  the  patriots 
more  than  the  suggestion  that  the 
agents  of  the  Government  have  used 
what  power  they  had  to  bring  about 
a  settlement  between  the  landlords 
and  tenants.  It  was  not  until  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  gave 
his  approval  of  this  act  of  meroy  be- 

JUr.  Cowley  Lambert 


tween  the  two  parties,   that  any  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  oppo^te 
followed  suit.    I  appeal,   however,    to 
hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  to 
support  the  Government  in  its  endea^ 
vours  to  carry  out  the  law  of  the  land 
against  the  law  of  the  League.  I  do  not 
believe,  from  what  I  have  seen,  that  it 
is  much  use  appealing  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  for  they  have 
shown  themselves,  by  their  speeches,  the 
representatives  of  the  National  League, 
and  not  of  the  Irish  nation.    I  might  as 
soon  appeal  to  a  Bepgal  tiger  to  have 
mercy  on  its  victim,  as  ask  a  Nationalist 
to  have  mercy  upon  a  landlord.    I  ap- 
peal to  the  fairer-minded  Members  oq 
behalf  of  those  in  Ireland  who  for  so 
long  have  been  manfully  fighting  against 
the  National  League,  and  who,  like  the 
garrison  of  Lucknow,  cry  out  contiou- 
ally,  **  When  will  help  come?"    I  was 
very  glad  yesterday  to  hear  in  the  ad- 
mirable speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse) 
that  wo  have  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
I  know  what  they  have  done  for  the 
country.    No  one  knows  it  better  than 
I ;  for  it  certainly  is  not  entirely  owing 
to  my  own  exertions  that  in  the  district 
I  represent  a  minority  was  converted 
into  a  majority  of  1,400.    No  doubt, 
that    change   was    effected    partly    bj 
Liberal  Unionists'  votes ;  and  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  they  will  go  on  as  they 
began  at  the  lacft  £leotion.    Well,  Sir, 
I  wish,  before  this  debate  doses,  to  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  on  behalf  of  those — whether 
andlords  or  tenants  —  who   are   only 
anxious  to  carry  out  the  law,  and  to 
live,  as  their  fathers  did  before  them, 
in  peace  and  good-will  with  their  neigh* 
hours.   I  appeal,  Sir,  on  behalf  of  those 
who  measure  their  patriotism  by  their 
love  of  law  and  their  country,  rather 
than    of    those    who,    like    hon.  Geo. 
tlemen  opposite,  measure  their  patriot- 
ism by    their   love  for    the   immortal 
dollar. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby):  Sir,  My  noble  Friend  tiie 
Member  for  Kossendale  (the  Marquesi 
of  Hartington)  made  some  observatioofl 
at  the  commencement  of  his  speech  upoa 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  upon  the 
practice  of  lengthened  discussioa  upon 
the  Address.  Now,  I  very  muoh  agree 
with  him ;  and  I  prefer  the  older  praotios, 
where  the  discussions  on  the  Address 
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were  much  more  limited  than  they  are  at 
present;  but  I  must  disclaim  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  responsibility  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  modern  practice. 
Lengthened  and  protracted  debates 
upon  the  Address,  extending?  to  1 1  days, 
were  the  invention  of  the  Opposition  of 
1880,  and,  therefore,  it  is  they  who  must 
bear  the  responsibility  of  a  bad  practice. 
It  is  much  easier  to  inaugurate  a  bad 
practice  than  to  put  an  end  to  it,  either 
in  the  House  of  Commons  or  elsewhere.; 
but  there  is  another  feature  in  the  con- 
duct of  this  debate  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  attention.  I  never  recollect  a  case 
in  which,  upon  a  specific  Amendment, 
where  the  administration  and  the  policy 
of  the  Government  were  challenged, 
five  days  were  allowed  to  elapse  before 
any  reeponsible  Minister  had  the  courage 
to  rise  up  and  reply.  To  whom  has  the 
defepce  of  the  Administration  been  left  ? 
Why,  to  one  lawyer  after  another.  We 
have  had  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Holmes),  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  the  Solicitor 
General  for  England  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke),  and  to-night  we  have  had-;— 
well,  the  Home  Secretary  ( Mr.  Matthews) ; 
but  he  is  not  so  familiar  with  the  duties 
of  his  new  Office  as  to  have  forgotten 
his  ancient  profession ;  and  I  must  a^y 
I  thought  that  the  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  we  have  heard  from  him 
to-night  was  much  more  professional 
than  political.  There  are  few  men  more 
distinguished  in  his  own  walk  than 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  GentlemJetn. 
There  is  no  man  who  has  a  more 
sincere  respect  for  his  great  abilities 
than  I  have ;  but  to-night  he  held  a 
▼ery  bad  brief,  extremely  ill-drawn  up. 
If  I  might  venture  to  give  the  right  hon. 
and  lefurned  Gentleman  advice,  it  would 
be  that  the  next  time  ho  has  a  case  to 
defend,  he  should  not  be  instructed  by 
the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union ;  because 
it  may  happen  to  him  again,  as  it  has 
happened  to-night,  to  make  charges 
which  are  entirely  baseless,  and  to  state 
facts  altogether  unfounded.  There  was 
one  sentence  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  which  I  am 
able  entirely  to  concur — namely,  the  sen- 
tence in  which  praises  are  lavished  upon 
the  massive  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Eossendale.  Yes,  if  the 
Government  want  massive  defences,  they 
must  come  to  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer — the  Liberal  Member 
of  a  Tory  Administration — told  us,  a  few 
weeks  ago,  that  Lord  Salisbury  was  in 
Office,  but  Lord  Hartington  was  in 
power.  He  told  us,  at  the  same  time — 
a  sentiment  from  which  he  seems  rather 
to  have  departed — 

'^  That  it  is  a  vulgar  notion  to  suppose  that, 
if  any  cause  is  victorious,  that  cause  must  be 
celebrated  by  its  Leader  being  put  into  Minis- 
terial uniform.*' 

He  told  us  at  the  same  time  as  he  told 
us  at  Liverpool,  that  he  is  the  *'  cham- 
pion of  his  country,"  and  the  represen- 
tative and  the  exponent  of  the  great 
historical  and  traditional  Liberal  Party; 
but  this  has  not  prevented  him  from 
putting  on  the  Conservative  Ministerial 
uniform.  Not  long  ago,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, he  told  us  that  Lord  Salisbury  was 
in  Office,  but  that  Lord  Hartington  was 
in  power.  He  has  left  the  Party  who 
are  in  power  to  join  the  Party  who  are 
in  Office-^he  who  is  the  true  exponent  of 
the  traditional  Liberal  Party.  Well, 
Sir,  in  common,  I  am  sure,  with  the  rest 
of  the  House,  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
a  man  of  his  eminent  character  and 
ability  again  among  us.  \_Cr%M  of 
''Question!"]  I  do  not  desire  to  de- 
part from  the  Question,  or  to  say  ary- 
thing  disagreeable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  We  are  all  glad  to  see  him 
here,  and  we  are  glad  to  see  him  in  his 
right  place.  But  I  only  referred  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  connection  with 
the  remarkable  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Hossendale. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  quite  right  that  the 
noble  Marquess,  who  has  *'  the  power," 
should  make  the  official  defence  of  the 
Government  who  carry  out  the  policy 
which  he  prescribes.  That  is  the  situa- 
tion, and  that  is,  I  suppose,  the  explana- 
tion why  we  have  departed  from  the 
ordinary  practice  that,  on  occasions  of 
this  kind,  the  Minister  responsible  for 
the  government  of  Ireland  should 
naturally  rise,  at  the  earliest  moment, 
to  defend  the  Government,  and  to  state, 
not  only  what  has  been  the  policy  in  the 
past,  but  what  policy  towards  Ireland  it 
intends  to  pursue.  Well,  in  spite  of  all 
that  has  been  said  about  thrusting  aside 
the  question  of  Ireland,  and  going  to 
other  business,  the  question  of  Ireland 
still  forces  itself  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  and  upon  the  attention  of 
the  country.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
in  this  debate  about  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.   My  noble  Friend  the  Member 
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aetonisbment,  as  coming  from  one  who, 
I  remember,  denounced  me  on  the  occa- 
elon  to  which  he  himself  alluded  for 
throwing  over  Judges  and  juries  in  Ire- 
land, because  I  did  not  go  out  of  my 
way  to  uphold  the  finding  of  a  jury  in  a 
case  about  which  I  knew  nothing  at  all. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  asked  us  to 
secure  a  fair  trial. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET :  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  on  this 

?oint.  What  I  intended  to  say  and  what 
did  say  with  regard  to  the  present 
trials  was  tbis — tbat  I  hoped  the  ordinary 
course  would  be  pursued.  I  thought  it 
most  important  that  should  be  observed, 
as  a  contrary  course  would  produce  a 
bad  impression. 

Sir    MICHAEL    HICKS-BEACH: 
Tes,  Sir;    the  ordinary  course  will  be 
pursued.    The  course  will  be  pursued 
which  was  followed  when  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  himself  was  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  and  which  has  been  pur- 
sued, so  far  as  I  know,  for  many  years  in 
Ireland.  We  say,  without  hesitation,  that 
the  officials  whose  duty  it  is  to  undertake 
the  work  will,  without  scruple,  direct 
those  jurors  to  stand  aside  who  they  have 
reason  to  believe  cannot  give  a  verdict 
without  fear  or  favour.  That  is  the  way, 
and  the  only  way,  in  which  a  fair  jury 
can  be  obtained.  [ Cries  of  "Packing ! "] 
Hon.  Members  talk  of  packing  juries, 
What  is  the  use  of  putting  men  on  juries 
who  are  afraid  to  give  a  verdict  accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  ?    Is  it  fair  to  such 
men  themselves  to  ask  them  to  incur 
personal  danger  to  which  they  are  sub- 
jected?   Why,  Sir,  it  has  been  already 
stated   in   this  House    what    followed 
certain  trials  at  the  Winter  Assizes  in 
Cork.     Two  of  the  jurors  who  found 
some  of  the  Kerry  Moonlighters  guilty 
were  butter  merchants    in  Cork,   and 
only  the  other  day  a  notice  was  pub- 
lished   publicly   in    Tralee,    requiring 
the  Kerry  farmers    not  to  deal  with 
those  butter  merchants,  because  they 
had  the  courage  to  act  upon  the  evi- 
dence placed  before  them.    There  were 
two  men — two  Catholics,   one  was  a 
trier  of  the  jury  panel,  and  the  other 
was  a  juror  at  the  Sligo  Aesizes;  both  of 
these  men  decided  according  to  their 
oaths.   They  have  been  Boycotted.  And 
what  did  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  read  to  the 
House  to-night.    He  read  to  the  House 
a  quotation  from  a  speech  of  the  bon. 

!sir  Wittiam  Harcourt 


Member  for  North  Wexford  (Mr.  J. 
Bedmond\  which  I  confess  I  had  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  contra* 
dieted.    What  was  it  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said?      It  was  this — that,  in  hia 
opinion,  it  was  far  better  for  a  man  to  be 
condemned  to  penal  servitude  for  the 
term  of  his  natural  life  than  to  form  one 
of  the  jury  who  would  so  outrage  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  whole  Irish  people 
as  to  find  the  traversers  guilty.    I  am 
bound  to  say  that  if  the  officials  of  the 
Crown  do  not  take  care  to  direct  those 
persons  to  stand  aside  who  would-  be 
influenced  by  fear  or  favour  in  arriving 
at  a  verdict  they  would  not  do  their  duty 
to  the  Ot)vemment  of  the  country.  Now, 
Sir,  I  should  not  have  said  that  much 
about  the  trials,  but  for  the  observation 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby ;  but  I  must 
say  this — that  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
thing— that  in  spite  of  the  defence  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  which  has  been  so 
freely  made  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  and  less  freely  by  some  hoo. 
Members  who    do    not  belong  to  the 
Irish  Party,  there  is   nothing  in   this 
Amendment     which    is   favourable   to 
the  Plan   of  Campaign.      I   have  no 
doubt     that    that    considerably    eases 
their  consciences.    All  that  this  Amend* 
ment     suggests    is    that    the    remedy 
for  the  existing  crisis  in  Irish  agrarian 
aflairs  is  to  be  found  in  Home   Bule. 
Well,  but  what  is  the  real  meaning  of 
that  suggestion?    How  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
suppose  that  Home  Bule  is  to  remedy 
the  Irish  agrarian  crisis?    What  are 
the  principles  upon  which  an  Irish  Home 
Bule  Parliament  would  be  likely  to  act 
in  dealing  with    the  agrarian    crisis? 
Are  they  not  the  principles  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  ?     Well,  but  what  are  the 
principles  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign? 
We  know  very  well  what  they  are  said 
to  be  in  Ireland — ^the  slicing  down  of 
rents  by  degrees  until  the  tenant  can 
remain  in  the  holding,  if  not  free  from 
rent  at  all,   at  least  paying  only  the 
prairie  value. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quote  any  speech 
in  which  that  is  stated  ? 

Sir    MICHAEI.   HICKS- BEACH: 
I  could  quote  half-a-dozen  speeches  in 
proof  of  it.    The  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self said  the  other  day,  in  this  House^ 
.  that  his  motto  in  this  matter  was  that 
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the    tenant    should    neither   pay  nor 

go- 
Ma.  DILLON:  I  am  sure  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  does  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent me.  What  I  said— and  it  is 
very  well  known  in  Ireland  what  I  have 
said — what  I  have  said  all  along  in  the 
matter  is,  that  when  the  tenant  is  re- 
quired to  pay  a  rack-rent,  and  a  reason- 
able reduction  is  refused,  ho  should 
neither  pay  nor  go. 

Sib  klOHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  should  like  to  press  this  a  little  fur- 
ther. What  is  it  that  hon.  Members 
consider  a  fair  rent  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  gave  us  a  definition  of 
that  to-night.  He  said  that,  in  his 
opinion,  rent  was  not  to  be  paid  except 
from  the  surplus  produce  of  the  farm ; 
and  that  the  tenant  was  entitled  to  keep 
his  furniture,  his  stock,  and  his  holding, 
and  to  decline  to  go  out  of  his  farm 
unless  there  was  a  surplus  profit  out  of 
which  to  pay  rent.  But  the  law  says 
that  if  a  tenant  does  not  pay  his  rent  he 
shall  go  out.  Parliament  may  modify 
the  law;  but,  while  the  law  exists,  it 
ought  to  be  obeyed.  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  con- 
tradict that  assertion  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast— [Mr.  Johnston  ( Belfast, 
8.) :  The  hon.  j5f  ember  for  West  Bel- 
fast.] I  accept  my  hon.  Friend's  cor- 
rection. I  do  not  thiok  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sexton)  will  represent  West 
Belfast  again.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  compared  the 
relative  position  of  the  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  land  in  Ireland  to  that  of  the 
di£Perent  classes  of  shareholders  in  a 
bank.  But  supposing  that  the  share- 
holders in  a  bank  declined  to  pay  the 
debenture  holders,  or  the  preference 
shareholders,  the  interest  due  to  them, 
unless  they  agreed  to  accept  a  certain  re- 
duction of  that  interest ;  and  supposing 
that,  in  addition  to  taking  that  course, 
they  combined  to  fight  it  out;  if  the 
hon.  Member  who  takes  that  view  were 
a  shareholder  in  the  bank,  whether  in 
England  or  in  Ireland,  he  would  soon 
find  that  the  law  of  the  land  would 
compel  him  to  keep  his  obligation ;  and 
I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, in  the  few  remarks  which  he  vouch- 
safed on  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  had 
shown  us  why  a  debt  due  to  a  landlord, 
guarded,  as  it  is,  by  the  authority  of  the 
Land  Act  for  which  he  himself  is  re- 
sponsible, is  to  be  less  sacred  than  a  debt 


due  to  a  debenture  holder  or  preference 
shareholder  of  a  bank.  I  have  carefully 
considered  a  g^od  many  speeches  made 
in  Ireland  on  the  subject,  and  I  believe 
that  this  is  a  fair  representation  of  what 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  said  to  be  in 
Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I  should  characterize 
— and  I  should  think  the  great  majority 
of  this  House,  including  not  a  few  honest 
and  independent  Radicals,  would  charac- 
terize— that  Plan  of  Campaign  as  nothing 
less  than  a  doctrine  of  public  plunder. 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to 
accept  a  settlement  by  a  Home  Bule 
Parliament  in  Ireland  of  the  agrarian 
difficulty  based  upon  a  doctrine  of  public 
plunder?  He  was  not  prepared  to  ac- 
cept it  last  summer ;  but  he  may  have 
changed  his  mind  since  then.  At  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hie 
Colleagues  carefully  retained  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Land  Question  in  their 
own  hands— in  the  hands  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament — and  nobody  was  stronger 
in  that  matter  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley).  Why  did  they  retain  it  ? 
Because  they  would  not  trust  a  Home 
Rule  Parliament.  But  what  is  there  in 
the  doctrines  that  have  been  preached 
in  Ireland  in  this  matter,  or  in  the  acts 
that  have  been  done  in  Ireland  since 
that  time,  which  has  convinced  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
that  he  caa  now  safely  entrust  to  a 
Homo  Hule  Parliament  that  which  he 
refused  to  entrust  to  it  last  summer? 
Can  they  deal  with  a  great  agrarian 
crisis  in  any  other  way  ?  Why,  Sir, 
what  is  the  cause  of  this  agrarian  crisis, 
if  there  be  one  ?  Is  it  not  low  prices  ? 
And  to  what  are  these  prices  due  but  to 
foreign  importations;  and  can  an  Irish 
Home  Bule  Parliament  deal  with  the 
question  of  foreign  importation?  Ob, 
no !  that  was  carefully  kept  out  of  their 
province  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and,  therefore,  I  very  much  wish  that  in- 
stead of  some  of  those  remarkable  asser- 
tions of  novel  principles  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  believed  had  been  his 
principles  for  the  last  40  years,  he  had 
shown  us  some  grounds  for  thinking 
either  that  an  Irish  Parliament  would 
not  act  in  accordance  with  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  or  that  it  would  meet 
the  agrarian  crisis  in  some  other 
way.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  voting  for  this 
Amendment,  is  voting  for  what  is  a 
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most  absurd  non  sequitur»  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and,  to  some  extent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  twitted 
us  about  our  Irish  policy.  Well,  Sir, 
we  have  an  Irish  policy,  and  it  is  not 
that  which  is  presented  to  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  ex- 
pressed our  Irish  policy  to  Parliament 
last  September  very  fully,  and  we  have 
expressed  it,  so  far  as  it  is  possible,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  In  the  first  place,  having 
regard  to  the  agrarian  agitation  and 
its  effects  in  Ireland,  we  felt  bound 
to  say  that  we  think  it  necessary  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
more  efficient  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law ;  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  made  to  feel  that  the  law  will 
deal  promptly  and  quickly  with  those 
who  break  it,  and  that  remedial  mea- 
sures, when  proposed  and  carried  in 
Parliament,  shall  be  free  to  work  in 
that  country.  But  our  Irish  policy  is 
not  confined  to  an  alteration  of  criminal 
procedure — we  expect  every  day  the  Re- 
port of  Lord  Cowper's  Commission  on 
the  law  of  land  tenure  and  land  purchase 
in  Ireland.  As  soon  as  we  receive  that 
Beport  we  shall  not  lose  a  day  in  con- 
sidering it,  and  in  submitting  to  the 
House  any  recommendations  which  the 
Commissioners  may  make,  or  any  other 
proposals  which  we  may  think  it  right 
that  this  House  should  adopt.  We 
know,  and  we  have  always  said,  that 
there  is  much  in  the  Irish  Land  Law 
which  requires  amendment.  Wo  do  not 
believe  in  a  system  of  dual  ownership. 
We  do  believe  in  a  considerable  exten- 
sion of  land  purchase  in  Ireland ;  but 
we  believe,  also,  that  there  are  other 
matters  in  the  Irish  Ijand  Law  which 
require  amendment ;  and  these,  no  doubt, 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission  and  in  the  Bill  which  we 
shall  introduce.  Not  only  that,  but  we 
have  in  contemplation,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  measures  for  tleveloping  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  probably,  forgotten 
that  fact.  Well,  he  thinks  so  quickly 
that  I  can  excuse  him ;  but  those  mea- 
sures are  really  in  our  contemplation. 
We  do  not  believe  in  emigration  as  the 
first  cure  for  the  congested  districts  in 
Ireland.  We  would  far  sooner  see  the 
development  of  agricultureor fisheries,  or 
other  works  which  may  g^ve  employment 
to  the  population ;  that  employment  of 
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which  political  agitation  has  so  larg^y 
deprived  them,  and  wliich,  in  view  of 
the  exceptional  circumstances  in  Ir^and, 
might  seem  to  justify,  to  some  extent. 
Government  assistance;  but  we  would 
look  mainly  to  a  re-establishment  of  that 
confidence  in  Ireland  which  would  invite 
the  investment  of  private  capital,  with- 
out which  no  country  can  flourish.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  do  not  say  that  some 
of  those  proposals  may  not  be  worthy  of 
consideration.  They  tell  us  that  what- 
ever we  propose,  whether  it  be  a  change 
in  the  Land  Laws,  whether  it  be  a 
development  of  industrial  resouroea, 
whether  it  be  a  supplementary  sdieme 
of  emigration — all  that  must  be  done, 
not  by  this  House,  but  by  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, and  therefore  they  will  have 
nothing  to  say  to  it.  I  saw,  the  other 
day,  that  an  hon.  Member,  in  referring 
to  a  possible  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Ireland,  said  that  they  would  accept  it  as 
far  as  it  went ;  but  that  it  would  be  used 
only  as  a  lever  for  the  establishment  of 
an  Irish  Parliament.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
non  possumtM  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  oppose  to  our  policy ;  but 
surely  we  have  a  right  to  some  better 
consideration  than  that.  We  represent 
a  majority  in  this  House ;  we  represent 
the  majority  of  the  Electors  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  They  have  declined 
to  accept  your  proposal  for  an  Irish 
Parliament;  and  we  have  a  right  to 
press  upon  the  House  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  Jay  before  it,  at  the  proper  time, 
and  as  soon  as  possible,  those  proposals 
which  we  are  anxious  to  make  for  the 
benefit  and  better  government  of  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  says — *'  Oh,  no ! 
We  are  in  a  leaden  atmosphere ;  and  we 
have  no  hope  or  expectation  of  any 
satisfactory  work  in  Parliament  this 
year."  Well,  that  atmosphere  is  of  his 
own  creating.  If  he,  and  those  who  sit 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  would  bat 
think  of  the  days  that  have  been  wasted 
already  in  debating  the  Address,  and  of 
the  duty  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Wolverhampton  frankly 
admits  lies  upon  them,  of  giving 
us  a  fair  opportunity  of  placing  oar 
proposals  before  the*  House,  I  think 
that  the  leaden  atmosphere  might  dis- 
solve, and  that  we  might  be  free  from 
further  unnecessary  talk  upon  the  Speech 
of  Her  Majesty.    I  ventured  to  say,  a 
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few  days  ag^o,  epeakiDg  on  the  Address, 
that  it  was  useless  to  maintain  the  Union 
unless,  with  the  Union,  we  maintained 
the  reign  of  law  in  Ireland  ;  and  I  will 
go  further,  and  saj  that  it  is  useless  for 
the  constituencies  of  the  country  to  give 
a  mandate  to  this  House  to  retain  the 
control  of  Parliament  over  Ireland  un- 
less this  House  takes  care  to  place  itself 
in  a  position,  and  that  soon»  so  to  exer- 
cise control  over  its  own  Business,  that 
it  may  ful61  the  duty  which  the  con- 
stituencies have  imposed  upon  it. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  complained  of  the  length  of  time 
occupied  by  these  debates;  and  no  doubt, 
frf>m  his  point  of  view,  his  complaint  is 
well-founded.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must,  at  least,  admit  that  these  de- 
bates may  be  of  some  service  to  the  Party 
in  th6  House  of  which  he  complained 
— namely,  the  Irish  Party ;  for  *they 
have  received  many  lessons  in  morality 
from  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
attached  to  the  landlord  interest.  When 
he  attacks  the  Irish  Party  with  regard 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I  should  like 
to  ask  him  one  or  two  questions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
Irish  tenants  wish  to  deprive  the  Irish 
landlords  of  their  rights;  but  has  he 
ever  considered  how  much  per  annum 
the  Irish  Land  Act  and  Irish  agitation 
has  taken^off  the  rents  of  the  landlords 
in  Ireland?  It  is  something  like 
£2,000,000  per  annum;  or,  in  other 
words,  the  Irish  landlords  haye  been 
robbing  the  Irish  tenants  for  generations 
of  £2,000,000  a-year.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  bring  in  any  Bill  or  Amendment 
of  the  law,  under  which  this  annual  sum 
of  £2,000,000  shall  bo  dealt  with  as  a 
set-off  for  the  benefit  of  the  tenants; 
because,  if  not,  I  am  unable  to  see  on 
what  the  complaint  of  dishonesty  is 
founded.  The  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
merely,  at  its  worst,  a  set-off  for  the 
robbery  of  the  Irish  tenantry  in  the  past. 
But  there  is  another  aspect  of  the  case. 
We  hear  that  law  and  order  must  be 
maintained  in  Ireland ;  and,  no  doubt, 
the  terms  law  and  order  in  the  minds  of 
Englishmen  represent  something  that 
ought  to  be  maintained ;  but  whose  law 
and  whose  order  ?  We  do  not  recognize 
your  laws ;  we  do  not  recognize  the  laws 
of  Gentlemen  of  the  intelligence  of  the 


late  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton), 
or  of  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  who 
know  nothing  whatever  about  our 
country.  When  you  talk  of  law  and 
order,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  we 
believe  that  every  one  of  your  laws  is 
vitiated  by  the  fact  that  you  have  no 
power  to  'impose  them  upon  us.  We 
merely  adopt  them  so  far  as  they  ate  a 
convenience  to  us,  and  no  further.  With 
regard  to  what  has  been  stated  as  to  thjB 
right  of  the  landlords,  it  seems  to  me 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  forget  that  we 
have  never  recognized  those  rights. 
We  have  always  maintained  that  the 
right  of  the  tenant  in  the  soil  was 
a  permanent  right,  and  that  the  right 
of  the  landlord  in  the  soil  was  merely 
accidental,  acquired  by  confiscation, 
plunder,  and  robbery,and  maintained  by 
foreign  bayonets.  I  should  like  to  know 
how,  if  we  were  to  press  this  to  a  de- 
gree, it  would  suit  some  hon.  Members 
opposite  ?  But  we  are  not  inclined  so  to 
press  it ;  we  are  willing  that  the  land- 
lords should  have  a  fair  rent  from  the 
land,  and  that  if  he  is  to  be  paid  out  he 
should  have  a  fair  sum  for  nis  interest 
in  the  soil.  It  is  our  policy  to  get  rid  of 
the  landlords  as  cheaply  as  we  can ;  but, 
so  far  as  the  landlord's  rights  are  con- 
cerned, ire  have  entirely  declined  to 
recognize  them.  The  Irish  tenant  has 
never  recognized  the  landlord's  right 
as  an  abstract  right,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve he  ever  will  do  so.  But  I  can 
quite  believe  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
naan's  anxiety  to  bring  forward  a  scheme 
of  purchase,  and  I  can  also  understand 
his  present  anxiety  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  I  hear  that  it  is  proposed 
further  to  extend  the  purchase  scheme 
of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  That,  in  my 
opinion,  is  the  real  ground  of  the  anxiety 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  taught  the  Irish  people  how 
easy  it  is  to  combine  against  the  land- 
lords. It  will  teach  them  how  easy  it 
will  be  afterwards  to  combine  against  a 
foreign  Government,  if  that  foreign 
Government  make  themselves  land- 
lords in  place  of  the  existing  ones. 
That  is  really  the  secret  of  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  You, 
who  put  out  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  on  the  plea  that  you 
would  not  accept  his  purchase  scheme, 
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most  absurd  non  sequitur.  The  hoD. 
Member  for  Cork  and,  to  some  extent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  twitted 
ns  about  our  Irisli  policy.  Well,  Sir, 
we  have  an  Irish  policy,  and  it  is  not 
that  which  is  presented  to  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  ex- 
pressed our  Irish  policy  to  Parliament 
last  September  very  fully,  and  we  have 
expressed  it,  so  far  as  it  is  possible,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  In  the  first  place,  having 
regard  to  the  agrarian  agitation  and 
its  effects  in  Ireland,  we  felt  bound 
to  say  that  we  think  it  necessary  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
more  efficient  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law ;  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  made  to  feel  that  the  law  will 
deal  promptly  and  quickly  with  those 
who  break  it,  and  that  remedial  mea- 
sures, when  proposed  and  carried  in 
Parliament,  shall  be  free  to  work  in 
that  country.  But  our  Irish  policy  is 
not  confined  to  an  alteration  of  criminal 
procedure — we  expect  every  day  the  Re- 
port of  Lord  Cowper's  Commission  on 
the  law  of  land  tenure  and  land  purchase 
in  Ireland.  As  soon  as  we  receive  that 
Beport  we  shall  not  lose  a  day  in  con- 
sidering it,  and  in  submitting  to  the 
House  any  recommendations  which  the 
Commissioners  may  make,  or  any  other 
proposals  which  we  may  think  it  right 
that  this  House  should  adopt.  We 
know,  and  we  have  always  said,  that 
there  is  much  in  the  Irish  Land  Law 
which  requires  amendment.  Wo  do  not 
believe  in  a  system  of  dual  ownership. 
We  do  believe  in  a  considerable  exten- 
sion of  land  purchase  in  Ireland ;  but 
we  believe,  also,  that  there  are  other 
matters  in  the  Irish  Land  Law  which 
require  amendment ;  and  these,  no  doubt, 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  and  in  the  Bill  which  we 
shall  introduce.  Not  only  that,  but  we 
have  in  contemplation,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  measures  for  -developing  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  probably,  forgotten 
that  fact.  Well,  he  thinks  so  quickly 
that  I  can  excuse  him ;  but  those  mea- 
■iires  are  really  in  our  contemplation, 
do  not  believe  in  emigration  as  the 
^ure  for  the  congested  districts  in 
ad.  We  would  far  sooner  see  the 
opment  of  agriculture  or  fisheries,  or 
works  which  may  give  employment 
iie  population ;  that  employment  of 
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which  political  agitation  has  so  largely 
deprived  them,  and  wliich,  in  view  of 
the  exceptional  circumstances  in  Ireland, 
might  seem  to  justify,  to  some  extent. 
Government  assistance;  but  we  would 
look  mainly  to  a  re-establishment  of  that 
confidence  in  Ireland  which  would  invite 
the  investment  of  private  capital,  with- 
out which  no  country  can  flourish.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  do  not  say  that  some 
of  those  proposals  may  not  be  worthy  of 
consideration.  They  tell  us  that  what- 
ever we  propose,  whether  it  be  a  change 
in  the  Land  Laws,  whether  it  be  a 
development  of  industrial  resouroee, 
whether  it  be  a  supplementary  scheme 
of  emigration — all  that  must  be  done, 
not  by  this  House,  but  by  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, and  therefore  they  will  have 
nothing  to  say  to  it.  I  saw,  the  other 
day,  that  an  hon.  Member,  in  referring 
to  a  possible  Local  Gt>vemment  Bill  for 
Ireland,  said  that  they  would  accept  it  as 
far  as  it  went ;  but  that  it  would  be  used 
only  as  a  lever  for  the  establishment  of 
an  Irish  Parliament.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
non  possumus  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  oppose  to  our  policy ;  but 
surely  we  have  a  right  to  some  better 
consideration  than  that.  We  represent 
a  majority  in  this  House ;  we  represent 
the  majority  of  the  Electors  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  They  have  declined 
to  accept  your  propos^  for  an  Irish 
Parliament;  and  we  have  a  right  to 
press  upon  the  House  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  lay  before  it,  at  the  proper  time« 
and  as  soon  as  possible,  those  proposals 
which  we  are  anxious  to  make  for  the 
benefit  and  better  government  of  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  says — <'  Oh,  no ! 
We  are  in  a  leaden  atmosphere ;  and  we 
have  no  hope  or  expectation  of  any 
satisfactory  work  in  Parliament  this 
year."  Well,  that  atmosphere  is  of  bis 
own  creating.  If  he,  and  those  who  sit 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  would  bat 
think  of  the  days  that  have  been  wasted 
already  in  debating  the  Address,  and  of 
the  duty  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Wolverhampton  frankly 
admits  lies  upon  them,  of  giving 
us  a  fair  opportunity  of  placing  our 
proposals  before  the  House,  I  think 
that  the  leaden  atmosphere  might  die* 
solve,  and  that  we  might  be  free  from 
further  unnecessary  talk  npon  the  Speech 
of  Her  Majesty.    I  ventured  to  say,  a 
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few  days  ago,  speaking  on  the  Address, 
that  it  was  useless  to  maintain  the  Union 
unless,  with  the  Union,  wo  maintained 
the  reign  of  law  in  Ireland  ;  and  I  will 
go  further,  and  say  that  it  is  useless  for 
the  constituencies  of  the  country  to  give 
a  mandate  to  this  House  to  retain  the 
control  of  Parliament  over  Ireland  un- 
less this  House  takes  care  to  place  itself 
in  a  position,  and  that  soon,  so  to  exer- 
cise control  over  its  own  Business,  that 
it  may  ful61  the  duty  which  the  con- 
stituencies have  imposed  upon  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  complained  of  the  length  of  time 
occupied  by  these  debates;  and  no  doubt, 
frf>m  his  point  of  view,  his  complaint  is 
well-founded.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must,  at  least,  admit  that  these  de- 
bates may  be  of  some  service  to  the  Party 
in  th6  House  of  which  he  complained 
— namely,  the  Irish  Party  ;  for  *they 
bave  received  many  lessons  in  morality 
from  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
attached  to  the  landlord  interest.  When 
be  attacks  the  Irish  Party  with  regard 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I  should  Jike 
to  ask  him  one  or  two  questions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
Irish  tenants  wish  to  deprive  the  Irish 
landlords  of  their  rights;  but  has  he 
ever  cbnsidered  how  much  per  annum 
the  Irish  Land  Act  and  Irish  agitation 
has  taken^otf  the  rents  of  the  landlords 
in  Ireland?  It  is  something  like 
£2,000,000  per  annum;  or,  in  other 
words,  the  Irish  landlords  have  been 
robbing  the  Irish  tenants  for  generations 
of  £2,000,000  a-year.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  bring  in  any  Bill  or  Amendment 
of  the  law,  under  which  this  annual  sum 
of  £2,000,000  shall  bo  dealt  with  as  a 
set-off  for  the  benefit  of  the  tenants; 
because,  if  not,  I  am  unable  to  see  on 
what  the  complaint  of  dishonesty  is 
founded.  The  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
merely,  at  its  worst,  a  set-off  for  the 
robbery  of  the  Irish  tenantry  in  the  past. 
But  there  is  another  aspect  of  the  case. 
We  hear  that  law  and  order  must  be 
maintained  in  Ireland ;  and,  no  doubt, 
the  terms  law  and  order  in  the  minds  of 
Englishmen  represent  something  that 
ought  to  be  maintained ;  but  whose  law 
and  whose  order  ?  We  do  not  recognize 
your  laws ;  we  do  not  recognize  the  laws 
of  Gentlemen  of  the  intelHgenoe  of  the 


late  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton), 
or  of  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  who 
know  nothing  whatever  about  our 
country.  When  you  talk  of  law  and 
order,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  we 
believe  that  every  one  of  your  laws  is 
vitiated  by  the  fact  that  you  have  no 
power  to  'impose  them  upon  us.  We 
merely  adopt  them  so  far  as  they  are  a 
convenience  to  us,  and  no  further.  With 
regard  to  what  has  been  stated  as  to  the 
right  of  the  landlords,  it  seems  to  me 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  forget  that  we 
have  never  recognized  those  rights. 
We  have  always  maintained  that  the 
right  of  the  tenant  in  the  soil  was 
a  permanent  right,  and  that  the  right 
of  the  landlord  in  the  soil  was  merely 
accidental,  acquired  by  confiscation, 
plunder,  and  robbery, and  maintained  by 
foreign  bayonets.  I  should  like  to  know 
how,  if  we  were  to  press  this  to  a  de- 
gree, it  would  suit  some  hon.  Members 
opposite  ?  But  we  are  not  inclined  so  to 
press  it ;  we  are  willing  that  the  land- 
lords should  have  a  fair  rent  from  the 
land,  and  that  if  he  is  to  be  paid  out  he 
should  have  a  fair  sum  for  his  interest 
in  the  soil.  It  is  our  policy  to  get  rid  of 
the  landlords  as  cheaply  as  we  can ;  but, 
so  far  as  the  landlord's  rights  are  con- 
cerned, ire  have  entirely  declined  to 
recognize  them.  The  Irish  tenant  has 
never  recognized  the  landlord's  right 
as  an  abstract  right,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve he  ever  wul  do  so.  But  I  can 
quite  believe  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's anxiety  to  bring  forward  a  scheme 
of  purchase,  and  I  can  also  understand 
his  present  anxiety  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  I  hear  that  it  is  proposed 
further  to  extend  the  purchase  scheme 
of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  That,  in  my 
opinion,  is  the  real  ground  of  the  anxiety 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  taught  the  Irish  people  how 
easy  it  is  to  combine  against  the  land- 
lords. It  will  teach  them  how  easy  it 
will  be  afterwards  to  combine  against  a 
foreign  Government,  if  that  foreign 
Government  make  themselves  land- 
lords in  place  of  the  existing  ones. 
That  is  really  the  secret  of  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  You, 
who  put  out  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  on  the  plea  that  you 
would  not  accept  his  purchase  scheme, 
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are  now  g^ing  to  adopt  the  purchase 
system,  and  you  are  going  at  the  same 
time,  by  this  system  of  criminal  proce- 
dure,   as  you    call  it,    by    your  jury- 
packing  and  your    conspiracy  inquisi- 
tions, to  deprive  the  Irish  tenantry  of 
any  weapons  they  have  in  the  force  of 
public  opinion  with  which  to  resist  your 
inquisitions.     This  is  a    very    serious 
matter  for  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party, 
and  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen  like  the 
Member  for    West    Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain).      If  it  be  proposed  to 
force  on  the  Irish  people  a  scheme  of 
purchase,  by  a  Government  such  as  the 
landlord    Government  that  is  now  in 
power,   a  Government  which  will  not 
recognize  a  tenant's  right  to  his  own  im- 
provements, you  will  have  repudiation 
by-and-bye.    I  warn  Liberal  Unionists, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber   for   Weet    Birmingham    and  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bosseu- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  that 
if  you  attempt  to  cram  down  the  throats 
of  the  Irish  people  any  Tory  or  landlord 
scheme  of  purcliase,  much  as  you  fear 
this  Plan   of  Campaign,   the    Plan    of 
Campaign  against  the  alien  and  foreign 
Government  which  has  forced  such  pur- 
chase  upon  the  people  will  be  a  ten 
times  greater  and  more  serious  one.    In 
the  first  instance,  Sir,  no  scheme  of  pur- 
chase will    be  tolerated   by  the   Irish 
people,    or    by    their  Bepresentatives, 
which  does  not  fully  recognize  in  the 
tenant  the  right  to  his  improvements. 
No  scheme  of  a  number  of  years  pur- 
chase on  the  existing  rent  will  be  con- 
sidered,    unless  the  number  of   years 
purchase  be  very  small,  a  fair  or  equit- 
able one,  now  that  the  Irish  tenants 
have   seen  the  efficacy  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  have  shown   how  they 
can  reduce  landlords  like  Lord  Dillon 
to  reason  and  subjection.     First  convict 
the   hon.  Gentleman  the  Member    for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  by  a  packed 
jury,  convict  Mr.  William  O'Brien  by  a 
packed  jury,    suppress    United  Ireland^ 
crush  out  public  opinion,  suppress  pub- 
lic meeting — and  then,  when  you  have 
reduced  the  country  to  subjection,  when 
you  have  reduced  it  to  silence,   when 
there  is  no  body  of  men  who  dare,  for 
fear    of   your    packed    juries,    protest 
against    the  terms   of    your  purchase 
scheme ;    when  Ireland  has  been  reduced 
to  what  you  call  quiet,    a  quiet    that 
perhaps   will    only  be  broken    by  the 
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machinations  of  Ribbon  lads ;  when  yon 
think  you  have  got  all  the  conspirators 
in  gaol,  and  numbed  public  opinion,  you 
may  carry  your  purchase  scheme  and  the 
country  may  be  quiet.     But  I  do  not 
think  the  Tory  Gt)vernment  is  going  to 
remain  in    Office  always.     When  you 
have  got  your  reward  at  the  hands  of 
the  cousticuencies  another  Government 
will  come  in,  and  upon  that  Government, 
which  will  probably  and  doubtless  be  a 
Liberal  Government,  will  be  cast   the 
task  of  trying  to  restore  law  and  order 
and  contentment  and  peace  in  the  coun- 
try again.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  told   us  to-night,   in  the  very 
frankest  way,  what  are  the  instructions 
he  has  given  to  the  Crown  Solicitor  in 
Ireland  with    regard  to   jury-packing. 
•*  The  Crown  Solicitor."  he  said,   **  will 
pursue  the  usual  course  and  select  the 
jurdrs."    Now,  allow  me  to  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  what  is 
the  usual  course  in  political  trials  in  Ire- 
land,  or  even  in  our  political    trials. 
Under  the  Crimes  Act,  where  you  had  a 
special  jury,  not  a  common  jury  as  at 
present,  you  challenged  in  some  cases  75 
jurors,   and  in  other  cases  65.    In  the 
case  of  Joe  Poole,  who  was  hanged,  you 
challenged  60 ;  and  let  me  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  talks  about  the 
independence  of  jurors,  that  there  is  not 
a  man  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment 
who  believes  that  Poole  was  guilty.     He 
was  defended  by  a  Tory  lawyer,  and  I 
am  told  that  that  lawyer  went  after  the 
trial  to  one  of  the  jury  and  said — *'  How 
could    you    find    him    guilty    of    the 
murder  ?  Although  it  was  admitted  he 
was  a  Fenian,  he  apparently  did  not  be- 
long  to  the  party  who  committed  the 
crime."  The  juror  said — ''Do  you  know, 
if  Poole  had  been  proved    to    be    in 
Australia  at  the  time,  we  would  have 
had  to  convict  him  ?  "  And  these  are  the 
men  of   independent    thought !     Why 
would  they  have  had  to  convict  him  ? 
Because,    Sir,    intimidation  prevails  in 
their  set,  just  as  you  charge  us  with  its 
prevalence  in  ours.    They  in  their  dabs, 
they  at  their  dinner  parties,  they  amongii 
their  landlord  friends,  would  be  Boy- 
cotted.     But    it    would  be    a  genteel 
boycotting — it  would  not  be  published  in 
The  Daily  Express.    No,  Sir ;  the  forms 
of  Boycotting  amongst  the   aristocracy 
are  the  forms  known  to  the  Dames  of  the 
Primrose  Jjeague.     Bespectable  shop- 


1345  Mfijeiiy^s  Moit         {February  1 1,  1887}         Gracious  Speech, 


1346 


keepers  are  no  longer  dealt  with  just  as 
if  they  were  published  by  resolution, 
such  as  is  alleged  was  done  in  the  case 
of  the  Kerry  butter  buyers.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  made  a  still 
more  remarkable  confession.  It  is  true 
he  said  that  the  Sheriff  had  empanelled 
on  this  occasion  a  jury  of  2t50.  So  a 
j  ury  of  80  or  1 00  are  commonly  selected  in 
the  case  of  a  common  pickpocket,  but  only 
a  moment  before  he  had  called  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Dillon)  a  petty  pUferer. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  to  be  honoured  with 
a  panel  of  250 ;  it  is  necessary,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Crown  officials,  that  when 
the  distinguished  traversers  come  to  be 
tried  that  a  very  large  panel  should  be 
selected.  But,  Sir,  how  did  they  get 
that  idea  into  the  Sheriff's  head  ?  Did 
they  communicate  their  view  to  the 
Sheriff  ?  I  should  like  to  ask  how  it  is 
that  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  are  able 
to  know  the  views  of  the  Sheriff  so  ac- 
curately, and  how  is  it  the  Home  Secre- 
tary is  able  to  defend  the  action  of  the 
Sheriff  for  having,  for  the  first  time  for 
centuries,  empanelled  a  jury  of  250, 
when,  under  the  Crimes  Act,  even200was 
the  highest  number  ever  summoned? 
Of  course,  the  Government  are  in  league 
with  the  Sheriff.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  in  the 
Motion  which  was  made  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  we  did  not  question  the  character 
of  the  juries,  ^o.  Sir,  because  the 
Sheriff  refused  to  let  us  see  his  books. 
But  we  have  got  them  now,  under  the 
order  of  the  Judge ;  and  we  intend  to 
challenge  his  jury.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that,  although  the  solicitor  for  the  tra- 
versers declared  on  oath  that  the  Grand 
Jury  at  the  outset  was  illegally  and  cor- 
ruptly arrayed,  and  that  of  50  men  on 
the  Grand  Jury  scarcely  one  was  entitled 
to  be  in  it,  the  affidavit  was  not  allowed 
to  be  presented  to  the  Court ;  and  when 
I  put  a  Question  to-day  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  it  was  answered, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  point  against 
me,  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  who, 
after  saying  he  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
pose any  change  in  the  law,  said  it  was 
very  indecent  for  the  defending  counsel 
to  put  such  a  question  to  the  prosecuting 
counsel.  I  did  not  put  the  question  to 
the  prosecuting  counsel,  but  to  the  Chief 
Secretary.  I  asked  whether  he  thought 
it  a  decent  state  of  the  law  that  when  it 

VOL.  COCX.         [thjbd  series.] 


was  sworn  on  oath  that  the  Grand  Jury 
wasirregularly  and  illegally  empanelled, 
that  proceeding  could  not  bo  questioned 
by  way  of  a  challenge  to  the  array,  a 
challenge  to  the  poll,  or  an  appeal  to 
the  judicial  discretion  of  the  Judge. 
The  only  answer  I  got  was  that  a  pend- 
ing matter  could  not  be  gone  into.  The 
House  should  remember,  in  the  face  of 
the  Chief  Secretary's  declaration,  what 
is  exactly  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Government  to  secure  convictions  in 
these  matters.  No  one  knows  more 
about  jury-packing,  or  how  juries  are 
worked,  tiian  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  because  it 
was  he  who  altered  Lord  O'Hagan's 
Act.  Under  the  Liberal  Government  of 
1871,  Lord  O'Hagan  passed  an  Act  by 
which  jurors  were  to  be  chosen  alpha- 
betically, and  to  possess  certain  speci- 
fied qualifications.  The  moment  the 
Tories  got  into  Office,  they  saw  this 
would  not  suit  their  book  in  Ireland; 
and,  although  there  was  no  agrarian 
agitation  at  the  time,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  obtained 
an  alteration  of  the  law,  enormously  in- 
creasing the  qualification  of  jurors. 
What  did  he  do  in  the  County  Dublin  ? 
It  is  very  difficult  for  laymen  to  under- 
stand the  tricks  which  are  resorted  to : 
it  is  only  when  one  sees  them  at  work 
that  one  can  understand  how  they  tell 
against  traversers  like  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo.  Had  the 
traversers  been  tried  in  the  city  where 
they  were  origiually  indicted,  they  would 
have  been  tried  by  men  of  a  £20  quali- 
fication. What  is  the  qualification  for 
County  Dublin?  As  arranged  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  is  a  rated 
qualification  for  land  of  a  £40  character, 
and  for  houses  of  a  £10  character.  Most 
of  the  farms  in  Ireland  are  rated  at  £20 
and  under.  For  instance,  the  Arrears 
Act  only  applied  to  farms  under  £30, 
and  that  included  five-sixths  of  the  Irish 
farms.  Therefore,  you  will  scarcely  get 
any  Irish  farmer  in  the  County  Dublin 
on  the  popular  side  who  is  rated  at  £40. 
County  Dublin  is  a  villa  county ;  it  is  the 
county  in  which  the  villa  residents 
dwell.  The  merchants  of  the  city,  as  a 
rule,  reside  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
municipal  boundaries;    but  the  house 

gualiffcation  secured  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  takes  in  idl  the  hidf-pav 
officers  of  Eathmines  and  Eangstown,  all 
the  civil  servants,  and  all  the  men  in  the 
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Oovemment  employ.  By  the  change  of 
.venue  from  the  city  to  Uie  county,  the 
Government  hit  the  two  qualifications ; 
they  hit  the  high  qualification,  and  they 
hit  the  low  qualification ;  and,  indeed, 
are  able  to  get  just  the  kind  of  jury 
they  want.    The  Home  Secretary  said — 

''  Surely  Irishmen  do  not  complain  of  being 
relegated  from  the  city  to  the  county,  as,  in  that 
case,  they  get  a  much  larger  population.'' 

Well,  Sir,  I  am  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  who  was  for 
so  long  a  period  an  Irish  Member  him- 
self, although  only  for  Dungarvan,  does 
not  know  that  there  is  twice  the  popula- 
tion in  the  City  of  Dublin  that  there  is  in 
the  county  seats.  For  instance,  under  the 
Bedistribution  of  Seats  Act,  which  goes 
by  population,  there  are  four  Members 
for  the  city  and  only  two  for  the  county. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  G^entleman  was  a  little  out  when 
he  said  there  is  a  larger  population  in 
the  county  than  in  the  city.    But  I  will 
assume  that  you  get  your  conviction.    I 
will  assume  that  the  best  wishes  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  are  gratified ;  and  I  will 
assume  that  he  succeeds  in  getting  my 
hon.  Friend  and  his  companions,  Mr. 
William  O'Brien  and   others,   sent  to 
gaol  for  two  years.    Well,  after  all,  the 
Tory  Party  are  a  Constitutional  Party : 
they  are  very  fond  of  ancient  history ; 
but  I  would  ask  them — '*Do  you  think 
Mr.  Forster  felt  very  particularly  com- 
fortable on  the  day  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork   (Mr.   Pamell)  and  his  com- 
panions were    sent  to  Kilmainham?" 
Why,  Mr.  Forster's  troubles  were  only 
beginning ;  and  whereas  now  you  have 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  adopted  on  40 
estates  only  out  of  9,000  perhaps,  when 
my  hon.  Friend  is  convicted,  and  when 
the  March  rents  come  to  be  paid,  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  may  spread  from  40 
to  4,000  estates,  and  the  Irish  landlords, 
who  were  so  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  released,  will  be  petitioning 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  proclaim  an 
amnesty,  because,  of  all  the  animals  in 
the  world,  the  Irish  landlord  is  the  most 
selfish.  The  Irish  landlord  cares  nothing 
for  State  policy ;  he  only  wants  to  get 
his  rents.     Furthermore,  I  would   ask 
hon.   Gentlemen    whether    they    think 
that,  in  this  Jubilee  year  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen,  the  way  to  promote  the 
acceptance  by  the  Irish  people  of  those 
splendid   measures   which   have   been 
promised  us  by  the  Oovemment,  is  by 
putting  five  or   six  Members  of  this 

Mr.  T.  M.  HeaJy 


House  and  Eepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people,   into    gaol  ?     As  we  told  Mr. 
Forster,  we  tell  you,  that  if  you  put  these 
men  in  gaol  by  a  packed  jury,  such  as 
you  evidently  intend  to  do,  your  difficulties 
will  be  increased  four>fold,  and  you  will 
in  fact  render  the  country  completely 
ungovernable.    I  do  not  propose,  at  this 
period  of  the  night  (one  o'clock)  to  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  House  longer.     I 
only  desire,  in  the  plainest  terms,  to  say 
that  when  you  find  out  by-and-bye  ex- 
actly what  has  occurred,  you  cannot  say 
that  you  were  not  warned.    The  fate  of 
Mr.  Forster,  the  fate  of  his  Oovemment, 
has  had  some  effect — has  had  an  enorm- 
ous effect — upon  the  Liberal  Party  in 
this  country.    Although  some  Members 
of  it,  such  as  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of   Hartington),    have    not   yet   come 
round,    the   noble  Marquess  will  not 
join  the  Oovemment  himself,  but  he 
sends  his  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  them.     His  reluctance  to  join  the  Oo- 
vemment  reminds   me  very  much  of 
Punch's  butler,  who  said,  after  attend- 
ing on  a  certain  dinner  party  of  Cockneys, 
''  I  don't  mind  waiting  on  *em,  but  I 
should  not  like  to  have  to  dine  with 
'em."    The  noble  Marquess's  mind  has 
yet  to  be  penetrated  by  those  truths  and 
those  lessons  which  have  sunk  into  the 
mind  of  other  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party.    I  believe.  Sir,  that  even  time 
itself  will  tell  upon  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Marquess.    I  believe  the  experi- 
ments in  coercion  which  the  Tory  Oovem- 
ment are  now  making,  and  their  conse- 
quent failure,  will  teu  upon  his  mind.  I 
regard  the  advent  to  Office  of  the  Tory 
Party  as  a  boon.    I  believe  that  their 
experiments  in  coercion  will  simply  lead 
them  to  disaster ;  and  that  being  so,  I 
feel  fully  assureid  that,  warned  by  the 
beacon  light  of  their  failure,  but  a  short 
time  will  elapse  before  a  united  Liberal 
Party,  under  the  leadership  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.    Oladstone),  will 
once  more  come  into  Office  and  restore 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  246 ;  Noes 
352:  Majority  106. 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Qlaxn.)  Adand,  C.  T.  D. 

Abraham,  W.  (lime-  AlUaon,  B.  A. 

riok.  W.)  Andflnon,  0.  H. 

Adand,  A.  H.  D.  Aaher,  A* 
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Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley- Jones,  L. 
Austin,  J. 

Bnlfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfonr,  Sir  G. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  6. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  D. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
burt,  T. 
Buxton,  8.  C. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell  -  Bannermao, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Cbilders,  rt.  hon.   H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cohen,  A. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Commins,  A. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cbssham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  E. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
CMUy.  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
DavieSy  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Billwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
£8monde,8irT.H.G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evershed,  8. 
Fonwick,  C. 
Fiuucane,  J. 
Flower,  C. 
llynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 


Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fr5%T. 
FiUler,  G.  P. 
Gane,  J.  L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gullv,  W.  C. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  8.  A. 
Harcourt,rt.hn.  8irW. 

G.  V.  V. 
Hamng^n,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  C. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  1. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  C.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kay-ShutUeworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kildborsie,  right  hoo. 

Viscount 
Labouohere,  H. 
Lacaita,  C.  C. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawBon,  Sir  W. 
Lawson.  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 

Lef  OTre,  rt.  hn.G.  J.  8. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lvell,  L. 

Macdonald,  Dr.  R. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maolnnes,  M. 
MacNeiU,  J.  G.  8. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
M'Carthy,  J.  H. 
M'DonaM,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna.  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Mar|onbankBy  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Hamm,  £.  M. 


Mason,  S. 
Mayne,  T. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt  hon.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morfey,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 

Mundella,rt.hon.A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
NeviUe,  R. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.('rippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Dohertv,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Peacock,  R. 
Pease,  A.  B. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Pickard,  B. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 


Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robinson,  T, 
Roe,  T. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Smith,  8. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Storey,  8. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite,  J. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wardie,  H. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 
Yeo,  F.  A. 

TBLLBRS. 

Redmond,  J.  E. 
SheU,  E. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
A^g-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Aii^e,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Yiscount 
Barnes,  A. 

2X2 


Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 

Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 

Bass,H. 

Bates,  Sir  E. 

Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

DelaPoer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 

I  Twelfth  If i^ht.'] 
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Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddalph,  M. 
Big^ood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blnndell,  GoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bood,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Boiihwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bright,  right  hoo.  J. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfl,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown«  A.  H. 
Brace,  Lord  H. 
Baduman,  T.  R. 
Bnrdett-Coatts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
GUdwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberiain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Cochrane-BaiUie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Ceilings,  J. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt  £.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranborne,  Viacoant 
Cross,  H.  (^. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Carrie,  Sir  D. 
Corzon,  Viscoant 
Cnrzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon, G. 

Dixon-HarUand,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  £. 
Dogdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dunoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt  hn.  Sir  W. 

H. 
Eaton.  H.W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 


Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
ElUot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 

Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.H. 
Finch-Hatton,  hon.  M. 

E.G. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  IT.  P. 
FitzwiUiam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz-Wygrmm,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  fiiohard- 

son- 
Gathorne-Hardy,  hon. 

A.E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
GUes,A. 
Gilliat,J.  S. 
Gk>dson,  A.  F. 
Gk)ldsworthy,    Hajor- 

General  W .  T. 
Gk>r8t,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,R.T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
HalUC. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
HamilUm,  right  hon. 

LordG.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
HardcasUe,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havdook-  Allan,  Sir 

H.  n. 


Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathoote,  C^  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
Holloway,  G. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M . 
Howortii,  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  rt  hn.  J.  G. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes,  Col<Hiel£. 
Hughes -HaUett,  CdL 

F.C. 
Hnlse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Twaart,,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.L. 
James,  rt  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J-  H. 
Kennck,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  CoL 

Xerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
King-Hannan,  Colonel 

E.R. 
Knatchbull-Hogesseo, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
I  Lafone,  A. 
'  Lambert,  I.  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawranoe,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,T. 

Lechmere,  SirK  A.H. 
Lees,E. 
Leph,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
LlewelWii,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.H. 
Low,  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 


Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lrmington,  Viscount 
lUcartney,  W.  G.  K 
Maodooald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.A. 
^ladean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  H. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M*Oalm<mt,  Captain  J. 
M'Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
MaUock,  R. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  rt  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story. 
Matthews,  rt  hon.  H. 
MaxwelU  Sir  H.  £. 
Mavne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
MUdmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
J&ore,  n.  «l. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mcinson,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt  hoo.  Su* 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  a 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Mnncaat^,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C  T. 
Newark,  Viscoant 
Noble,W. 
Norris,  E.  8. 
Korthoote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Ptoker,  hon.  F. 
Pearoe,  W. 
PeUy,8irL. 
Pitt-Lewis,  G. 
Plnnket,  right  him.  D. 

R. 
Plunkott,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  a 
Price,  Captain  G.  B. 
Puleeton,  J.  H. 
Qnilter,  W.  a 
Raikes,  rt  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Muor  F.  C. 
Reed,H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt  hon.  a  T. 
Robertm,  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
RolUt,  i^  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
RothMdiild,  Bvoa   F. 

J.de 
Round,  J. 
RosseD,  Sir  G. 
RiMseDyT.  W, 
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Tottenham,  A.  lu 
Townsend,  G.  F. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Yerdin,  R. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  O>lonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Wehster,  Sir.  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wgpin,  H. 
WilUams,  J.  Powell- 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehoose,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBKS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  K. 


St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 

Salt,  T. 

Sandys,  Lieut-CoL  T. 

M. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.  hn. 

G. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swetenham,  £. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned:" — 
{Mr,  E^shmonL) 

Tdb  PIEST  lord  op  the  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  I  shaU  not,  of 
oourse,  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  House  has  now  been  sitting 
for  a  fortnight,  and  that  only  two  of  the 
Amendments  to  the  Address  have  been 
discussed.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  it 
will  be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to 
proceed  with  the  other  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  as  rapidly  as  possible,  in  order 
that  we  may  go  forward  with  the  sub- 
stantial Business  of  the  Session. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

* 

House  adjourned  at  Twenty-five  Minutes 
after  One  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 


HOU'SE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  \Ath  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CJommittee  —  SUnding 
Orders  Committee,  Lord  Houghton  added  v. 
Lord  Saje  and  Sele. 


Public  Bills  — ^«V«/  Reading  —  VtoMxoTL  oi 

First  Offenders  (No.  3)  •  (20). 
JFithdrawn—Prdbfition  of  First  Offenders  •  (3). 

RAILWAYS-RAILWAY  BRAKES. 
MOTION  FOB  A  RETUBN. 

Eabl  DE  la  WAER.  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  Circular  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  regard  to  railway 
continuous  brakes ;  also  to  ask  if  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  to  take  any  steps  this  Session  to 
enforce  the  requirements  which  are 
specified  in  that  Circular ;  and  also  to 
move  for — 

*'  Return  of  the  number  of  servants  in  the 
employ  of  each  Railway  Company  who  are  regu- 
larly on  duty  for  more  than  twelve  hours  con- 
secutively,'* 

said,  that  some  time  ago  he  introduced 
into  the  House  a  Bill,  with  a  view  to 
carrying  out  the    requirements  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  this  subject,  and,  on 
the    assurance    of  Her   Majesty's  late 
Government  that  they  would  take  up 
the  question,  he  withdrew  the  Bill,  and 
nothing  had  since  been  done.      He  war 
quite    aware    that  there   were    causes 
which  had  impeded,  and  he  regretted  to 
say  still  did  impede,  domestic  legislation, 
but  he  would  .ui'ge  that  this  was  not  a 
new  question — it  was  not  a  question  for 
which  more  time  could   reasonably  be 
asked — but  it  was  one  which  had  been 
for  several  years  before  Parliament  and 
the  country,^and  also  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Railway  Companies.   It  was 
a  question  with  regard  to  which  experi- 
ments had  been  made,  and  upon  which 
the  opinions    of    the  most    competent 
engineers  had  been  given,  and  which 
now  required  only  some  action  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
order  to  deal  with  it  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.     The  Board  of  Trade  exercised 
!  a  supervision  of  railways — both  in  their 
construction    and    also    afterwards— in 
matters  where  the  public  safety   was 
concerned,  and  although  they  had  very 
wisely  and  with  great  discretion  abstained 
from    unnecessary    interference,    there 
were  occasions  when  the  public  interests 
required  their  intervention.    This  was 
one  of  those  cases.     Almost  immediately 
after  the    commencement  of   railways 
the  subject  of  brakes  naturally  became 
one  of  consideration.    The  hand-brake, 
which  was  first  used,  and  as  applied  to 
ordinary  vehicles,  was  found,  as  traffic 
increased,  to  be  insufficient,  and  a  more 
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complicated  form  of  mechanical  brake 
became  necessary,  which  had  now  been 
developed  in  a  still  more  scientific  shape 
as  a  continuous  automatic  brake;  and 
which  had  for  some  time  past  been  much 
used,  especially  in  the  United  States, 
and  also,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  this 
country.  The  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  some  years  ago  called  to  this 
matter,  and  the  inspecting  officers,  men 
of  considerable  practical  and  scientific 
knowledge,  gave  their  opinion  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  accidents  on 
railways  might  be  attributed  to  the 
want  of  efficient  brakes.  Following 
upon  this — and  as  a  result  of  that 
attention— in  ihe  year  1877  a  Circular 
was  issued  to  Bailway  Oompanies 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  was 
a  carefully  drawn  up  document,  mode- 
rate in  its  tone,  but  at  the  same  time 
expressing  in  a  decided  manner  the 
views  entertained  by  the  Board  of  Trade; 
and  afforded  the  Bailway  Oompanies  an 
opportunity  of  complying  very  easily 
with  its  requirements.  After  referring 
to  the  Beports  upon  accidents  by  the 
officers  of  the  Board,  it  stated — 

^  ''From  a  careful  examination  of  which  and 
■imilar  information  for  the  past  few  years,  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  led  to  conclude  that  three- 
fourths  of  these  accidents  might  prohably  hare 
been  avoided,  or  the  results  matenally  mitigated 
if  the  passenger  trains  concerned  had  been  pro- 
vided with  continuous  br^es." 

This  must  be  regarded  as  a  most  impor- 
tant statement,  coming  as  it  does  from  a 
Government  Department  in  possession  of 
the  best  information,  and  '^  after  a  care- 
ful  examination.''  It  was  further  added 
with  reference  to  the  progress  which 
was  being  made — 

*' There  has  apparently  been  no  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  various  Companies  to  take  the 
first  steps  of  a^eeing  upon  what  are  the  reauire- 
ments  which,  m  their  opinion,  are  essential  to  a 
good  and  an  efficient  continuous  brake." 

As  an  illustration  of  the  want  of  this 
united  action,  it  might  be  mentioned 
that  one  of  the  largest  Bailway  Oom- 
panies— the  London  and  North  Western 
— were  now  removing  a  brake  originally 
constructed  at  a  great  cost  which  had 
been  for  some  time  in  use,  and  were 
fitting  their  rolling  stock  with  another 
which  did  not  comply  with  the  con- 
ditions laid  down  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  which  was  in  use  only  on 
one  other  line.  The  Circular  further 
stated — 

Earl  D§  La  Warr 


'*  The  Board  of  Trade  feel  it  their  daty  again 
to  urge  upon  the  Bailway  Companies  the  neces- 
sity of  arriving  at  an  immediate  decision  and 
united  action  in  this  matter." 

This  Circular  was  issued  in  the  year 
1877,   now  nearly   10  years  ago ;  and 
he  would  ask  what  progress  had  since 
been  made  ?    It  was  said  sometimes — 
"The  Bailway  Companies  are  the  beat 
judges    of    what    is    required."    He 
would  admit  that  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies were,  or  ought  to  be,  the  best 
judges  in  these  matters,  but  the  ques- 
tion arose,  did  the  results  show  that 
they    acted   upon    the   opinions   they 
might  have  formed  ?    Wnat  was  the 
result  of  the  last  10  years?    In  the  10 
years  since  the  Circular  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  issued,  we  found  less  than 
half  of  the  Bailway   Companies    had 
adopted  the  brake  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  pronounced  to  be  essential  for 
the  public    safety    in    travelling,   and 
several  of  those  who  had  adopted  it  had 
only  partially  and  imperfectly  done  so. 
Was  this  a  state  of  things    which    in- 
spired confidence  or  promised  well  for 
the    future?     Were   we    to   wait   for 
another  10  years  before  anything  was 
done  in  this  matter  to  protect  the  lives 
of  railway  servants  and  railway  pas- 
sengers ?     The    same,    he    believed, 
would  have  happened  some  years  ago 
with  resard  to  those  valuable  appli- 
ances, the  interlocking  of  points  and 
signals  and  the  block  system,  if  some 
pressure  had  not  been  emplojyed.    He 
had  the  honour  of  obtaining  a  dommittee 
of  this  House  to  inquire  into  these  ques- 
tions, and  although  there  was  no  direct 
legislation,    the    result   had  been  the 
almost  universal  adoption  of  those  im- 
provements   in    the    working    of   rail- 
ways.    An    objection    was    sometimes 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  pressing 
upon  Bailway  Companies  the  use  of  any 
particular  brake.    The  Board  of  Tnde^ 
however,  had  no  desire  to  force  Bailway 
Companies  to  adopt  a  particular  brake ; 
but  what  the  Board  of  Trade  wished^as 
he  understood — was  that  the  brake  made 
use  of  should  be  one  which  complied 
with   certain   conditions,  and  was  an 
efficient  brake.    In  the  Betnms  which 
wore  made  by  the  Companies,  there  was 
a  note  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  last 
Betum  as  follows — 


<» 


These  totals  are  the  numbers  of  engines  aad 
carriages  returned  by  the  Bailway  OoajMuwa 
as  fitted  with  continuous  brakes.  It  will  bt  ob* 
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■erved  however,  that  some  of  the  brakes  so  re- 
turned but  very  imperfectly  fulfil  that  dedg- 
nation." 

This  was  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  There  was  often  also  an  appeal 
ad  misericordiam  on  behalf  of  the  Kail- 
way  Companies  as  regards  the  expense 
of  continuous  automatic  brakes ;  but  he 
believed  it  could  be  shown  that  it  was 
not  based  upon  facts.  Upon  tbis  point 
he  might  quote  the  words  of  Mr.  Laing, 
the  chairman  of  the  London  and  Brighton 
Bailway  Company,  who,  at  the  last  meet- 
ing of  the  shareholders,  said — 

**  In  my  judgment,  the  increased  safety  in 
trayelling  is  due  very  much  to  the  general  ap- 
nlication  of  those  jprecautions—namely,  the 
block  system  and  the  interlocking  point  signals, 
and  the  Westinghonse  brake.'*  (This  was  a 
brake  which  complied  with  the  Board  of  Trade 
conditions.)  "  Tliese  are  the  three  great  causes 
which  have  reduced  the  number  of  accidents  on 
this  and  other  lines  so  largely,  and  as  I  know 
some  of  onr  railway  brethren  are  a  litUe  jealous 
of  Board  of  Trade  interference,  I  think  I  am 
bound  to  say  the  Board  of  Trade  has  done  good 
service  in  urging  those  improvements  upon  Rail- 
way Companies.  However,  there  is  the  result, 
and  I  may  say  it  has  been  exceedingly  satisfac- 
tory. If  we  take  one  case  alone— the  Westing- 
house  automatic  brake — we  had  a  Return  made 
some  time  ago,  and  the  result  was  to  show  that 
a  very  larre  number  of  accidents,  both  to  the 
public,  and  still  more  to  our  own  servants,  had 
been  averted  entirely  by  having  a  brake  that 
was  able  to  slop  trains  in  a  very  short  time 
indeed.  I  think  it  has  paid  its  expenses  five 
times  over  in  the  money  question,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  humanity  in  saving  life.*' 

He  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  knew  it  was 
more  easy,  in  most  cases,  to  find  fault 
than  to  provide  a  remedy ;  but  he  would 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Preston)  that  it  might  greatly 
facilitate  the  settlement  of  this  question 
if  a  committee  of  railway  men  and  engi- 
neers were  appointed  to  report  upon  the 
brakes  now  in  use,  as  to  whether  they  do 
or  do  not  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  It  remained  ouly 
now  for  him  to  move  for  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  servants  in  the  employ  of 
each  Hallway  Company  who  were  regu- 
larly on  duty  for  more  than  12  hours 
coDsecutivelv.  He  believed  such  a  Re- 
turn would  be  highly  useful,  and  put  a 
check  to  an  evil  which  was  at  all  times 
likely  to  be  the  cause  of  accidents. 
There  might  naturally  be  reasons  for 
working  overtime  occasionally;  but 
there  were  cases  of  booked  time  over 
12  hours,  and  that  also  applied  to  very 
responsible  servants,  such   as   eugine 
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,  drivers,    signalmen,   aad  fi;uard9.     He 
I  (Earl    De   La   Warr)     admitted   that 
I  it  might  be  done  sometimes  by  men 
,  voluntarily ;  but  the  public  should  cer- 
tainly be  protected  as  far  as  possible 
against    such   unnecessary    risks    and 
dangers. 


Muved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the 
House — 

*'  Return  of  the  numher  of  servants  in  the 
employ  of  each  railway  company  who  are 
regularly  on  duty  for  more  than  twelve  hours 
consecutively.'*— (I%e  Earl  De  La  Warr,) 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Lord  Stanley  of  Pkeston) 
said,  he  could  not  go  beyond  the  answer 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  give  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  some  months  ago . 
The  Board  of  Trade  were  fully  aware  of 
the  importance  of  the  subject  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  directed  their  atten- 
tion ;  and  they  did  not  intend  to  relax 
any  efiforts  in  furtherance  of  what  was 
originally  intended — that  moral  pressure 
should  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Railway  Companies  to  induce  them  as 
far  as  poMsible  to  increase  their  brake 
power,  as  being  necessary  for  the  safe 
conduct  of  trains  and  for  the  safety  of 
the  travelling  public.  His  noble  Friend 
rightly  anticipated  that  he  (Lord  Stanley 
of  Preston)  would  not  feel  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  recommend  any  particular  form 
of  brake ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
had  been  great  diversity  of  opinion 
among  railway  men  upon  the  subject. 
His  noble  Friend  had  quoted  the  remarks 
of  Mr.  Laing  at  a  recent  railway  meeting, 
speaking  in  high  praise  of  the  Westing- 
house  brake.  He  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Preston)  believed  that  to  be  a  thoroughly 
efficient  brake ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  Mr.  Laing 
was  speaking  of  a  railway  extending 
over  a  short  distance,  and  which  was  not, 
therefore,  subject  to  all  the  difficulties 
which  other  lines  were  liable  to  in  respect 
of  the  making  up  of  trains  and  through 
connection  with  carriages  of  different 
patterns  on  other  lines.  It  was  very 
desirable  that  Railway  Companies  should 
be  brought  to  see  that  there  was  a  com- 
munity of  interest  in  this  matter ;  and 
to  that  end  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
cerainly  do  its  utmost.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  whether  they  should 
proceed  by  legislation  or  any  other  way 
to  compel  the  Railway  Companies  to 
take   such   action.     He  would  rather 
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trust,  though  the  action  might  be  some- 
what prolonged,  to  the  moral  pressure 
which  Motions  like  that  of  the  noble  Earl 
would  create  in  the  public  mind.  He 
had  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Railway 
Companies  were  insensible  of  the  obli- 
gations under  which  they  lie.  It  would 
hardly  be  fair  not  to  recognize  the  great 
progress  which  had  been  made  since  the 
Hoard  of  Trade  Circular  was  pubHshed. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Railway 
Companies  were  making  considerable 
efforts.  Much,  however,  remained  to  be 
clone.  He  was  sorry  he  was  not  able  to 
speak  more  definitely  on  this  subject. 
He  feared  he  could  add  little  to  the  noble 
Earl's  knowledge.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  the  subject  would  continue  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  those  who  had  to  defd 
with  it,  and  that  all  reasonable  steps 
would  be  taken,  particularly  as  to  the 
preservation  of  the  public  safety.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl,  for  a  Return  of  railway  ser- 
vants employed  for  more  than  12  con- 
secutive hours,  he  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Preston)  had  communicated  with  several 
Railway  Companies,  and  found  that 
there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  making 
out  such  a  Return.  He  would  be  glaa 
if  the  noble  Earl  would  confer  with  him 
as  to  the  terms  in  which  a  Return  could 
be  made,  so  that  its  preparation  would 
entail  on  the  Railway  Companies  the 
least  labour  possible,  while  giving  all 
necessary  information. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-LEGISLATION. 
OBSEKVATIONS. 

LoBD  INCHIQUIN,  in  rising,  pur- 
suant to  Notice,  to  call  attention  to  the 
urgent  necessity  for  further  legislation  in 
order  to  deal  with  the  disorder  and  law- 
lessness existing  in  Ireland,  said,  That  if 
it  were  not  for  the  very  serious  condition 
of  Ireland  at  that  moment,  and  for  the 
momentous  crisis  which  appeared  to  be 
rapidly  approaching  in  that  country,  he 
would  not  have  ventured  to  trouble  their 
liordships  with  any  opinions  of  his  own 
on  the  present  situation  on  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  He  woula  rather 
have  trusted  to  the  responsible  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  to  carry  out  their  of  ten 
repeated  promises  —  that  they  would 
maintain  at  all  hazards  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  But  unfortunately,  he  felt  him- 
self obliged  to  stand  up  in  his  place  in 
Parliament  and  tell  the  House  that  law 
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and  order  neither  had  been  nor  were 
being  then  maintained  in  Ireland,  and 
certainly  not  in  that  part  of  the  country 
to  which  he  more  immediately  belonged. 
The  state  of  things,  he  regretted  verj 
much  to  have  confess  to  their  Lordships, 
in  that  part  of  the  country  in  which  he 
resided  had  been  going  from  bad  to 
worse  during  the  last  few  months  of  the 
year  1886;  indeed,  so  bad  had  the 
position  of  aOTairs  become  in  some  parts 
of  the  country,  that  he  felt  bound  to  state 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  condition  of 
those  districts  could  only  properly  be 
described  as  bordering  on  rebellion.  He 
fully  admitted  that  such  serious  language 
ought  not  to  be  used,  unless  there  was 
good  reason  for  it ;  but  he  said  that,  to 
the  best  of  his  belief,  there  was  good 
reason  for  the  language  he  was  employ- 
ing, and  he  maintained  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  to 
lose  not  a  moment  in  bringing  whatever 
legislation  they  might  intend  to  intro- 
duce before  Parliament  for  dealing  with 
the  state  of  things  at  present  existing 
in  the  sister  country.  Of  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  the  GK>vemment  he 
was  well  aware,  and  could  fully  appre- 
ciate the  obstacles  in  their  path ;  ana,  to 
a  great  extent,  could  sympathize  with 
them  as  to  the  course  they  had  thought 
it  right  to  pursue.  But  nobody,  he 
thought,  acquainted  with  the  present 
state  of  affairs  could  be  ignorant  of  the 
fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Qevemment 
were  at  that  moment  entirely  dependent 
on  the  support  of  the  Liberal  Unionists 
for  carrying  any  legislation  that  they 
might  desire  to  adopt  to  bring  about  a 
state  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  They 
all  knew  the  difficulties  the  (Government 
had  to  meet  on  account  of  the  Opposition, 
led  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  were  looking 
for  even  the  sUghtest  token  of  disagree- 
ment between  the  Gt>vernment  and  the 
Liberal  Unionists,  so  that  they  might 
again  re-establish  the  late  Ministry  in 
power,  and  be  able  to  force  the 
country  to  accept  that  which  it  bad  so 
emphatically  declared  against — namely. 
Home  Rule.  No  doubt,  if  Mr.  Gladstone 
a^ain  came  into  power,  a  proposal  of  that 
kind,  which  would  hand  over  the  loyal 
portion  of  Ireland  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  Land  League,  would  be  the  first 
piece  of  legislation  he  would  endeavour 
to  force  on  the  country.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  help  asking  noble  Lords  oppo* 
site,  and  those  outside  of  the  House  who 
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supported  Mr.  Oladbtone,  whether  they 
considered  it  to  bo  honourable  and  con- 
sistent with  good  faith  to  hand  over  the 
lives,  the  persons,  the  property,  and  the 
interests  of  every  kind  of  the  whole  of 
the  loyal  population  of  Ireland  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  men  who  they  knew 
perfectly  well  were  the  enemies  of  that 
loyal  population?  Language  was  not 
strong  enough  to  condemn  such  a  pro- 
posal. Yet  it  was  proposed  to  do  that, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  connection 
with  England  had  now  lasted  for  the 
greater  part  of  a  century,  during  which 
time  the  interests  of  the  two  countries 
had  become  so  entirely  interwoven  that 
any  break  of  that  connection  must  in- 
evitably produce  the  greatest  amount  of 
hardship,  suffering,  and  sorrow  to  what 
he  could  only  describe  as  the  poorer  and 
the  weaker  country.  He  should  be  fail- 
ing in  his  duty  as  a  Kepresentative  of 
Ireland,  if  he  did  not  declare  that  he  con- 
sidered it  the  botmden  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  of  any  Go- 
vernment that  might  succeed  them, 
to  maintain  law  and  order  in  that 
country.  However  that  might  bo,  the 
fact  was  that  a  rival  Government  had 
been  permitted  to  rise  up  in  Ireland. 
He  dia  not  blame  the  present  Ministry ; 
it  was  not  their  fault,  but  that  of  the 
Ministry  who  preceded  them,  the  Minis- 
try of  Mr.  Gladstone,  that  the  rival  Go- 
vernment of  the  Land  League  had  been 
allowed  to  establish  itself  in  Ireland. 
The  Government  of  the  Land  League, 
however,  was  a  very  different  organiza- 
tion from  that  which  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
had  to  deal  with  some  years  ago,  when 
it  was  described  as  an  organization  of 
"  village  tyrants  and  dissolute  ruffians.'' 
Since  that  time  the  League  had  ex- 
tended itself  through  the  lenc;th  and 
breadth  of  the  land ;  there  was  hardly  a 
town,  a  village,  or  a  hamlet  in  which  it 
had  not  an  organization,  and  those  organ- 
izations were  worked  with  a  power  and 
a  will  of  which  their  Lordships  were 
scarcely  aware.  One  would  imagine  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  by  this 
time  have  realized  the  state  of  things 
that  existed  in  Ireland ;  but  they  still 
seemed  to  be  unaware  of  the  enormous 
power  wielded  by  that  organization. 
They  appeared  unable  to  comprehend 
that  that  organization  was,  in  fact,  the 
Government  of  the  country  at  this  mo- 
ment. The  question  had  certainly  been 
repeatedly  asked  him  during  this  winter, 


whether  they  had  any  Government  at 
all  in  Ireland,  or  any  other  than  that  of 
the  League ;  for  when  they  heard  of 
outrages,  and  looked  round  them,  all 
they  could  do  was  to  ask  where  was  the 
strong  arm  of  the  law  ?  His  contention 
and  sincere  belief  was  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely essential,  whatever  Ministry  was 
in  power,  that  the  League  should  be  sup- 
pressed. That  was  the  condueion  of 
those  who  understood  Ireland;  and  he 
must  strongly  impress  it  on  their  Lord- 
ships that  that  was  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  restore  and  bring  about 
peace  in  that  country.  It  would  be 
perfectly  unnecessary  for  him  to  quote 
from  speeches  of  members  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  both  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  outside,  to  show  what 
their  intentions  were.  They  really  pro- 
posed to  put  down  the  Government  of 
the  Queen,  and  to  establish  in  its  place 
a  Government  of  their  own.  The  attack 
on  the  landlords  and  the  destruction  of 
all  rights  of  property  were  only  a  means 
to  an  end — it  was  only  that  they  might 
the  easier  establish  an  Irish  Bepublic 
across  the  water.  He  thought  that 
should  be  distinctly  understood  in  this 
country.  The  League  organization, 
therefore,  ought  to  be  suppressed  at  all 
hazards.  It  was  because  he  knew  that 
the  Government  intended  to  bring  in 
some  legislation  for  dealing  with  the 
conspiracy  that  had  lately  been  rife  in 
Ireland  that  he  introduced  the  subject, 
in  order  to  impress  on  them  that  any 
legislation  which  was  proposed  for  that 
purpose  would  be  utterly  useless  unless 
it  was  accompanied  by  such  powers  as 
would  enable  them,  at  the  same  time,  to 
suppress  the  National  League.  He  had 
little  doubt,  not  only  that  the  Liberal 
Unionists  would  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  any  course  that  they  took  to  re- 
store law  and  order;  but  also  that  the 
country  would  support  them  just  as 
readily  as  they  would  support  a  mea- 
sure, if  necessary,  to  put  down  robbery 
and  murder  in  this  country.  It  had  been 
said,  with  a  great  deal  of  justice,  that  if 
the  League  were  suppressed  there  would 
be  a  much  worse  organization  in  its 
place,  and  there  would  be  secret  con- 
spiracies throughout  the  land ;  and  he 
admitted  that  nothing  more  dreadful 
could  be  imagined  than  that  Ireland  or 
any  other  coimtry  should  be  undermined 
by  secret  societies ;  but  would  anyone 
argue— and  it  would  be  just  as  easy  to  do 
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6o~-tbat,  because  they  had  In  this  City 
an  open  organization  of  thieves  and  rob- 
bers, that  it  was  not  their  duty  to  put  it 
down,  because,  if  they  did  so,  the  thieves 
would  hold  meetings  in  secret?  Moreover, 
the  National  League  was,  he  contended, 
even  now,  to  a  great  extent,  a  secret 
society.  It  held  its  courts  in  secret,  and 
nobody  except  its  own  inner  circle  heard 
what  went  on  in  its  secret  councils,  where 
the  mischief  was  brewed.  It  was  from 
those  secret  courts  of  the  League  that  the 
terrible  decrees  for  boycotting  and  the 
orders  for  resisting  the  officers  of  the 
Crown  were  issued.  Only  the  other  day 
there  was  to  be  an  eviction  in  that  part 
of  Ireland  with  which  he  (Lord  Inchi- 
quin)  was  himself  connectea.  It  was  an 
eviction  of  a  tenant  on  the  property  be- 
longing to  Mr.  D'Esterre.  He  owed 
£700,  his  rent  being  close  upon  £200  a- 
year.  This  was  three  years*  rent  of  a 
good  farm,  and  probably  the  finest  land 
in  the  county.  What  happened  ?  Orders 
were  evidently  sent  out  by  the  National 
League,  that  the  people  were  to  assemble 
and  to  stop  the  bailiffs  and  the  Sheriff 
from  carrying  out  the  law.  The  Sheriff 
was  accompanied  by  a  large  force  of 
bailiffs  and  police,  and  also  by  a  Resi- 
dent Magistrate.  On  arriving  at  the 
scene  of  eviction,  what  did  they  find 
there  ?  They  found  that  the  door  of  the 
house  had  been  taken  off  its  hinges,  and 
an  iron  gate  substituted,  to  which  was 
chained  the  parish  priest.  The  priest 
immediately  l)egan  to  argue  with  the 
Sheriff  and  his  men  as  to  me  iniquity  of 
the  law  which  they  were  going  to  carry 
out.  The  influence  of  the  priest's  sacred 
character  upon  the  people  and  the 
position  in  which  he  was  placed  were 
such  that  the  bailiffs  refused  to  carry  out 
the  eviction.  Why  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate did  not  act  and  call  upon  the  police 
to  act,  he  left  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  to  answer.  In  any  case,  there  was 
an  ineffectual  endeavour  to  carry  out  the 
law,  which  did  more  mischief  in  the 
country  than  a  thousand  evictions  where 
the  law  had  been  carried  out ;  because 
it  was  made  clear  to  the  people  that  they 
had  only  to  assemble  in  hundreds  to  re- 
sist the  law,  and  they  would  be  able  to 
do  so.  If  the  National  League  were 
proclaimed  and  put  down,  one  most  im- 
portant effect  it  would  have  would  be  to 
dissociate  from  this  organization  the 
priesthood  of  the  country,  who  were  now 
m  a  great  measure  the  leaders  of  public 
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opinion,  and  who  were  also,  he  was 
porry  to  say,  the  leaders  very  often  of 
those  organizations  which  were  g^t  up 
for  the  purpose  of  resistance  to  the 
carrying  out  of  the  law.  They  had 
promulgated  the  doctrine  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  tenants  to  spend  all  the 
money  they  required  upon  themselves 
and  their  families.  The  important  effect, 
therefore,  of  dissociating  them  from  this 
organization  was  one  which  their  Lord- 
ships should  carefully  bear  in  mind.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  also  that 
in  the  early  part  of  the  autumn  the  Na- 
tional League  issued  an  order  from  its 
headquarters  in  Dublin,  telling  the 
tenants  in  Ireland  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  satisfy  every  debt  rather  than  the 
debt  due  to  the  landlords ;  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  pay  everything  they  mii^ht 
owe  to  the  tradesmen  and  others ;  ^at 
it  was  their  duty  to  spend  what  they 
required;  but  that  the  last  thing  they 
should  do  was  to  pay  the  rent  due  fortheir 
farms.  They  would  be  perfectly  justified 
in  leaving  the  landlords  in  the  lurch. 
The  natural  effect  of  that  order  was  that 
it  was  obeyed.  When  the  time  came  for 
the  landlord  to  receive  his  rent,  he  asked 
the  tenants  in  the  usual  way  to  pay  what 
was  fair.  The  tenants  said,  '*  Ob,  we 
have  not  got  the  money,  and  the  state 
of  the  country  is  so  bad  we  cannot  pay 
you  any  rent."  It  was  not  surprising 
that  this  should  be  the  result  of  such  a 
proclamation,  nor  that  the  landlords 
should  resort  to  the  only  remedy  they 
had,  and  one  which  they  were  reluctant 
to  carry  out — namely,  to  proceed  to  evic- 
tion. A  Return  had  lately  been  issued, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Irish  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union,  analyzing  the  "Be* 
turn  of  Evictions  which  had  tcJcen  place 
during  the  six  months  from  January  1 
to  June  30,  1886.  The  Setums  were 
not  complete.  They  had  not  been  made 
up  for  the  last  half-year,  and,  therefore, 
he  was  unable  tp  quote  the  result  of 
those  Betums.  But  from  the  present  Be* 
turn  their  Lordships  would  see  that  what 
had  been  said  with  regard  to  landlord 
evictions  was  enormously  exaggerated. 
The  Return  proved  that  they  were 
nothing  like  so  numerous  as  the  Home 
Bulers  would  have  us  believe.  It  stated 
that  in  the  six  months  ending  June 
last — 

**  The  8am  total  of  the  evtotion  record  ia  tkU 
out  of  1,233  cases  there  were  only  II 7,  or  laM 
than  10  per  cent,  in  which  teoanta  were  erided 
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from  agrioulinrol  holdings  on  which  there  were 
reudents  for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  were 
not  re-admitted  in  any  form  by  the  landlord,  it 
may  be  useful  here  to  point  out  that  the  total 
of  evictions  given  in  the  Oovernment  Return  as 
having  occurred  in  the  first  six  months  of  the 
past  year,  bears  the  proportion  of  seven  to  every 
2,000  of  the  total  number  of  holdings  in  Ire- 
land. If,  in  the  remainder  of  tho  cases  in  which 
information  has  not  yet  come  to  hand,  those 
evictions  where  the  tenant  has  not  been  in  any 
wav  reinstated  are  found  to  be  in  the  same 
ratio  as  117  to  1,233  (and  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  l^is  will  not  be  so,  as  will  be  seen 
from  an  examination  of  the  figures  of  those 
counties  for  which  the  information  is  practically 
complete),  it  would  then  appear  that  this  ex- 
treme proceeding  was  only  resorted  to  in  one 
out  of  every  3,000  holdings  in  Ireland.  In 
several  counties  it  will  be  seen  that  it  was  not 
resorted  to  in  a  single  instance  during  the  period 
with  which  the  Return  deals." 

This  was  a  very  important  Betum,  and 
he  oommended  it  to  their  Lordships' 
study.  It  had  also  been  said  that  there 
was  very  little  serious  crime  in  Ireland. 
No  doubt  that  was  perfectly  true ;  and 
he  attributed  the  fact,  in  a  great 
measure,  to  the  influence  of  the  League, 
which  was  used — and  whose  interest  it 
was — at  the  present  moment  to  keep 
down  outrages,  and  to  keep  down  crime. 
The  small  number  of  outrages  at  the 
present  time  was  due  also,  in  a  great 
measure,  to  the  fact  that  the  League 
had  so  thoroughly  established  its  influ- 
ence in  the.  country,  that  there  was  no 
longer  any  resistance  to  its  commands, 
and,  therefore,  there  was  no  need  to 
make  examples  in  the  country.  Ano- 
ther, and  the  most  recent  difficulty 
which  had  arisen,  was  owing  to  the 
policy  of  allowing  matters  to  drift  in 
Ireland.  He  referred  to  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Government  how 
and  why  it  was  that,  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  having  been  published  on  the 
2drd  of  October,  no  action  had  been 
taken  by  them  either  to  point  out  its 
illegality,  or  to  take  any  measures  for 
its  suppression,  until  the  week  before 
Christmas.  During  two  months  this 
▼illanous  and  felonious  conspiracy,  which 
had  been  condemned  by  the  highest 
Court  in  Ireland,  had  been  allowed  to 
spread  its  influence  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  Another 
result  of  that  action  had  been  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  did  take 
action,  and  proceeded  against  the  authors 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  justice  was 
brought  into  contempt  by  what    took 


place  after  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  had  been  given.    That  decision 
was  practically  avoided,  for  immediately 
it  was  given  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  confreres 
still  went  about  the  country  preaching 
the  same  doctrine.  He  could  imagine  no- 
thing more  calculated  to  do  injury  in  Ire- 
land, than  the  proceedings  which  had 
been  allowed  to  take  place  subsequent 
to  the  decision  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland  in  reference  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.     He  contended  that, 
owing  to  the  impossibility  of  the  Court 
being  able  to  deal  with  this  infringement 
of  its  decision  by  Mr.  Dillon  and  Mr. 
O'Brien,  a  fair  case  had  been  mado  out 
for  additional  legislation  ;  but  he  could 
not  conceive  why  the  Courts  in  Dublin  did 
not  call  Mr.  Dillon  before  them  for  con- 
tempt, because  it  seemed  to  him  that  if 
ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  the  Coiurt 
had  been  set  at  defiance,  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon  was  the  most  notorious.    If  the 
inability  of  the  Court  to  do    so  was 
owing  to  lack  of  power,  then  he  said  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Oovernment  to  lose 
no  time  in  bringing  immediate  additional 
legislation  forward.     The  other  day  he 
had  an    opportunity    of    speaking    to 
several  legal  gentlemen  in  Dublin,  who 
had  taken  part  in  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  South  of  Ireland.      Their 
opinion  was,  that  the  law  as  regarded 
the   jury    system    required    immediate 
amendment.      The  unfortunate  Act  of 
the  late  Lord  O'Hagan  had  done  more 
mischief  in  Ireland  than  their  Lordships 
were  probably  aware  of.    It  was  not 
many  years  ago  tiiat  he  (Lord  Inchiquin) 
sat  upon  a  Committee    appointed  by 
their    Lordships    to  consider  the  Jury 
Laws  in  Ireland,  and  a  great  amount  of 
valuable  evidence  wais  then  accumulated, 
but  no  practical  action  had  since  been 
taken  upon  it.     He  contended  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Oovernment  to  make 
such  alterations  in  the  Jury   Laws  as 
should  make  them  suitable  to  the  ex- 
isting condition  of  the  country.    Reme- 
dial   legislation  could   not  take  place, 
and   if   it  did  he  wished    to   impress 
upon  their  Lordships  it  would  have  no 
effect  until  it  had  been  made  perfectly 
clear  that  the  laws  of  the  country  must 
and  shall  be  obeyed.      He  thought  they 
would  generally  agree   with  him  that 
the    Luid    Act  of  1881   had  proved  a 
gigantic  failure.     He  had  opposed  it  at 
the  time,  and  he  felt  that  what  he  had 
said  then  was  to  a  great  extent  coming 
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true.    There  was  no  one  in  that  House 
but  would  allow  that  dual  ownership 
had  proved  a  complete  failure,   and  the 
first  thing  to  be  done  in  the  way   of 
legislation  was  to  do  away  with  it,  and 
amend   the   Land   Laws   in    Ireland. 
There  was  one  way  in  which  that  might 
be  done — he  meant  the  extension  of  the 
Act    of  the    noble  and   learned    Lord 
(Lord  Ashbourne).      If  they  could  so 
extend  it  and  make  it  workable,  so  that 
it  would  induce  tenants  to  come  forward 
and  purchase  their  holdings  ;  it  might 
help  in  g^at  measure  to  remedy  the 
eyils  from  which  the  country  was  now 
suffering ;  but,  in  any  case,  the  system 
of  dual  ownership   was  so  intolerable 
that  he  felt  confident  many  years  would 
not  elapse  before  it  would  be  necessary 
to  put  an  end  to  it.     Turning  to  other 
remedies,   there  were  certain    districts 
where  emigration  might  be    of  great 
advantage,   and  where  he  thought    it 
might  well  be  promoted;    but  his  ex- 
perience   in  Clare    and  the  Southern 
Counties  of   Ireland    was   that     there 
seemed  to  be  a  great  indisposition  on 
the  part  of  tenants  to  remove  to  another 
country.    Unless  inducements,  and  very 
considerable  ones,   were  held  out;  he 
did    not    see    how  they    could    make 
emigration    practicable.      He    agreed, 
however,  with  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  difficulties  attending  migration,  and 
considered  that  any  general  improve- 
ment must  come  from  emigration.    Nor 
could   he   agree    with  what  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said  the    other 
night  on  the  subject  of  migration.    It 
was  very  well  to  talk  of  those  thiogs ; 
but  they  did  not  seem  to  be  practicable, 
and  there  were  many  things  to  prevent 
their  being  carried  out.    The  system 
of  taking    people,    generally   paupers, 
from  a  congested  district   aod  moving 
them    to    large    grass    farms,   seemed 
rather    to    injure   than    improve    the 
country,  because  it  was,  after  all,  these 
large  farms  that  were  really  the  main- 
stay of  the  country.     They  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  small  impoverished  hold- 
mgs,  the  state  of  which  was  such  that, 
even  if  the  people  had  to  pay  no  rent, 
they  would  still  starve.    Again,  how- 
ever, he  must  say  that  if  the  Union  was 
to  be  maintained — and  he  was  one  of 
those  who  earnestly  trusted,  and  sin- 
cerely believed  it  would  be  maintained — 
the  only  way  by  which  it  could  be  done 
was  by  keeping  and  resolutely    main- 

Lord  Inchtguin 


taining  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  He 
would  conclude  by  reading  some  words, 
uttered  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  his  speech 
at  the  Mansion  House  in  October,  1881. 
When  announcing  Mr.  Pamell's  arreet 
he  said — 

*'  That  he  had  made  himself  beyond  all  others 
prominent  in  the  attempt  to  destroy  the  au- 
thority of  the  law,  and  to  aubetitato  what 
would  end  in  being  nothing  more  or  leas  than 
anarchical  oppression  exercued  on  the  people  of 
Irehmd." 

He  (Lord  Inchiquin)  maintained  that 
that  prophecy  had  been  fulfilled,  and 
that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Oovemment  to  take  immediate  steps 
to  deal  with  that  oppression.  He 
appealed  to  their  Lordsnips  to  support 
the  Government,  and  would  also  appeal 
to  the  Oovemment  themselves,  as  well 
as  that  great  nation  which  so  un- 
mistakably pronounced  at  the  late 
Election  against  Home  Bnle,  to  say, 
\ihetiior  it  was  not  now  time  that 
these  treasonable  conspiracies  should 
be  put  down,  when  law  and  order 
should  be  restored  in  Ireland,  when 
every  member  of  the  community,  how* 
ever  humble,  should  be  permitted  to 
pursue  his  avocations  without  fear  and 
trembling,  and  when  Moonlighting  and 
murder  should  be  banished  from  the 
land. 

Lord  BRABOUBNE  said,  that  ho  was 
sorry  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Inchiquin) 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  at  the 
present  moment  to  introduce  this  sub* 
ject,  because  either  thevhad,  or  had  not, 
confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
If  they  had  not  confidence,  the  proper 
thing  unquestionably  was  to  question 
their  action  or  inaction  by  a  definite 
Motion  of  Oensure ;  but  if  Uiey  had  oon* 
rd(  Dce  in  them— and  he,  for  one,  was 
fiee  to  say  that  his  confidence  was  not 
yet  exhausted — [ZavyA^tfr]— he  could 
quite  understand  the  amusement  of  noble 
Lords  opposite,  and  how  Uiey  wondered 
anybody  could  have  confidence  in  any 
Government,  after  the  experience  of 
Gbvernment  which  they  had  exhibited— 
and  he  thought  it  was  most  deeiraUe 
that  if  they  had  that  confidence,  tbej 
should  allow  the  Government  to  chooee 
their  own  time  and  opportunity  to  tell 
the  House  and  the  countxy  whether  th^ 
wished  for  further  legislation  upon  Irish 
affairs,  and  the  extent  and  nature  of  the 
legislation  required.  Nevertheless,  oa 
the  subject  had  been  brought  forward^ 
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he  wished  to  impresA  upon  the  Gk>T6m- 
ment  and  their  liordehips  that  the  crisis 
before  them  was  one  of  no  ordinary 
character.  They  were  face  to  face  with 
principles  and  projects  which  were  ut- 
terly hostile  at  once  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  and  the  authority  of  the 
Grown.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
supporters  of  the  scheme  of  the  late  Oo- 
yernment  to  tell  them  that  Irishmen  in 
common  with  themselves  were  anxious 
for  a  union  of  heart  and  soul  between 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  of  Ire- 
land. He  noticed  that  these  declara- 
tions were  always  made  by  eminent  per- 
sons immediately  before  some  contested 
Election  in  this  country,  and  he  perfectly 
belioTed  in  their  sincerity ;  but  it  was 
not  to  the  opinion  of  those  Gentlemen 
the  country  would  look,  it  was  rather 
to  the  language  and  action  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Nationalist  Party  in 
Ireland,  to  whom  the  lat9  GoTemment 
would  have  handed  over  the  manage- 
ment of  Irish  a£Pair8,  including  the 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question,  that 
they  must  look ;  and  if  t^ey  found  ill 
that  language  and  in  their  conduct  princi- 
ples of  action  laid  down  to  which  Great 
^Britain  never  could  in  honour  and  in 
justice  consent,he  thought  they  might  al- 
low that  they  had  escaped  a  great  danger 
and  might  feel  doubly  thankful  for  the 
verdict  of  the  country  pronounced  at  the 
recent  Elections.  He  had  always  felt 
that  the  principle  which  alone  could 
justify  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  one 
which  involved  the  repudiation  of  the 
title  under  which  most  Irish  land  was 
held,  and  which  must  inevitably  land 
its  authors,  legitimately  and  logically, 
in  the  position  in  which  Mr.  Glad- 
stone and  his  Friends  found  them- 
selves that  day;  and  therefore  it  was 
that — forfeiting,  he  feared,  in  some 
cases,  personal  as  well  as  political 
friendships— he  did  his  utmost  to  oppose 
that  measure.  Naw,  what  was  the  posi- 
tion to-day  ?  The  problem  was  not  one 
of  amending  a  faulty  Land  Act,  or  of 
improving  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  within  the  scope  and  in 
the  spirit  of  Constitutional  law ;  it  was 
a  question  in  the  mindsofthe  Leaders  of 
the  Nationalist  Party  of  destroying  the 
title  by  which  land  was  held  in  Ireland 
of  banishing  landlords  from  the  country, 
and  of  adopting  extravagant  and  impos- 
sible theories  as  to  the  rightful  possessors 
of  Irish  land  in  future.  To  show  that  he 
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was  not  exaggerating,  he  would  give 
their  Lordships  some  quotations  from 
Nationalist  speakers.  Mr.  Parnell  him- 
self had  said — 

<'  The  titles  of  almoBt  all  Irish  landlords  are 
founded  on  robbery  and  embezzlement.*' 

Mr.  Dillon  said — 

'*  The  soil  of  Ireland  was  the  property  of  the 
children  of  Ireland,  and  not  the  property  of  the 
contemptible,  rack-renting,  ascendancy  land- 
lords, whose  fathers  had  robbed  it  from  their 
fathers,  hot  from  whom  they  would  now  take 
it.'' 

At  a  great  meeting  at  Dundalk  on  the 
14th  of  January  last  a  Boman  Oatholic 
priest,  Father  Sheohy,  had  said  that— 

**  For  700  years  Ireland  has  been  maintaining 
a  combat  against  England ;  a  struggle  which 
was  commenced  at  the  dawn  of  history  for  the 
restoration  of  the  land  and  property,  and  was 
being  continued  at.  the  present  moment  by 
20,000,000  of  the  Clan-na-Gael." 

Their  Lordships  would  probably  be  as 
ignorant  as  he  was  of  the  exact  nature 
and  extent  of  the  Clan-na-Gttel.  There 
was  a  population  of  less  than  five 
millions  iit  Ireland,  and  the  number  of 
Irish  in  Great  Britain  had  been  esti- 
mated at  two  millions,  of  which  total 
number  some  must  be  presumed  to  be 
loyal,  and  it  would  probably  not  be  de- 
denied  that  there  were  women  and  chil- 
dren among  them.  But  although  in  the 
speech  referred  to  there  was  very  pro- 
bably an  exaggeration,  but  the  words 
were  important  as  showing  the  spirit  of 
the  meeting.  Language  such  as  that,  and 
language  of  the  same  character  all  over 
Ireland,  was  not  that  of  men  who  de- 
sired a  closer  union  between  the  heart 
of  Ireland  and  the  heart  of  England  ; 
but  of  those  who  wished  to  defy  the 
Queen  and  her  authority,  and  indi- 
cated the  spirit  and  feeling  of  men 
who  would  take  advantage  of  every  step- 

Eing-stone  towards  the  end  which  they 
ad  steadily  kept  in  view.  He  (Lord 
Braboume)  declared  that  if  they  found 
in  that  language  and  in  the  conduct  of 
these  agitators  principles  of  action  laid 
down  to  whicli  Great  Britain  could  never 
in  honour  or  justice  consent,  it  would 
be  allowed  that  in  having  escaped  from 
the  Home  Bule  scheme  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone they  had  escaped  a  great  calamity. 
He  also  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
agitators  in  Ireland  did  not  desire  the 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question,  but 
the  utter  destruction  of  the  title  upon 
which  land  was  held  in   the  country. 
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There  were  one  or  two  remarks  which 
lie  wished  to  make  upon  the  action  of 
the  Government,  which  he  thought  re- 
quired some  explanation.  He  was  not 
going  to  discuss  the  Plan  of  Oampaign, 
as  men  were  just  about  to  be  tried  for 
their  connection  with  it ;  but  he  wished 
for  information  from  the  Government 
with  regard  to  sop[io  matters  in  connec- 
tion with  it.  He  ^aw  it  was  reported  in 
that  day's  papers  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  taken  steps  to  remove 
a  certain  Mr.  Dunne  from  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  in  an  Irish  county 
for  having  attended  a  meeting  for  the 
carryiog  out  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
If  that  was  the  case,  he  ventured  to 
think  that  such  consistent  action  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  command  public  appro- 
val. He  had  also  been  informed  that 
6ir  Thomas  Esmonde,  a  prominent 
advocate  of  the  Plan,  had  been  lately 
appointed  High  Sheriff  of  Water- 
ford.  Now  he  found  it  stated  in  the 
newspapers  that  on  the  15th  of  De- 
cember last  that  that  gentleman  had 
been  engaged  in  carrying  out  the  Plan 
of  Campaign ;  and  he  (Lord  Braboume) 
wished  to  know  whether  that  was  the 
case,  and  whether  the  Government  were 
aware  that  that  gentleman  had  openly 
advocated  the  Plan  of  Campaign  at  En- 
niscorthy  and  other  places.  If  it  was 
the  case,  then  he  ventured  to  think  that 
any  gentleman  who  was  found  to  be 
assisting  that  which  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  declared  to  be  against  the 
law  could  not  be  a  fit  person  to  admi- 
nister the  law  in  his  county.  He  felt 
certain  that  he  should  receive  a  satis- 
factory answer,  to  that  question.  He 
was  told  further  that  this  gentleman 
had  appointed  as  sub-Sheriff  a  secre- 
tary of  the  National  League.  If  a 
mistake  had  been  made,  he  felt  certain 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  such  action  as  would  sustain  their 
character  for  consistency,  and  that  they 
would  take  steps  to  put  this  right.  An- 
other question  was,  that  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sub-Commissioners  under  the 
Land  Act.  It  was  probable  that  there 
would  soon  be  a  large  number  of  these 
gentlemen  to  be  appointed  to  the  Irish 
Land  Courts,  and  tnat,  owing  to  con- 
siderations of  health,  the  position  of 
Chief  Commissioner  might  have  to  be 
filled  up.  He  respectfuUy  begged  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  be  particularly 
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cautious  in  filling  up  these  offices,  and 
that  men  should  not  be  appointed  who  had 
denounced  the  very  existence  of  landlord- 
ism. When  Sub- Commissioners  had  first 
been  appointed  he  had,  in  consequence  of 
requests  made  to  him  from  Ireland,  ques- 
tioned the  manner  in  which  these  ap- 
pointments had  been  made,  and  for 
doing  so  he  had  been  blamed  by 
several  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  espe- 
cially by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
then  on  the  Woolsack.  He  ventured  to 
doubt  whether  the  present  opinions  of 
some  of  those  noble  Lords  who  had  then 
blamed  him  were  identical  with  those 
which  they  had  then  held  as  to  the 
merits  and  qualifications  of  the  per- 
sons appointed.  It  was  said  that  in 
giving  their  decisions,  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners had  not  taken  into  considera- 
tion the  probable  fall  in  prices.  To 
any  one  who  was  conversant  with  land 
and  its  management,  the  idea  of 
fixing  rent  unalterably  for  15  yeavs 
was  somewhat  preposterous;  but  he 
(Lord  Brabourne)  thought  that  no 
man  in  his  senses,  who  was  in  the 
least  fit  to  be  a  sub-Commissioiier, 
could  have  thought  of  fixing  a  rent 
even  for  a  less  time  than  15  years 
without  taking  into  consideration  the 
probable  fall  or  rise  in  prices.  With 
regard  to  their  appointment,  he  agreed 
that  no  man  should  be  made  a  Sub- 
Commissioner  who  was  connected  direotly 
with  land  agency  or  landlordism ;  bat  at 
the  same  time,  as  he  had  before  ob- 
served, that  should  not  be  done  which 
had  been  done  by  the  last  Gbvemment — 
men  should  not  be  appointed  who  had 
denied  the  title  of  the  landlords  to  the 
land  at  all.  He  did  not  intend  going 
into  other  questions  relating  to  Irdand. 
Previous  to,  and  at,  the  Tate  General 
Election,  many  of  them  had  nsed  their 
utmost  efibrts  to  place  before  the  coun- 
try the  real  issues  which  were  at  stake 
with  regard  to  Ireland ;  and  he  was  not 
ashamed  to  say  that,  within  the  last 
year,  he  had  had  the  honour  of  address- 
ing many  thousands  of  his  feliow- 
countiymen,  and  he  thought  that  he 
knew  the  policy  which  the  great  body  of 
the  British  people  wished  to  see  adopted. 
He  believed  that  the  British  people  were 
determined  that  Ireland  was  to  be  and 
to  remain  an  integral  part  of  tke 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  in  evaty 
part  of  that  country  law  and  ocder 
should  be  maintained  and  obeyed,  and 
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they  would  not  tolerate  any  weakness 
in  the  Executive  where  weakness  would 
be  treason  to  the  country.  They  were 
anxious  to  give  to  every  demand  and 
every  ^evance  put  forward  by  Ireland 
a  kindly  and  attentive  consideration ; 
but  they  were  determined  that  there 
should  be  no  paltering  in  dealing  with 
those  who  defied  the  law,  and  no  invest- 
ing with  authority  of  those  who  had 
done  their  utmost  to  destroy  British  au- 
thority in  Ireland.  He  was  sure  that 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
was  firm,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Col- 
leagues of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
support  him.  It  was  by  the  exercise  of 
firmness  and  determination  alone,  that 
they  would  be  able  to  govern  Ireland 
and  best  to  represent  the  feelings 
expressed  by  the  people  at  the  last 
Oeneral  Election ;  and  at  the  same 
time  they  would  earn  the  affections 
and  fervent  gratitude  of  the  whole 
loyal  population,  both  of  Ireland  and  of 
Great.  Britain. 

Yisooxmr  MIDLETON  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  one  of  the  first  duties 
of  the  Government  to  make  the  law  re- 
spected in  Ireland.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment, over  a  very  considerable  portion 
of  that  country,  this  was  not  the  case, 
although  he  did  not  agree  that  the  whole 
of  the  feeling  of  the  country  was  against 
the  la^.  On  thb,  as  on  former  occasions, 
the  Irish  peoj^e  were  very  easily  led  and 
vexy  easily  frightened ;  and  he  believed 
that  now  the  law-abiding  spirit  of  the 
people  had  been  quelled  by  the  more  active 
and  more  demonstrative  of  the  people. 
Anyone  who  had  to  do  with  Ireland  knew 
that  not  only  were  many  evil  deeds  com- 
mitted of  which  the  Government  never 
had  known  and  never  would  know  any- 
thing, but  also  that,  for  reasons  of  pri- 
vate malice,  wrongs  and  injustice  were 
inflicted  upon  those  who  were  least 
able  to  defend  themselves,  which,  for 
the  safety  of  those  concerned,  could  not 
be  related  in  that  House.  There  was  a 
very  considerable  desire  to  support  the 
law,  if  that  could  be  done  with  safety. 
The  question  of  juries  in  Ireland  was  a 
very  difficult  one,  and  the  present  system 
inflicted  a  great  injustice  upon  an  in- 
dustrious class  of  the  community.  Owing 
to  the  operation  of  the  Jury  Act,  men 
were  made  jurors  who  could  not  dis- 
charge the  duties  with  justice  to  them- 
eelvee  and  their  families.    The  second 


question  they  had  to  consider  was,  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  present  condition 
of  things?  That,  however,  they  must 
leave  the  Government  to  answer.  They 
could  only  indicate  the  evil  and  leave  the 
Government  to  point  out  the  remedy. 
Knowing  the  difficulties  with  which  the 
Government  were  surrounded,  he  would 
not  venture  to  indicate  this  or  that  path 
to  be  taken.  But  of  one  thing  he  was 
persuaded— namely,  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary,  sooner  or  later, 
to  deal  With  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
convinced,  as  he  was,  of  the  utter  and 
conspicuous  failure  of  that  Act.  Speak- 
ing of  that  Act  not  so  much  in  a 
pcSitical  sense  as  from  a  social  and  agri- 
cultural point  of  view,  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  it  was  simply  monstrous 
in  the  present  state  of  agriculture  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  face  of  all  the  possible 
changes  of  climate  and  seasons,  to  pre- 
scribe for  15  years  ahead  what  the  pro- 
per rent  of  land  should  be.  If  prices 
fell  —  if  circumstances  over  which  the 
tenant  had  no  control  turned  out  so  un- 
favourable for  him  that  he  was  unable 
to  pay  the  rent  fixed,  or  perhaps  any 
rent  at  all,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
exact  rent  from  him,  in  spite  of  judicial 
proceedings  or  of  the  Sub- Commis- 
sioners. He  repeated,  therefore,  that 
it  was  absurd  to  definitely  fix  the  amount 
of  rent  to  be  paid  for  so  many  years  to 
come.  Another  great  mistake  which  had 
been  made  in  this  question  was  the  es- 
tablishment of  dual  ownership,  a  system 
under  which  no  business  could  be  satis- 
factorily carried  out.  The  introduction 
of  rail  and  steam  had  greatly  affected  a 
very  large  and  once  important  part  of 
agriculture  in  Ireland  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  cheap  produce  from  America; 
and  the  result  was  that  at  the  present 
time,  over  a  larse  part  of  Ireland,  farm- 
ing on  small  holdings  could  not  be  car- 
ried on  at  a  profit,  even  if  the  tenants 
had  the  land  for  nothing,  and  he  might 
add  that,  in  consequence  of  the  use  of 
machinery  and  other  improvements, 
Irish  labourers  had  been  almost  im- 
proved off  the  face  of  the  earth.  Those 
changes  had  been  much  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  Irish  labourer  or 
small  tenant,  and  had  borne  with 
great  hardship  on  large  numbers  of 
them.  Statesmen  would  have  to  deal 
with  this  problem  before  long ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  men  of  all  parties  would 
unite,  would  thrust  mere  Party  conside- 
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ratioDs  aside,  and  endeavour  sincerely 
and  patriotically  to  find  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  there  would  be  great  hope  of 
a  satisfactory  remedy  being  found.  But 
he  almost  despaired  of  this  when  he 
saw  the  attitude  which  had  been  adopted 
on  this  question  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Granville).  He  (Viscount 
Midleton)  had  expected  that,  as  the 
noble  Earl,  who  had  been  a  Leader  in 
that  House  for  many  years,  was  not 
afraid  in  the  past  to  denounce  ''  felonious 
landlords,"  he  would  now  show  equal 
courage  and  denounce  '^  felonious  ten- 
ants." There  need  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  object  of  the  Land 
League.  It  was  plainly  put  by  Mr. 
Healy  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
other  night,  when  he  said  that  they 
should  not  rest  until  landlordism  in  Ire- 
land had  become  extiilct.  The  prospect 
now  deliberately  placed  before  the  people 
of  Ireland  by  those  who  claimed  to  be  their 
leaders  was  to  obtain  possession  of  the 
land,  not  at  a  fair  price,  or  at  no  price 
at  all,  but  at  prairie  value ;  and  yet  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  not  said  a  single 
word  or  made  a  single  sign  against  that 
dishonest  proceeding.  He  could  only 
say  that  if  a  person  filling  the  distin- 
guished position  of  the  noble  Earl  gave 
no  more  support  to  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  than  he  had  done  this  Session 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  any  settlement 
of  the  quention  was  hopeless. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  only  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  when  and  where 
I  called  the  landlords  '*  felonious  ?  " 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  :  It  was  Lord 
Clarendon. 

Lord  DE  ROS  :  My  Lords,  there  is 
one  matter  connected  with  this  subject 
which  has  hardly  been  alluded  to  either 
in  this  House  or  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  We  have  been  almost 
sickened  with  the  heartrending  details 
connected  with  the  evictions  which  took 
place  at  Glenbeigh,  and  which  were 
mainly  attributable  to  the  pernicious 
doctrines  which  have  been  permitted  to 
be  sown  broadcast  without  any  check 
throughout  Ireland  by  a  set  of  the  most 
unscrupulous  agitators  that  ever  existed. 
But,  My  Lords,  there  are  other  victims 
to  the  same  cause — namely,  the  dis- 
tressed Irish  ladies,  who  have  suffered 
most  acutely  from  the  non-payment  of 
rents,  jointures,  charges,  &c.  Most  of 
these  unfortunate  ladies  have  been  ac- 
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customed  to  the  ordinary  domestic  oom- 
forts  of  civilized  life,  consequently  their 
condition  is  most  distressing.  I  have  a 
list  of  some  of  the  many  cases,  which 
can  be  thoroughly  authenticated ;  but  I 
will  only  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
one  — 

**  Blind  eld  lady,  now{getting  childish,  and 
requiring  constant  care  :  no  rents  paid.  Her 
only  daughter  has  taken  ^a  sitoation  toTtry  to 
earn  enough  to  keep  her  "out  of  the  workhouse 
for  the  few  remaining  weeks  of  her  life.  Their 
separation  is  very  sad,  and  the  daughters  feel  it 
keenly." 

I  do  not  think  that  any  further  oomment 
is  necessary  on  my  part,  except  that 
what  I  have  ventured  to  say  t^ids  to 
prove  that  some  further  legislation  is 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the  terrible 
state  of  intimidation  and  disorder  whi<^ 
at  present  prevails  in  Ireland. 

The    lord    PRIVY    SEAL    (Earl 
Cadogax)  said,  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
opened  the-  discussion  (Lord  Inohiqoin} 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  followed 
him  (Lord  Brabourne)  both  informed 
the  House  that  Irish  affairs  were  in 
a  state  of  unprecedented  orisis.     But 
whereas    the   noble    Lord   who    spoke 
first  appeared  to  think  that  the  action 
he  had  taken  in   suggesting  the  pre- 
sent  discussion  was   likely  to  further 
the  ends  he  had  in  view,  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  second  seemed  to  think-  that 
a  desultory  .conversation  of  that  sort — 
not  intended  to  lead  to  anything — was 
not  calculated  in  any  way  to  promote 
those  ends,  or  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of    Her   Majesty's   Gh>vernment.      He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  quite  agreed  with  that. 
It  was  not  astonishing  that  the  noble 
Lord    (Lord    Inohiquin)    had    spoken 
strongly  on    the  subject,    beeaute   he 
occupied  the  exalted  position  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  in    a  county  whidi   conld 
only  be  characterized  as  one  of  the  worst 
with  which  the  Government  had  to  deal 
with  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.    There 
was  in  that  speech  much  with  which  he 
(Earl  Cadogan)  sympathized,  and  witii 
which  be  even  agreed,  and  much  with 
which  he  did  not  ag^ree,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  complain  of  the  action  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken;   but  he  (Earl 
Cadogan)  was  afraid  that  the  answer 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  give  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  would  not  be 
entirely  satisfactory  to  the  noble  Lord. 
This  debate  afforded  an  illustration — if 
any  were  needed— of  the  extreme  difi- 
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culty  any  Oovernment  must  find  in  meet- 
ing the  expectations  and  the  wishes  of 
Members  of  all  political  Parties  with 
reference  to  the  government  of  Ireland. 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  had  spent  the 
whole  of  last  week  in  defending  them- 
selves against  the  attacks  of  those  who 
deprecated  the  use  of  what  they  were 
pleased  to  call  coercive  legislation,  which 
was,  in  other  words,  the  proper  and  due 
enforcement  of  law  and  order.    Then, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  week,  the 
Qovernment  were  called  upon  tp  face  a 
Notice  like  that  of  his  noble  Friend, 
which  declared  the  urgency  of  further 
legislation  for  dealing  with  the  disorder 
and  lawlessness  existing  in  Ireland.   He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
this  last  phase  of  criticism  was  not  mc^e 
difficult  to  meet  than  the  former  one. 
It  was  easy  for  the  Qovemment  to  stand 
before  Parliament  and  announce  their 
intention  to  obey  the  mandate  of  the 
country,  and  to  enforce,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  law  and  order ;  but  it  was 
not  so  easy  to  explain  to  their  Lord- 
ships the  various  difficulties  and  em- 
barrassments under  which  the  Govern- 
ment laboured,  and  the  opposition  which 
they  had  to  meet  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  as  a  Government.  His  noble 
Friend  had  given,   with  accuracy,  the 
details  of  the  case  which  occurred,  he 
believed,  on  January  11.     The  Sheriff's 
officer,  accompanied  by  a  body  of  police, 
arrived    to    serve   a  writ,   and    found 
chained  to  the  sate— or  the  door — the 
worthy  priest  of  the  parish.     He  was 
not  quite  sure  that  in  the  circumstances 
80  unprecedented  and  unusual  an  ob- 
stacle might  not  have   deterred  even 
a  larger  body  of  men  than  that  which 
was    present.    As  he  understood,   the 
important  point  in  the  indictment  of 
his  noble    Friend  was    that    the   law 
was  not  vindicated  by  those  to  whom 
the  Government  deputed  its  authority. 
Speaking  from  memory,  he  believed  it 
was  true  that  on  the  first  occasion,  and 
at  the  sight  of  the  obstacle  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  the  party  did  retire ;  but  it 
was  also  true  that  on  the  28th  of  the 
month  the  eviction  was  duly  carried  out 
by  the  officers  of  the  law  ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  no  blame  could  be  at- 
tached to  the  Government.  If  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  evictions  were  not 
carried  out  at  the  first  attexnpt,  the  fault 
of  that  did  not  lie  with  the  Government. 
The  Sheriff  might  send  a  notice  requiring 
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the  presence  of  a  certain  number  of  Con- 
stabulary; but,  unfortunately,  impedi- 
ments were  placed  in  their  way  which 
were  of  a  novel  and  varying  nature,  and 
it  had  been  found  that  the  Sheriff  had 
not  invariably  informed  the  officers  of 
the  law  of  the  new  weapons  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  use  in  order  to 
effect  an  entrance  into  the  dwellings. 
This  really  accounted,  in  many  cases,  for 
the   temporary    miscarriage  of  justice 
which  had  been  complained  of.    Then, 
the  coniplaints  of  the  alleged  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  entirely 
uncalled  for.      The  best    answer  that 
could  be  made  was  to  give  the  dates  of 
the  various  occurrences  in  connection 
with  the  prosecution.   He  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  published  in  the  newspaper 
called   United  Ireland  on  23rd  October, 
1886.     It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to 
contend  that  it  would  have  been  either 
wise  or  prudent  or  desirable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  steps  at  once  against 
a  newspaper,  or  against  any  person  em- 
ployed in  the  simple  publication  of  a 
sketch  of  that  Plan  of  Campaign  in  that 
newspaper.    It  was  not  until  there  were 
overt  acts,  which  afforded  clear  evidence 
of  the  existence  of  a  conspiracy  and 
signs  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would 
be  largely   and    widely  adopted  that 
the  Government  felt  that  they  were  em- 
powered to  act.   On  the  first  publication 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  it  appeared  to 
fall  very  flat;  and  14  days  elapsed  be- 
fore the  Government  were  officially  in- 
formed of  any  action  that  had  been  taken 
upon  it.    The  first  speech  of  any  im- 
portance made  by  Mr.  Dillon  was  de- 
livered on  November  7 — a  Sunday — 
and  it  was  an  unfortunate  peculiarity  of 
Ireland  that  proceedings  of  a  turbulent 
and  unfriendly  character  occurred  on  the 
Sabbath.    A  second  speech,  of  a  still 
more  violent  character,   was  made  by 
Mr.  Dillon  on  November  21.     He  (Earl 
Cadogan)  had  inquired  why  no  action 
was  taken  between  those  dates,  and  he 
found  that  it  would  have^taken  27  days 
after  the  delivery  of  tlie  first  speech 
before  Mr.'  Dillon  could  have  been  in- 
dicted if  proceedings  had  been  taken  at 
once.    It  was  too  late  for  the  Winter 
Assizes,  as  the  list  of  prisoners  for  trial 
was  returnable  on  December  1 ;  there- 
fore   it  was  obvious  that    any  action 
taken  at  that  time  must  have  oeen  too 
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ratioDS  aside,  and  endeavour  sincerely 
and  patriotically  to  find  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  there  would  be  great  hope  of 
a  satisfactory  remedy  being  found.  But 
he  almost  despaired  of  this  when  he 
saw  the  attitude  which  had  been,  adopted 
on  this  question  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Granville).  He  (Viscount 
Midleton)  had  expected  that,  as  the 
noble  Earl,  who  had  been  a  Leader  in 
that  House  for  many  years,  was  not 
afraid  in  the  past  to  denounce  '' felonious 
landlords,"  he  would  now  show  equal 
courage  and  denounce  **  felonious  ten- 
ants." There  need  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  object  of  the  Land 
League.  It  was  plainly  put  by  Mr. 
Heaiy  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
other  night,  when  he  said  that  they 
should  not  rest  until  landlordism  in  Ire- 
land had  become  extinct.  The  prospect 
now  deliberately  placed  before  the  people 
of  Ireland  by  those  who  claimed  to  be  their 
leaders  was  to  obtain  possession  of  the 
land,  not  at  a  fair  price,  or  at  no  price 
at  all,  but  at  prairie  value ;  and  yet  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  not  said  a  single 
word  or  made  a  single  sign  against  that 
dishonest  proceeding.  He  could  only 
say  that  if  a  person  filling  the  distin- 
guished position  of  the  noble  Earl  gave 
no  more  support  to  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  than  he  had  done  this  Session 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  any  settlement 
of  the  quention  was  hopeless. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  only  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  when  and  where 
I  called  the  landlords  "  felonious  ?  " 

The  prime  MINISTER  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  :  It  was  Lord 
Clarendon. 

Lord  DE  ROS  :  My  Lords,  there  is 
one  matter  connected  with  this  subject 
which  has  hardly  been  alluded  to  either 
in  this  House  or  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  We  have  been  almost 
sickened  with  the  heartrending  details 
connected  with  the  evictions  which  took 
place  at  Glenbeigh,  and  which  were 
mainly  attributable  to  the  pernicious 
doctrines  which  have  been  permitted  to 
be  sown  broadcast  without  any  check 
throughout  Ireland  by  a  set  of  the  most 
unscrupulous  agitators  that  ever  existed. 
But,  My  Lords,  there  are  other  victims 
to  the  same  cause — namely,  the  dis- 
tressed Irish  ladies,  who  have  suffered 
most  acutely  from  the  non-payment  of 
rents,  jointures,  charges,  &o.  Most  of 
these  unfortunate  ladies  have  been  ac- 
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customed  to  the  ordinary  domestic  com- 
forts of  civilized  life,  consequently  their 
condition  is  most  distressing.  I  have  a 
list  of  some  of  the  many  cases,  which 
can  be  thoroughly  authenticated ;  but  I 
will  only  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
one  — 

**  Blind  eld  lady,  now{getting  childish,  and 
requiring  constant  care  :  no  rents  paid.  Her 
only  daughter  has  taken  y.  situation  toTtry  to 
earn  enough  to  keep  her  "out  of  the  workhouse 
for  the  few  remaining  weeks  of  her  life.  Their 
separation  is  very  sad,  and  the  daughters  feel  it 
keenly." 

I  do  not  think  that  any  further  oomment 
is  necessary  on  my  part,  except  that 
what  I  have  ventured  to  say  tends  to 
prove  that  some  further  legislation  is 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the  terrible 
state  of  intimidation  and  disorder  which 
at  present  prevails  in  Ireland. 

The    lord    PRIVY    SEAL    (Earl 
Cadogax)  said,  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
opened  the-  discussion  (Lord  Inohiquin) 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  followed 
him  (Lord  Braboume)  both  informed 
the  House  that  Irish  affairs  were  in 
a  state  of  unprecedented  orisis.     But 
whereas    the    noble    Lord   who    spoke 
first  appeared  to  think  that  the  action 
he  had  taken  in   sugg^ting  the  pre- 
sent  discussion  was   likely  to  further 
the  ends  he  had  in  view,  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  second  seemed  to  think*  that 
a  desultory  conversation  of  that  sort — 
not  intended  to  lead  to  anything — was 
not  calculated  in  any  way  to  promote 
those  ends,  or  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of    Her   Majesty's   Gh>vernment.      He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  quite  agreed  with  that 
It  was  not  astonishing  that  the  noble 
Lord    (Lord    Inohiquin)    had    spoken 
strongly  on    the  subject,    because   he 
occupied  the  exalted  position  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  in    a  county  which   could 
only  be  characterized  as  one  of  the  worst 
with  which  the  Government  had  to  deal 
with  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.    There 
was  in  that  speech  much  with  which  he 
(E^arl  Cadogan)  sympathized,  and  with 
which  be  even  agreed,  and  much  with 
which  he  did  not  agree,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  complain  of  the  action  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken;   but  he  (Earl 
Cadogan)  was  afraid  that  the  answer 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  give  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  would  not  be 
entirely  satisfactory  to  the  noble  Lord. 
This  debate  afforded  an  illustration — if 
any  were  needed— of  the  extreme  difi- 
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culty  any  GoTemment  must  find  in  meet- 
ing the  expectations  and  the  wishes  of 
Members  of  all  political  Parties  with 
reference  to  the  goTemment  of  Ireland. 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  had  spent  the 
whole  of  last  week  in  defending  them- 
selves against  the  attacks  of  those  who 
deprecated  the  use  of  what  they  were 
pleased  to  call  coercive  legislation,  which 
was,  in  other  words,  the  proper  and  due 
enforcement  of  law  and  order.     Then, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  week,  the 
Government  were  called  upon  to  face  a 
Notice  like  that  of  his  noble  Friend, 
which  declared  the  urgency  of  further 
legislation  for  dealing  with  the  disorder 
and  lawlessness  existing  in  Ireland.   He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
this  last  phase  of  criticism  was  not  more 
difficult  to  meet  than  the  former  one. 
It  was  easy  for  the  Government  to  stand 
before  Parliament  and  announce  their 
intention  to  obey  the  mandate  of  the 
country,  and  to  enforce,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  law  and  order ;  but  it  was 
not  so  easy  to  explain  to  their  Lord- 
ships the  various  difficulties  and  em- 
barrassments under  which  the  Govern- 
ment laboured,  and  the  opposition  which 
they  had  to  meet  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  as  a  Government.  His  noble 
Friend  had  given,   with  accuracy,  the 
details  of  the  ease  which  occurred,  he 
believed,  on  January  11.     The  Sheriff's 
officer,  accompanied  by  a  body  of  police, 
arrived    to    serve   a  writ,   and    found 
chained  to  the  sate— or  the  door — the 
worthy  priest  of  the  parish.     He  was 
not  quite  sure  that  in  the  circumstances 
80  unprecedented  and  unusual  an  ob- 
stacle might  not  have   deterred  even 
a  larger  body  of  men  than  that  which 
was    present.    As  he  understood,  the 
important  point  in  the  indictment  of 
his   noble    Friend  was    that    the   law 
was  not  vindicated  by  those  to  whom 
the  Government  deputed  its  authority. 
Speaking  from  memory,  he  believed  it 
was  true  that  on  the  first  occasion,  and 
at  the  sight  of  the  obstacle  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  the  party  did  retire ;  but  it 
was  also  true  that  on  the  28th  of  the 
month  the  eviction  was  duly  carried  out 
by  the  officers  of  the  law  ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  no  blame  could  be  at- 
tached to  the  Government.  If  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  evictions  were  not 
carried  out  at  the  first  attemipt,  the  fault 
of  that  did  not  lie  with  the  Government. 
The  Sheriff  might  send  a  notice  requiring 
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the  presence  of  a  certain  number  of  Con- 
stabulary; but,  unfortunately,  impedi- 
ments were  placed  in  their  way  which 
were  of  a  novel  and  varying  nature,  and 
it  had  been  found  that  the  Sheriff  had 
not  invariably  informed  the  officers  of 
the  law  of  the  new  weapons  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  use  in  order  to 
effect  an  entrance  into  the  dwellings. 
This  really  accounted,  in  many  cases,  for 
the   temporary    miscarriage  of  justice 
which  had  been  complained  of.    Then, 
the  complaints  of  the  alleged  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  entirely 
uncalled  for.      The   best    answer  that 
could  be  made  was  to  give  the  dates  of 
the  various  occurrences  in  connection 
with  the  prosecution.   He  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  published  in  the  newspaper 
called   United  Ireland  on  23rd  October, 
1886.     It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to 
contend  that  it  would  have  been  either 
wise  or  prudent  or  desirable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  steps  at  once  against 
a  newspaper,  or  against  any  person  em- 
ployed in  the  simple  publication  of  a 
sketch  of  that  Plan  of  Campaira  in  that 
newspaper.    It  was  not  until  there  were 
overt  acts,  which  afforded  clear  evidence 
of  the  existence  of  a  conspiracy  and 
signs  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would 
be  largely   and    widely  adopted  that 
the  Government  felt  that  they  were  em- 
powered to  act.   On  the  first  publication 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  it  appeared  to 
fall  very  fiat;  and  14  days  elapsed  be- 
fore the  Government  were  officially  in- 
formed of  any  action  that  had  been  taken 
upon  it.    The  first  speech  of  any  im- 
portance made  by  Mr.  Dillon  was  de- 
livered on  November  7 — a  Sunday — 
and  it  was  an  unfortunate  peculiarity  of 
Ireland  that  proceedings  of  a  turbulent 
and  unfriendly  character  occurred  on  the 
Sabbath.    A  second  speech,  of  a  still 
more  violent  character,   was  made  by 
Mr.  Dillon  on  November  21.     He  (Earl 
Cadogan)  had  inquired  why  no  action 
was  taken  between  those  dateS;  and  he 
found  that  it  would  have^taken  27  days 
after  the  delivery  of  the  first  speech 
before  Mr.'  Dillon  could  have  been  in- 
dicted if  proceedings  had  been  taken  at 
once.    It  was  too  late  for  the  Winter 
Assizes,  as  the  list  of  prisoners  for  trial 
was  returnable  on  December  1 ;  there- 
fore   it  was  obvious  that    any  action 
taken  at  that  time  must  have  oeen  too 
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rations  aside,  and  endeavour  sincerely 
and  patriotically  to  find  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  there  would  be  great  hope  of 
a  satisfactory  remedy  being  found.  But 
he  almost  despaired  of  this  when  he 
saw  the  attitude  which  had  beeu  adopted 
on  this  question  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Granville).  He  (Viscount 
Midleton)  had  expected  that,  as  the 
noble  Earl,  who  had  been  a  Leader  in 
that  House  for  many  years,  was  not 
afraid  in  the  past  to  denounce  "felonious 
landlords,"  he  would  now  show  equal 
courage  and  denounce  "  felonious  ten- 
ants." There  need  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  object  of  the  Land 
League.  It  was  plainly  put  by  Mr. 
Heaiy  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
other  night,  when  he  said  that  they 
should  not  rest  until  landlordism  in  Ire- 
land had  become  extinct.  The  prospect 
now  deliberately  placed  before  the  people 
of  Ireland  by  those  who  claimed  to  be  their 
leaders  was  to  obtain  possession  of  the 
land,  not  at  a  fair  price,  or  at  no  price 
at  all,  but  at  prairie  value ;  and  yet  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  not  said  a  single 
word  or  made  a  single  sign  against  that 
dishonest  proceeding.  He  could  only 
say  that  if  a  person  filling  the  distin- 
guished position  of  the  noble  Earl  gave 
no  more  support  to  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  than  he  had  done  this  Session 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  any  settlement 
of  the  quention  was  hopeless. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  only  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  when  and  where 
I  called  the  landlords  **  felonious  ?  " 

The  prime  MINISTER  (The  Mar- 
quess  of  Salisbury)  :  It  was  Lord 
Clarendon. 

Lord  DE  ROS  :  My  Lords,  there  is 
one  matter  connected  with  this  subject 
which  has  hardly  been  alluded  to  either 
in  this  House  or  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  We  have  been  almost 
sickened  with  the  heartrending  details 
connected  with  the  evictions  which  took 
place  at  Glenbeigh,  and  which  wore 
mainly  attributable  to  the  pernicious 
doctrines  which  have  been  permitted  to 
be  sown  broadcast  without  any  check 
throughout  Ireland  by  a  set  of  the  most 
unscrupulous  agitators  that  ever  existed. 
But,  My  Lords,  there  are  other  victims 
to  the  same  cause — namely,  the  dis- 
tressed Irish  ladies,  who  have  suffered 
most  acutely  from  the  non-payment  of 
rents,  jointures,  charges,  &c.  Most  of 
these  unfortunate  ladies  have  been  ac- 
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customed  to  the  ordinary  domestic  com- 
forts of  civilized  life,  consequently  their 
condition  is  most  distressing.  I  have  a 
list  of  some  of  the  many  cases,  which 
can  be  thoroughly  authenticated ;  but  I 
will  only  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
one  — 

*'  Blind  eld  lady,  now{getting  childish,  and 
requiring  constant  caro  :  no  rents  paid.  Her 
only  daughter  has  taken  ^a  sitoation  toTtry  to 
earn  enough  to  keep  her  "oat  of  the  workhouse 
for  the  few  remaining  weeks  of  her  life.  Their 
separation  is  very  sad,  and  the  daughters  feel  it 
keenly." 

I  do  not  think  that  any  further  oomment 
is  necessary  on  my  part,  except  that 
what  I  have  ventured  to  say  tends  to 
prove  that  some  further  legislation  is 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the  terriMe 
state  of  intimidation  and  disorder  whi<^ 
at  present  prevails  in  Ireland. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooax)  said,  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
opened  the-  discussion  (Lord  Inohiquin) 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  followed 
him  (Lord  Braboume)  both  informed 
the  House  that  Irish  affairs  were  in 
a  state  of  unprecedented  crisis.  But 
whereas  the  noble  Lord  who  apoke 
first  appeared  to  think  that  the  action 
he  had  taken  in  suggesting  the  pre- 
sent discussion  was  likely  to  further 
the  ends  he  had  in  view,  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  second  seemed  to  think-  that 
a  desultory  conversation  of  that  sort — 
not  intended  to  lead  to  anything — was 
not  calculated  in  any  way  to  promote 
those  ends,  or  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  quite  agreed  with  that. 
It  was  not  astonishing  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Inohiquin)  had  spcdcen 
strongly  on  the  subject,  beeaute  he 
occupied  the  exalted  position  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  a  county  whidi  could 
only  be  characterized  as  one  of  the  worst 
with  which  the  Government  had  to  deal 
with  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  There 
was  in  that  speech  much  with  which  he 
(Earl  Cadogan)  sympathized,  and  with 
which  be  even  agreed,  and  much  witii 
which  he  did  not  ag^ree,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  complain  of  the  action  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken;  but  he  (Earl 
Cadogan)  was  afraid  that  the  answer 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  give  on  the 
part  of  the  (Government  would  not  be 
entirely  satisfactory  to  the  noble  Lord. 
This  debate  afforded  an  illustration — if 
any  were  needed— of  the  extreme  dift- 
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culty  any  Government  must  find  in  meet- 
ing the  expectations  and  the  wishes  of 
Members  of  all  political  Parties  with 
reference  to  the  government  of  Ireland. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  spent  the 
whole  of  last  week  in  defending  them- 
selves against  the  attacks  of  those  who 
deprecated  the  use  of  what  they  were 
pleased  to  call  coercive  legislation,  which 
was,  in  other  words,  the  proper  and  due 
enforcement  of  law  and  order.    Then, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  week,  the 
Government  were  called  upon  tp  face  a 
Notice  like  that  of  his  noble  Friend, 
which  declared  the  urgency  of  further 
legislation  for  dealing  with  the  disorder 
and  lawlessness  existing  in  Ireland.   He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
this  last  phase  of  criticism  was  not  m^e 
difficult  to  meet  than  the  former  one. 
It  was  easy  for  the  Government  to  stand 
before  Parliament  and  announce  their 
intention  to  obey  the  mandate  of  the 
country,  and  to  enforce,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  law  and  order ;  but  it  was 
not  so  easy  to  explain  to  their  Lord- 
ships the  various  difficulties  and  em- 
barrassments under  which  the  Govern- 
ment laboured,  and  the  opposition  which 
they  had  to  meet  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  as  a  Government.  His  noble 
Friend  had  given,   with  accuracy,  the 
details  of  the  ease  which  occurred,  he 
believed,  on  January  11.     The  SherifiTs 
officer,  accompanied  by  a  body  of  police, 
arrived    to    serve   a  writ,   and    found 
chained  to  the  sate— or  the  door — the 
worthy  priest  of  the  parish.     He  was 
not  quite  sure  that  in  the  circumstances 
80  unprecedented  and  unusual  an  ob- 
stacle might  not  have   deterred  even 
a  larger  body  of  men  than  that  which 
was    present.    As  he  understood,  the 
important  point  in  the  indictment  of 
his  noble    Friend  was    that    the   law 
was  not  vindicated  by  those  to  whom 
the  Government  deputed  its  authority. 
Speaking  from  memory,  he  believed  it 
was  true  that  on  the  first  occasion,  and 
at  the  sight  of  the  obstacle  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  the  party  did  retire ;  but  it 
was  also  true  that  on  the  28th  of  the 
month  the  eviction  was  duly  carried  out 
by  the  officers  of  the  law  ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  no  blame  could  be  at- 
tached to  the  Government.  If  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  evictions  were  not 
carried  out  at  the  first  attempt,  the  fault 
of  that  did  not  lie  with  the  Government. 
The  Sheriff  might  send  a  notice  requiring 
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the  presence  of  a  certain  number  of  Con- 
stabulary; but,  unfortunately,  impedi- 
ments were  placed  in  their  way  which 
were  of  a  novel  and  varying  nature,  and 
it  had  been  found  that  the  Sheriff  had 
not  invariably  informed  the  officers  of 
the  law  of  the  new  weapons  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  use  in  order  to 
effect  an  entrance  into  the  dwellings. 
This  really  accounted,  in  many  cases,  for 
the   temporary    miscarriage  of  justice 
which  had  been  complained  of.    Then, 
the  complaints  of  the  alleged  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  were  entirely 
uncalled  for.      The  best    answer  that 
could  be  made  was  to  give  the  dates  of 
the  various  occurrences  in   connection 
with  the  prosecution.   He  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  published  in  the  newspaper 
called   United  Ireland  on  23rd  October, 
1886.     It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to 
contend  that  it  would  have  been  either 
wise  or  prudent  or  desirable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  steps  at  once  against 
a  newspaper,  or  against  any  person  em- 
ployed in  the  simple  publication  of  a 
sketch  of  that  Plan  of  Campaign  in  that 
newspaper.    It  was  not  until  there  were 
overt  acts,  which  afforded  clear  evidence 
of  the  existence  of  a  conspiracy  and 
signs  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would 
be  largely    and    widely  adopted  that 
the  Government  felt  that  they  were  em- 
powered to  act.   On  the  first  publication 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  it  appeared  to 
fall  very  flat;  and  14  days  elapsed  be- 
fore the  Government  were  officially  in- 
formed of  atiy  action  that  had  been  taken 
upon  it.    The  first  speech  of  any  im- 
portance made  by  Mr.  Dillon  was  de- 
livered on  November  7 — a  Sunday — 
and  it  was  an  unfortunate  peculiarity  of 
Ireland  that  proceedings  of  a  turbulent 
and  unfriendfy  character  occurred  on  the 
Sabbath.    A  second  speech,  of  a  still 
more  violent  character,   was  made  by 
Mr.  Dillon  on  November  21,     He  (Earl 
Cadogan)  had  inquired  why  no  action 
was  taken  between  those  dates,  and  he 
found  that  it  would  have^taken  27  days 
after  the  delivery  of  the  first  speech 
before  Mr.'  Dillon  could  have  been  in- 
dicted if  proceedings  had  been  taken  at 
once.    It  was  too  late  for  the  Winter 
Assizes,  as  the  list  of  prisoners  for  trial 
was  returnable  on  December  1 ;  there- 
fore   it  was  obvious  that    any  action 
taken  at  that  time  must  have  oeen  too 

2  Y 


1379 


State  of  Ireland — 


{LOEDS} 


LegUlation. 


1380 


late  for  the  Winter  Assizes.  In  order, 
therefore,  to  obtain  an  authoritative 
pronouncement  on  the  actual  state  of  the 
law — which  otherwise  could  not  have 
been  obtained  until  February — proceed- 
ings were  taken  against  Mr.  Dillon  in 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  on  Novem- 
ber 25.  He  appeared  on  December!, 
and  the  case  was  adjourned  for  10  dajs 
at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Dillon  himself 
through  his  counsel.    The  Court  gave 

i'udgment  on  December  14,  and  Mr. 
)illon  was  bound  over.  The  proceed- 
ings that  had  taken  place  since  then  were 
those  of  an  ordinary  criminal  trial.  Ap- 
plication was  made  to  a  police  magis- 
trate on  a  sworn  information  against  Mr. 
Dillon,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Harris,  and 
Mr.  Hedmond,  who  were  charged  with 
conspiracy.  The  magistrates  returned 
them  for  trial.  A  bilfof  indictment  was 
sent  up  to  the  Qrand  Jury  of  the  county 
at  the  ordinary  Commission  for  the 
County  of  Dublin,  and  a  true  bill  was 
found  in  the  ordinary  way.  He  thanked 
his  noble  Friend  for  giving  him  the 
opportunity  to  state  the  actual  facts,  and 
the  dates  with  which  they  were  con- 
nected; they  were  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, and  deserved  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  noble  Lord.  As  to  the 
appointment  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonds  to 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  of  Waterford, 
he  (Earl  Cadogan)  was  sorry  he  was  not 
able  to  give  Uie  information  that  was 
asked  for.  If  Notice  were  given  of  a 
Question  he  might  be  able  to  auswer  it. 
But  the  name  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde 
stood  first  on  the  list  returned  by  the 
Judges,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  ap- 

?ointed  him  upon  that  recommendation, 
f  the  facts  were  as  they  had  been  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  if  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde  had  violated  the  law  and  had 
done  that  which  was  illegal,  he  would, 
no  doubt,  be  dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  As  to  the  alleged  urgency 
of  further  legislation  for  dealing  with 
disorder  and  lawlessness,  he  would  give 
a  few  official  figures  bearing  upon  the 
state  of  Ireland  which  did  not  seem  to 
bear  out  the  statement  of  his  noble 
Friend  that  it  was  going  rapidly  from 
bad  to  worse.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  in  those  matters  statistics  were, 
to  a  certain  extent,  fallacious.  It  was 
quite  possible  that  there  might  be  an 
amount  of  crime  which  was  not  reported 
officially,  and  it  was  also  possible  that 
the  action  of  the  National  League  might 
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have  the  effect  of  diminishing  the  list  of 
offences  which  were  officially  reported  to 
the  Government.  The  figures  he  would 
quote  related  to  agrarian  offences  in  all 
Ireland  ;  and  included  in  these  were 
offences  against  the  person,  offences 
agiEtinst  property,  offences  against  the 
public  peace,  and  threatening  letters. 
The  periods  covered  by  the  figures 
were  the  last  six  months  of  1885,  the 
first  six  months  of  1886,  and  the  last 
six  months  of  1886;  and  the  figures 
were  as  follow : — ^First  six  months,  232 
threatening  letters,  311  other  offences — 
total,  543.  Second  six  months,  239 
threatening  letters,  314  other  offences — 
total,  553.  Third  six  months,  179  threat- 
ening letters,  293  other  offences — total, 
472.  He  (Earl  Cadogan),  therefore, 
could  not  agree  with  his  noble  Friend 
that  things  were  going  from  bad  to 
worse.  There  was  an  improvement  in 
Kerry,  where,  in  the  last  six  months  of 
1885,  the  threatening  letters  were  55, 
and  other  offences  65 — total,  120;  as 
compared  with  25  threatening  letters 
and  50  other  offences — total,  75 — in  the 
last  six  months  of  1886.  Again,  in 
Clare,  another  disturbed  county,  with 
which  his  noble  Friend  was  connected, 
there  was  a  slight  decrease  of  offences. 
The  figures  were  :  —  In  the  last  six 
months  of  1885,  67;  in  the  first  six 
months  of  1886,  70;  and  in  the  last 
six  months  of  the  year,  65  ;  showing 
a  falling-off  even  in  that  disturbed 
locality.  So  much  for  the  state  of 
disorder  and  lawlessness  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood for  a  moment,  in  speaking  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  that  the 
Government  closed  their  eyes,  and  did 
not  realize  the  serious  aspect  of  affairs 
owing  to  the  very  large  amount  of  crime 
they  had  to  deplore  in  Ireland;  but 
when  his  noble  Friend  asked  them  to 
act  at  once,  to  legislate  even  to  the  ex- 
tent of  altering  the  Jury  Acts  and  other 
enactments,  he  could  only  refer  him  to 
the  pledges  which  were  given  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  His 
noble  Friend  would  find  in  that  Speech 
that  the  dangerous  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  was  recognized,  and  that  the 
policy  which  the  Government  intended 
to  pursue  was  pretty  clearly  fore- 
shadowed. He  might  remind  ms  noble 
Friend  that  the  Speech  informed  them 
that  the  efforts  of  the  Government  to 
enforce  the  law  had  been  serioosty  im- 
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peded,  and  tliat  pFoposals  would  bo 
inade  for  a  reform  of  legal  procedure, 
trith  a  view  to  render  more  efficient  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland.  Since  that  Speech  was  de- 
livered, his  noble  Friend  might,  no 
doubt,  reply  that  a  considerable  time 
had  elapsed,  and  no  scheme  was  forth- 
coming; but  if  there  was  any  reason  for 
the  impatience  of  his  noble  Friend,  it 
certainly  was  not  to  be  found  in  that 
House,  or  even  with  the  Government, 
who  were  anxious  to  press  on  with  legis- 
lation. He  could  only  say  that  in  the 
meantime,  and  until  the  condition  of 
Business  in  the  other  House  enabled 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  produce 
their  measures  for  the  simplification  of 
the  law  and  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,  they  were  enforcing, 
and  would  continue  to  enforce,  the  law 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power.  He  fully 
admitted  that  the  powers  which  the 
Government  at  present  possessed  were 
not  adequate  for  the  proper  fulfilment  of 
their  duties ;  but  the  remedy  for  that  lay 
with  the  other  House,  and  was  a  matter 
which,  he  hoped,  would  not  be  delayed 
much  longer.  He  did  not  know  that  he 
could  add  anything  to  what  he  had  said. 
He  thought  he  might  appeal  to  noble 
Lords  opposite.  He  (Earl  Oadogan) 
hoped  that  in  their  arduous  and  difficult 
position  the  Government  would  have  the 
assistance  of  noble  Lords  opposite  in 
dealing  with  the  unhappy  features  that 
still  existed  in  Ireland.  The  plan  pro- 
posed by  noble  Lords  opposite  had  been 
rejected  in  Parliament  and  by  the 
country.  Until  the  noble  Lords  had 
some  other  proposal  with  which  to  sup- 
plement those  so  emphatioally  rejected^ 
they  ought  to  give  their  assistance,  or, 
at  any  rate,  he  hoped  they  would  not 
join  with  those  of  their  Friends  who 
g^ve  their  support  to  men  whose  sole 
object  was  the  embarrassment  of  the 
Government.  His  noble  Friend  was 
quite  correct  when  he  stated  that  the 
question  of  the  land  was  the  great  ques- 
tion in  Ireland.  In  dealing  with  that 
question  it  would,  be  necessary — and 
he  expressed  merely  his  own  personal 
opinion — to  abolish  that  dual  owner- 
ship which  was  the  baneful  effect  of  the 
legislation  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone).  He  thought  they  must 
look  to  the  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion and  to  the  encouragement  of  in- 


dustry, trade,  and  manufactures  in  Ire- 
land. To  both  of  these  important 
questions  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  directed,  and  Boyal 
Commissions  had  been  appointed, 
upon  whose  Beports  he  trusted  it  would 
be  possible  to  found  valuable  legisla- 
tion, which  would  have  a  lasting  effect 
on  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  But 
until  the  time  came  when  it  would  be 
possible  to  examine  into  questions  of 
that  sort,  it  would  be  their  anxious  duty 
to  maintain  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
To  that  duty  all  their  best  efforts  would 
be  directed,  and  in  the  discharge  of 
that  duty  they  hoped  for  the  assistance 
of  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the 
Ho^ise. 

LoRC  FITZGERALD  said,  he  ad- 
mitted the  obligation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  maintain  law  and  order 
in  Ireland;  and  it  was  his  desire  to 
assist  the  Government  in  doing  so 
fully,  and  in  making  whatever  amend- 
ment of  the  law  was  necessary  to 
that  end.  He  had  heard  with  plea- 
sure the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Cadogan)  that  the  attention  of 
the  Gt)vernment  was  directed  to  the 
Land  Question  and  to  the  promotion  of 
industrial  employment  in  Ireland.  It 
had  already  been  pointed  out  in  that 
House  in  very  forcible  language  that 
the  real  question  which  must  be  settled 
in  Ireland  was  the  Land  Question.  That 
was  what  the  people  were  eager  for. 
He  did  not  wish  to  call  upon  the  Oto- 
vemment  to  state  their  proposals  on  the 
question  at  present,  as  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  reasonable  to  do  so  until  the 
Royal  Commission  had  sent  in  its  Re- 
port. The  noble  Earl  had  also  spoken 
of  promoting  industry  in  Ireland.  He 
(Lord  Fitzgerald)  believed  a  great  deal 
might  be  done  in  the  direction  of  in- 
creasing industries  in  Ireland.  There 
was  a  large  debt  due  to  Ireland  in  this 
matter,  England  having  for  many  years 
—from  1690  to  1782— through  her  whole 
course  of  legislation,  sought  to  repress 
manufactures  and  industries  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  condemnation 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  No  doubt, 
that  Act  worked  a  great  deal  of  hard- 
ship, and  amounted  in  some  instances  to 
confiscation  of  property;  but  he  thought 
its  benefits  far  exceeded  the  injuries  it 
inflicted,  so  far  as  it  inflicted  injuries. 
He  had  always  been  anxious  to  assist  in 
I  giving  compensation  to  those  who  loet 
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by  that  Act ;  but  there  was  one  principle 
in  it  alone  to  whioh  he  attributed  so 
high  a  value  that  he  would  not  part 
with  it  unless  upon  the  most  powerful 
and  persuasive  argument,  and  that  prin- 
ciple was  the  principle  of  the  fixity  and 
security  of  tenure.  Formerly  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  tenant  was  that  of  a 
mere  serf,  a  mere  tenant-at-will — he  was 
without  security,  and  was  liable  to  be 
turned  out  by  notice  to  quit  at  the  mere 
whim  of  the  landlord.  No  doubt  the 
Act  of  1881  required  considerable 
aknendment — extension  in  some  direc- 
tions and  amendment  in  others — and  in 
this  he  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  was  willing  to 
give  his  humble  assistance  whenever  the 
subject  came  before  their  Lordships' 
House ;  but  he  could  not  concur  in  un- 
qualified condemnation  of  the  Act  of 
1881.  With  regard  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde,  it  was  about  two  and 
a-half  years  ago  since  his  name  had 
been  recommended.  He  did  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  objection  to  him. 
The  appointment  of  Sheriff  rested  with 
the  Government  entirely,  and  if  the 
Sheriff  was  guilty  of  misconduct  or  ille- 
gality, it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  supersede  him.  He  did  not 
know  anything  at  all  about  Six  Thomas 
Esmonde — he  did  not  know  whether  he 
had  been  guilly  of  any  misconduct  or 
illegality;  but  if  he  had  been,  it  was 
open  to  the  Government  to  supersede 
him.  Be  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  House  thas  the  system 
of  violence  and  intimidation  referred  to 
as  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  going 
on  to  his  knowledge  for  more  than  40 
years.  He  had  in  his  hands  a  state- 
ment made  by  one  of  the  wisest  Lnsh- 
men  about  40  years  a^o  which  he  would 
quote  to  their  Lordships.  Chief  Justice 
Kackbume,  in  1848,  in  addressing  the 
Grand  Juxy  of  one  of  the  Southern 
Counties,  thus  expressed  himself — 

**  It  farther  appears  that  the  principal  object 
of  thit  confederation  ia  the  deetroctioo  of  Uie 
rights  of  landlords.  Fraud,  riolence,  and  in- 
timidation are  resorted  to,  and  even  murder 
itself  is  perpetrated,  to  impede  them  in  the 
execution  of  their  legal  rights  and  remedies. 
I  hesitate  not  to  say  that  if  these  designs  be 
not  frustrated  the  necessary  effeol  must  be  that 
the  occupiers  of  land  must  become  its  pro- 
prietors. 

The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lushiquin)  had 
oaJled  upon  the  Government  to  take 
Active  step9  to  rehabilitate  authority 
and  maintain  the  law  in  Ireland*    In 
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that  he  entirely  concurred  with  liim; 
and  that,  he  gathered  from  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  and  from  the  declara- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  it  was  their  in- 
tention to  do.  It  was  essentially  neces- 
sary that  the  dignity  of  the  law  should 
be  restored,  and  that  justice  should  be 
duly,  fairly,  and  firmly  administered. 
The  importance  of  that  being  done  could 
hardly  be  exaggerated.  For  the  last 
six  years  there  had  been  going  on  in 
Ireland  a  determined  conspiracy  to  bring 
the  law  into  contempt  and  to  bring  the 
Judges  into  direspect  and.  clothe  them 
with  calumny,  and  to  usurp  the  province 
of  the  law  and  to  defy  its  execution  by 
the  Queen's  Government.  So  far  back 
as  1880,  when  addressing  the  Grand  Jury 
of  Cork,  the  proceedings  which  he  then 
saw  going  on,  and  every  day  since,  had 
satisfied  him  that  he  was  right,  and  that 
it  was  then,  as  it  was  now,  a  determined 
conspiracy  to  usurp  the  functions  of  the 
law,  and  for  that  purpose  to  throw  every 
obloquy  upon  the  a<uninistrators  of  the 
law.  His  noble  Friend  had  referred  to 
the  recent  proceedings  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  &eland  to  compel 
certain  persons  to  give  security  that 
they  would  be  of  good  behaviour,  and 
to  the  judgment  that  was  pronounced 
on  that  occasion.  The  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  were  upright, 
honest,  and  fearless  men,  who  were  de- 
termined to  do  their  duty  and  to  admi- 
nister the  law,  not  against  the  people, 
but  for  them.  For  giving  their  oecision 
the  Judges  had  been  thus  assailed  by  a 
speaker  at  a  meeting — 

**The  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Qneen*s  Beoeh 
in  this  country  are  not  like  English  Judges. 
They  are  not  independent  men ;  they  do  not  sit 
upon  the  Bench  to  do  even  justice  between  the 
CSt>wn  and  other  men,  the  subjects  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, in  a  political  case.  Ko ;  they  go  to  tiie 
Oastle,  and  take  their  orders  and  gire  judgment 
according  to  what  the  Oastle  officials  order  them 
to  give.  They  say  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  ulegal,  and  so  say  their  Judges.*' 

That  was  only  a  single  specimen  of  the 
vituperation,  obloquy,  and  calumny  with 
which  Irish  Judges  were  assailed.  That 
language  was  published  in  newspapers 
which  circulated  largely  among  the  Irish 
people,  and  which  were  possibly  the 
only  means  of  information  that  many  of 
them  had ;  and  thus  the  law  was  brooght 
into  open  oontempti  and  ignorant  people 
were  led  to  bdieve  that  it  was  not 
honestly  and  impartially  administtred. 
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Such  a  Btate  of  things  should  be  met  by 
a  steady  maintenance  of  the  law,  and 
the  firm  administration  of  justice  to  the 
parties  who  ventured  to  circulate  such 
calumnies  as  those  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  With  respect  to  the  condition 
of  land  in  Ireland,  ne  desired  to  point 
out  how  untrue  it  was  to  say  that  Irish 
land  was  at  present  of  no  value;  he 
knew  the  case  of  a  farm,  the  tenant's 
interest  in  which  was  recently  sold  in  a 
Metropolitan  county  for  £8,000,  at  a 
rent  of  £496  a-year,  being  300  acres  in 
extent.  Referring  to  crime  in  Ireland, 
he  would  quote  the  account  of  some 
recent  Moonlighting  outrages  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Millstreet.  Among 
other  houses  entered  by  the  raiders  was 
the  dwelling  of  a  farmer  named  Murphy, 
and  the  report  stated — 

"  Murphy,  though  a  member  of  the  National 
Leaffue,  does  not  take  an  active  part  in  pro- 
moting the  objects  of  the  organization.  He 
had  two  daughters,  named  Albtna  and  Mary. 
When  the  Moonlighters  entered  the  premises 
Murphy  was  called  on  to  bring  forward  his 
daughter  Albina.  A  friend  of  Murphy's,  who 
was  sojourning  with  him,  remonstrated  with 
the  armed  party  for  their  violence  towards  a 
man  who  had  never  broken  the  rules  of  the 
National  League.  While  he  was  doing  so  a 
shot  was  fired,  the  bullet  lodging  in  the  wall. 
Two  of  the  Moonlighters  then  entered  Albina*  s 
bedroom,  seized  her  violently,  forced  her  on  her 
knees,  and  held  her  in  that  position  while  an- 
other of  the  rufSans  cut  off  her  hair  with 
shears,  and  then  poured  upon  her  head  a  quan- 
tity of  tar.  They  then  entered  the  second 
daughter's  bedroom,  and  treated  her  as  they  had 
her  sistec ." 

The  ruffians  then  proceeded  to  commit 
other  outrages  of  a  like  description, 
which  he  could  only  characterize  as 
savage  and  brutal,  and  a  disgrace  to  the 
country  in  which  they  occurred.  There 
was  great  difficulty  in  punishing  such 
offences,  because,  although  the  law  itself 
might  be  sufficient,  they  could  not  get 
evidence.  People  would  not  come  for- 
ward and  tell  what  had  taken  place 
because  of  the  system  of  terrorism 
which  prevailed.  In  alluding  to  the  con- 
templated reform  of  criminid  procedure, 
he  (Lord  Fitzgerald),  would  observe 
that  that  reform  was  at  present  the 
law  in  Scotland.  The  magistrates 
should  be  empowered  to  nlake  any 
inquiry  into  the  crimes  that  had  been 
committed,  although  no  accused  per- 
sons had  been  charged  before  them. 
It  was  owing  to  the  existence  of  that 
power  under  the  Crimes  Act  that  the 


murderers  of  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish and  Mr.  Burke  had  been  dis- 
covered. 

PBOBATION  OF    FIBST    OFFEKDEBS   (NO.   3) 

BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  permit  the  conditional  release  of 
first  offenders  upon  probation  of  good  conduct 
in  certain  cases— Was  presented  by  The  Earl 
of  Eme ;  read  1*.    (No.  20.) 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Ifonday,  I4th  Februaryy  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  Issubd— Jbr  Bum- 
ley,  V,  Peter  Rylands,  esquire,  deceased. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Beading  — 
Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment 
(No.  2)*  [166]:  Allotments  and  Cottage 
Gardens  Compensation  *  [167]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BELFAST  MAIN  DBAINAGE  BILL. 
[fiy  Order.) 

THIBB   BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Order  for  the  Third  Beading 
be  taken  into  consideration  To-morrow," 
— {Sir  Charles  For  iter.) 

Mb.  EWABT  (Belfast,  N.) :  Upon 
the  Question  that  tiie  Order  for  the  third 
reading  of  th|8  Bill  be  postponed  until 
to-morrow,  I  wish  to  say  that  an  arrange- 
ment has  been  come  to  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton), 
who  has  giveu  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  that  he  and  his  Friends 
propose  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  express  their  opinions  upon  the 
measure  to-morrow;  but  that  they  do 
not  intend  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing  upon  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Third  Beading  deferred  \jM  To-morrow. 
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EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— CONDUCT  OF 
THE  CONSTABULARY,  COUNTY 
LIMERICK. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  at  the  evic- 
tion of  Mr.  Edmond  O'Grady,  of  Bally- 
brood,  County  Limerick,  towards  the 
end  of  last  month,  a  body  of  Constabu- 
lary under  the  command  of  Captain 
Plunkett,  E.M.,  attacked  without  pre- 
vious notice  a  crowd  of  people,  woimd- 
ing  many  seriously ;  whether  the  attack 
took  place  in  a  field  leading  to  the  house 
about  to  be  evicted,  before  the  eviction 
took  place,  and  when  the  people  were 
perfectly  quiet;  whether  Mr;  Joseph 
Kyan,  a  respectable  farmer  from  Her- 
bertstown,  received  three  dangerous 
wounds  on  the  bead,  and,  accompanied 
by  Bey.  M.  Byan,  demanded  from  Cap- 
tain Plunkett  an  opportunity  of  identic 
fying  the  policeman  who  struck  him, 
with  a  view  to  a  criminal  prosecution ; 
and,  whether  Captain  Plunkett  refused; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Government  order  an 
investigation  into  his  conduct  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8E0EETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks- Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
On  the  occasion  of  the  eviction  men- 
tioned a  very  determined  and  obstinate 
resistance  was  offered  to  the  execution 
of  Her  Majesty's  writ.  In  approaching 
the  house  the  Sheriff  and  his  assistants 
encountered  various  obstacles  which  had 
been  placed  in  their  way,  and  they  were 
met  by  a  large  and  disorderly  mob,  who 
shouted  and  groaned,  and  threw  mud  at 
the  bailiffs.  Captain  Plunkett  called 
upon  this  unlawful  assembly  to  disperse. 
They  refused,  and  thereupon  he  ordered 
a  party  of  police,  armed  with  batons 
only,  to  disperse  them.  This  was  done, 
and  the  eviction  was  then  carried  out.  I 
am  not  aware  whether  a  Mr.  Byan  was 
seriously  injured  while  the  mob  was 
being  dispersed.  Two  of  the  Sheriff's 
bailiffs  were  severely  wounded  by  the 
tenant  and  his  friends.  It  is  true  that  a 
request  was  made  to  Captain  Plunkett 
to  parade  the  police  for  identification ; 
but  as  the  men  were  at  the  time  actually 
engaged  in  protecting  the  Sheriff,  this 
request,  of  course,  could  not  be  complied 
with.  I  think  Captain  Plunkett  did  his 
duty,  under  very  aifficult  circumstances. 


In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 

FiNUOANE, 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
said,  the  party  was  a  small  party.  They 
were  engaged  in  protecting  the  officers 
of  the  Crown. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— ACH  ILL 
PETTY  SESSIONS— IMPORTATION  OF 
ILLICIT  WHISKEY  BY  COASTGUARDS. 
Mb.  cox  (Qare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  three  convictions  have 
been  recorded  within  the  last  month  at 
Achill  Petty  Sessions  against  policemen, 
one  being  a  wanton  assault  committed 
by  Sub-constable  Conalty  on  a  boatman 
named  John  Patten  for  refusing  to  bring 
him  illicit  whiskey  (poteen);  and, 
whether  information  has  reached  him 
that  many  of  the  coastguards  in  the 
Island  of  Achill  are  in  the  habit  of  pro- 
curing illicit  whiskey,  through  Neil 
Gallagher  Dagort  and  others,  and  en- 
couraging into  the  Island  the  importa- 
tion of  illicit  whiskey,  to  the  detriment 
and  demoralization  of  the  inhabitants ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Govemment  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiOHABL  Hicks-BeachJ  (Bristol,  W.): 
Reference  to  the  Islana  of  Achill  had  to 
be  made  in  this  case,  and  the  reply  has 
not  yet  come  to  hand. 

LABOURERS    (IRELAND)    ACTS-JOHN 
KAVANAGH,   CO.  WEXFORD. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  a  labourer  on  the  Brooke  es- 
tate, in  County  Wexford,  named  John 
Kayanagh,  applied  for  a  cottage,  some 
time  since,  under  the  Labourers'  Act;  if 
his  application  was  allowed  by  the  local 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  confirmed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board;  if,  since 
then,  the  agent,  Mr.  Hamilton,  has 
been  continually  appealing  to  the  Privy 
Council  to  prevent  the  scheme  being  car- 
ried into  efiPect;  if,  meanwhile,  Ka- 
vanagb  lives  in  a  ditch,  and  bis  children 
sleep  in  the  open  air ;  and,  if  there  is 
any  likelihood  of  hia  soon  getting  the 
cottage? 

The  CHIEP  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Local  Government  Board  inform 
me  that  the  scheme  for  labourers'  cot- 
tages in  the  Gorey  Union  feU  through 
in  consequence  of  informalitiee  in  the 
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preliminary  prooeedings  of  the  Guar- 
dians.  The  Guardians  then  republished 
their  scheme,  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  take  it  up  again  as  soon  as 
the  services  of  an  Inspector  are  avaiU 
able.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton has  been  continually  appealing  to 
the  Privy  Council  to  prevent  the  scheme 
from  being  carried  out.  The  matter  has 
not  yet  reached  the  stage  at  which  such 
an  appeal  could  be  made. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Mr.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  it  is  commonly 
alleged  that  Crown  Solicitors  in  Ireland, 
when  a  jury  has  disagreed  in  any  cri- 
minal case  of  a  particular  character, 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  to  ascertain 
the  names  of  the  jurors  in  favour  of  an 
acquittal,  and  afterwards  exclude  such 
jurors  from  serving  on  criminal  trials 
by  ordering  them  to  stand  by;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  a  public  inquiry 
to  be  instituted  in  the  matter,  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  the  truth  of  such 
allegations  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  never  heard  of  the  allega- 
tion referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  Question. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  to  ascertain 
the  truth  of  the  statement  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  there 
is  any  reason  why,  having  regard  to  the 
public  interest  excited  by  the  matter. 
Crown  Solicitors  should  not  be  directed 
to  keep  a  record  of  the  number  and 
names  of  jurors  ordered  by  them  to 
stand  by  on  criminal  trials  in  Ireland ; 
whether  any  check  at  present  exists  on 
the  possible  abuse  of  this  power  by 
Crown  Solicitors;  whether  any  means 
exist  by  which  these  gentlemen,  in  the 
absence  of  any  record,  can  accurately 
answer  official  inquiries  which  may  sub- 
sequently be  made ;  whether  there  is 
anything  in  connection  with  the  exercise 
of  this  power  which  the  Crown  consider 
it  expedient  to  keep  secret ;  and,  whether. 


if  not,  he  will  issue  instructions  to  Crown 
Solicitors  to  keep  such  a  record  of  jurors 
ordered  to  stand  by  as  may  afterwards 
be  available  for  reference  ? 

The  chief  SECRETART  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
This  Question  relates  to  a  legal  matter 
on  which  my  opinion  is  not  very  valu- 
able, nor  is  it  my  duty  to  give  instruc- 
tions. But,  as  the  hon.  Member  asks 
for  my  opinion,  I  may  say  that  there 
exists  already  the  best  possible  check 
on  any  abuse  of  this  power  in  the  pub- 
licity under  which  it  is  exercised.  It  is 
exercised  in'  open  Court,  and  anyone 
can,  therefore,  at  once  ascertain  all  that 
occurs  in  any  particular  case. 

ABMY-PURCHASE    OF    HOESES    FOR 
ARMY    PURPOSES. 

Sm  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  arrangements  can  be 
made  for  fixed  annual  visits  to  central 
places  in  various  counties  by  the  officers 
employed  in  purchasing  horses  for  Army 
purposes ;  if  so,  whether  notice  of  sucn. 
visits  could  be  given  continuously,  from 
year  to  year,  in  the  local  newspapers, 
together  with  full  information  as  to  the 
stamp  of  horses  required,  and  the  price 
that  will  be  given  for  them ;  whether, 
whenever  the  Royal  or  other  Agricul- 
tural Society  holds  a  meeting,  as  was 
held  at  Newcastle  a  short  time  ago  for 
a  show  of  stallions,  in  order  to  encourage 
farmers  to  breed  horses  for  Army  pur- 
poses, arrangements  can  be  made  to  in- 
sure purchasing  officers  visiting  such 
districts  four  years  afterwards  ? 

The  SECRETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Under  the  present  system,  by 
which  officers  commanding  regiments 
are  responsible  for  the  purchase  of  the 
horses  required  by  their  regiments,  there 
would  probably  be  serious  difficulties  in 
carrying  out  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
and  eallant  Member;  but  the  sugges- 
tion IS  one  of  great  importance,  and  I 
will  consider  to  what  extent  it  could  be 
adopted. 

THE    PARKS    (METROPOLIS)-THE 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
What  was  the  amount  paid  by  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  purchase  and  laying  out  of 
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Kennington  Park;  of  Yiotoria  Park; 
of  Bethnal  Green  Gardens ;  of  Battersea 
Park,  and  of  the  Battersea  Estate ;  of 
the  Westminster  Bridge  Estate,  and  of 
the  erection  of  the  Bridge ;  what  was 
the  amount  paid  by  the  Treasury  for  the^ 
purchase  of  Brompton  Cemetery,  and 
from  what  the  annual  income  of  £5,500 
is  derived;  what  was  the  cost  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  Orange  Street  Water- 
works, and  what  is  the  annual  cost  to 
the  Treasury  of  their  maintenance ;  and, 
why  Trafalgar  Square  is  not  included  in 
the  Schedule  of  the  Public  Parks  and 
Works  (Metropolis)  Bill  ?  * 

Thb  first  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  site  of  Kennington 
Park  was  transferred  by  the  Duchy  of 
Cornwall  to  the  Commissioners  of  Works 
without  payment.  The  cost  to  the  Trea- 
sury of  laying  it  out  was  about  £5,000. 
The  cost  of  the  purchase  and  laying  out 
of  Victoria  Park  (about  £133,000)  was 
met  out  of  funds  provided  from  the  land 
revenue  of  the  Crown.  The  site  of  Beth- 
nal Green  Gardens  was  presented  by  the 
inhabitants;  the  cost  of  laying-out  (about 
£1,500)  was  borne  by  the  Treasury.  The 
total  cost  of  Battersea  Park  and  Estate 
has  amounted  to  £350,000,  of  which 
about  £105,000  was  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment, £200,000  was  borrowed,  and 
£45,000  was  applied  from  proceeds  of 
sales  and  rents.  Of  the  amount  bor- 
rowed, £100,000  has  been  repaid  from 
the  last-mentioned  source.  The  West- 
minster Bridge  Estate  was  not  purchased, 
but  was  transferred  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Works  to  meet  the  cost  of 
erecting  a  new  bridge.  That  work  in- 
volved a  total  outlay  of  £552,000— in- 
cluding the  expenditure  on  approaches, 
£133,000.  Of  the  £552,000,  £407,000 
was  provided  from  Votes  of  Parliament, 
and  the  remainder  from  the  proceeds  of 
sales  of  part  of  the  estate.  The  Bromp- 
ton Cemetery  cost  the  Treasury  £77,000; 
the  annual  income  is  derived  from  the 
sale  of  grants  of  rights  of  interment,  and 
from  fees  on  interments.  The  capital 
expenditure  from  Votes  of  Parliament 
on  Orange  Street  Waterworks  has 
amounted  to  nearly  £36,000.  The  net  an- 
nual cost  of  maintenance  has  amounted, 
on  the  average  of  the  last  three  years, 
to  nearly  £1,800.  As  to  Trafalgar 
Square,  I  am  not  aware  that  it  has 
ever  been  proposed  to  transfer  it,  and 
should  like  to  consider  the  subject  fur- 
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ther.  The  charge  for  its  mainteotBce 
is  not  large — about  £250  a- year— be- 
sides the  cost  of  providing  water  for  the 
fountains. 

ADMIRALTY  —  APPOINTMENTS  —  THE 
DIRECTOR  OF  DOCKYARDS. 


Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Which  of  the  appoint- 
ments specified  last  year  for  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Director  of  Dockyards  in 
the  economical  performance  of  works 
have  been  filled  up ;  how  many  of  those 
appointments  have  still  to  be  made; 
and,  what  is  the  cause  of  delay  in  com- 
pleting the  staff  of  the  Director  of  Dock- 
yards essential  for  the  economical  per- 
formance  of  his  duties  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  Gsobgk 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Of  the 
appointments  specified  last  year  for  the 
assistance  of  the  Director  of  Dockyards, 
one  constructor,  one  assistant  constmo- 
tor,  and  one  eng[neer  assistant  have 
been  filled  up.  This  leaves  four  more 
appointments  to  be  made  if  the  original 
scheme  is  adhered  to  ;  but  it  is  probable 
that,  with  the  experience  gained  during 
the  past  year,  some  modification  may  be 
advantageously  made. 

IRELAND-MR.  F.  DEVERELL,  COUNTY 
SURVEYOR  OP  CAVAN. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  F.  Deve- 
rell,  County  Surveyor  of  Cavan,  has 
applied  for  permission  to  retire  on  a 
pension ;  if  so,  what  is  the  amount  of 
the  pension ;  and,  how  long  has  he  been 
in  the  service  of  the  county  of  Cavan  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiouABL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
No  application  has  been  received  by  the 
Irish  Government  from  Mr.  Deverell 
for  permission  to  retire  on  pension.  Mr. 
Deverell  has  been  15  years  in  the  service 
of  the  County  of  Cavan  as  County  Sur- 
veyor. 

ADMIRALTY  —  DR.  ALLAN  SHOKE» 
CHAPLAIN,  R.N. 
Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaffhan,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiittlty, 
Under  what  circumstances  is  Dr.  AUea 
Shone,  Chaplain,  Royal  Navy,  permitted 
to  wear  a  medal  for  servicea  in  the 
Baltic? 
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The  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  Gbobob 
Haulton)  (Uiddlraex,  Ealiog) ;  Dr. 
Allen  SboDe  is  entitled  to  wear  the 
medal  for  services  in  South  Africa  and 
Egypt. 
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la  reply  to  Colonel  Etbb  (Lincoln- 
shire,  Qainsborough), 

The  8ECBETARY  op  STATE  tor 
WAIt  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Qomcastle)  said,  he  could  not  give  the 
names  of  all  the  Gentlemen  who  were  to 


Mb.  W.  J.  OOEBE 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  G 
Whether  any  steps  hs 
to  make  the  Eaton  '. 
for  the  purpose  intend 
— namely,  the  establisi 
factory  in  Wicklow  ? 

The  ATTOENET 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Hoi; 
versity) :  Steps  are  b( 
a  judicial  decision  as 
Bequest  ought  to  be  a] 
hitherto  has  arisen  lar 
culty  in  raising  a  pers( 
to  Miss  Eaton,  who  di< 
ago;  buttbisdifficulty 
overoome,  and  I  trust  I 
be  no  obstacle  to  pn 
pedition. 

NAVY-RE-TESTING 
Db.  CAMEEON  (i 
asked  the  Surveyor  G 
nance,  Whether  his  a 
called  to  the  reply  gii 
of  Commons  by  his  Pri 
on  February  26tfa,  IG 
regarding  the  re-test 
lasses,  in  which  he  i 
preceding  year  50  cut 
at  random  from  store, 
a  severe  test  with  u 
and  promised — 

"That  tha  whole  sho 
■ooa  u  the  testing  ol  tb 

and,  bow  many  cutlas 
tested  in  accordance  n 
and,  with  what  reanlti 
Thb  SUEVEYOE 
Kobthoote)  (Exeter) : 
triangular  and  sword 
completed  till  late  in  t 
the  re-testing  of  cut) 
sword  bayonets  was  co 
the  present  time  4,3! 
been  re-tested,  and 
passed;  1,426  cutlasi 
have  been  re-tested,  i 
The  re-testing  is  now 
tate  of  1,000  weapons 
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bon.  aod  {t&Uant  Oentleman  to  the  re- 
ply which  I  recently  gave  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Somerset  (Mr. 
Llewellyn),  and  stated  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  do  not  see  their  way  at  present  to 
give  efifect  to  any  such  recommendations 
or  suggestions  as  those  named,  though 
they  fully  recognize  their  importance. 
Communications  on  this  subject  are 
passing  between  the  Department  and 
the  Treasury. 

POST   OFFICE  (IRELAND)— POSTAL 
ACCOMMODATION    AT    NEWRY, 

Me.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  limited  mail  train  between 
Dublin  and  Belfast  does  not  stop  at 
Newry,  although  it  is  the  largest  town 
and  the  only  Parliamentary  borough 
between  the  terminal  station ;  that  appli- 
cation has  lately  been  made  to  the  Great 
Northern  Eailway  Company  of  Ireland 
to  stop  the  train  at  either  Bessbrook  or 
Gorah  Wood  for  the  accommodation  of 
Newry,  but  that  the  Company  replied 
this  would  require  five  minutes  additional 
time  from  the  postal  authorities;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  grant  this,  or 
in  any  way  to  arrange  with  the  Eailway 
Company  to  enable  them  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Newry  and 
district  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  facts  are  substantiaOy  as  put  by  the 
hon.  Member.  This  question  has  been 
before  me  on  several  occasions ;  and  the 
difficulty  is  that  an  allowance  of  five 
minutes  additional  time  for  the  running 
of  the  train  would  involve  a  correspond- 
ing curtailment  of  postal  accommodation 
at  Belfast  and  Derry,  and  would,  to  that 
extent,  sacrifice  time  gained  for  mail  pur- 

foses  with  much  difficulty  and  expense, 
n  the  interests  of  those  two  important 
towns  it  appears  feasible  to  sanction  a 
stoppage  of  the  day  mail  trains  at  Gorah 
Wood  or  Bessbrook  only  if  the  Eailway 
Company  would  engage  to  make  up,  by 
increased  speed,  for  the  time  which  the 
stoppage  would  necessarily  occupy. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-POLICE  PROTEC- 
TION-DENIS  BRENNAN. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  a  man  named  Denis 
Breunan,  living  near  Bantry,  County 
Cork,  is  under  police  protection  ]  whether 
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the  police  escort,  whilst  on  protection 
duty  with  Brennan,  use  his  (Brennan's) 
car  for  their  conveyance ;  if  Brennui  is 
paid  car  hire  for  the  use  of  his  vehide 
whilst  so  employed  in  his  own  protection ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  practice  of  paying 
him  be  discontinued  ;  and,  if  Brennan 
attended  in  Bantry  a  sale  of  cattle 
at  the  suit  of  '*  Alexander  McCarthy 
r.  Timothy  Downing  "  within  the  past 
three  months,  and  received  no  molesta- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  is  a  police  escort  still 
necessary  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAET  (Sir 
MicHiiBL  Hioks-Bsach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Brennan  was  not  paid  xor  the  use  of  bis 
car  for  the  purpose  stated. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—DISMISSAL  OF  FEMALE  CLERKS. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  he  will  state  the  num* 
ber  of  female  clerks  declared  incompe- 
tent and  dismissed  from  the  General 
Post  Office,  London,  after  six  montba*- 
probation,  also  the  number  dismissed 
after  less  tban  six  months'  probation, 
since  the  clerkships  were  open  to  com- 
petitive examination  in  the  year  1881 ; 
and,  how  many  so  declared  incompetent 
received  appointments  in  other  branches 
of  the  Service  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg 
leave  to  state  that  the  number  of  female 
clerks  who  entered  since  the  clerkships 
were  open  to  competitive  examination  in 
the  year  1881,  and  who  were  declared 
incompetent  and  dismissed  from  the 
General  Post  Office  after  six  months' 
probation,  was  14.  The  number  dis- 
missed after  less  than  six  months'  pro- 
bation was  one.  None  of  the  female 
clerks  declared  incompetent  received 
appointments  in  other  branches  of  the 
Service. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING-i^THE  BEGI8TER 
OF  SHIPPING-VESSELS  MOVED  BY 
TOWING. 

Mr.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  asked  die  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  Board,  after  having,  some  jeais 
ago,  removed  from  the  Begister  of  Ship- 
ping all  vessels  which  are  moved  by 
towing,  have  recently  resolved  that  sucli 
vessels  must  be  registered;  whether  the 
owners  of  such  vessels,  after   having 
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been  req  aired  at  some  expense  to  obtain 
a  ''-measurement  brief/'  in  lieu  of  a 
certi6cate  of  re^stry,  are  now  put  to  a 
further  expense  for  registration ;  and, 
whether  such  expense  is  considerably 
(jpreater  in  the  case  of  vessels  which  were 
formerly  on  the  Begister  than  in  the 
case  of  vessels  previously  under  a  foreign 
flag? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Baron  Henry 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
It  is  not  the  case  that  the  Board  have 
removed  from  the  Register  of  Shipping 
all  vessels  which  are  moved  by  towing. 
6uoh  vessels  were  not  required  to  be 
registered  at  all  until  recently;  but  it 
has  now  been  decided  that  they  must  be 
registered,  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
law.  It  is  the  fact  that  the  owners  of 
unregistered  vessels  who  have  obtained 
a  certificate  of  measurement  are  charged 
a  small  fee  of  10«.  and  upwards  for 
survey  prior  to  registration.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  is  perhaps  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  a  measurement 
brief  being  equal  to  a  certificate  of 
registry.  It  is  not  so,  although  it  has 
been  sometimes  used  for  purposes  of 
clearance  with  the  Customs.  The  ex- 
pense is  greater  in  the  case  of  vessels 
which  were  formerly  on  the  Begister 
than  in  the  case  of  vessels  previously 
under  a  foreign  flag,  inasmuch  as  the 
law  requires  a  certificate  of  seaworthi- 
ness in  the  former  case,  but  not  in  the 
latter. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE    STORE    DEPART- 
MENT)-CLOTHING  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  OOGHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of 
the  Ordnance,  Whether  the  whole  of  the 
clothing  for  the  Army  which  is  not  made 
up  in  the  GK)vernment  factory  at  Pimlico 
is  put  up  for  tender ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  have  been  any  exceptions  to  this 
rule  during  the  last  12  months;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  a  three  years'  contract 
for  clothing  has  been  given  to  a  firm  in 
Ireland  without  tendering,  at  a  higher 
rate  than  the  articles  would  have  been 
supplied  at  by  contractors  in  England 
under  a  contract  for  the  same  period ; 
whether  the  Directors  of  the  Limerick 
Clothing  Factory  chiefly,  if  not  entirely, 
consist  of  officers  in  the  Army  or  officials 
in  Government  employment ;  and,  whe- 
ther preference  is  given  to  this  Company 
over  other  contractors ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 


ther the  quality  of  the  work  done  by 
them  is  superior  to  that  done  by  other 
con  tractors 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  (Tipperaiy, 
S.)  asked.  Whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  tender  of  the  Limerick  Company  was 
lower  in  price  than  the  other  competi- 
tors ;  and,  whether  the  prices  were  not 
from  1*5  to  40  per  cent  lower  than  the 
cost  for  similar  work  at  Pimlico ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  Inspector  did 
not  declare  the  Limerick  work  to  be  far 
superior  ? 

The  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter) :  My  answer  to 
the  Question  will,  practically,  cover  the 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
J.  O'Connor).  The  contracts  for  making 
Army  clothing  are,  as  a  rule,  put  up  to 
competition.  In  the  competition  for 
1886  the  Auxiliary  Forces  Company, 
whose  factory  is  at  Limerick,  secured  an 
order  for  over  100,000  garments,  and 
their  prices  in  the  aggregate  were  about 
£1,600  below  those  of  the  next  lower 
competitor.  This  Company's  tender,  for 
the  articles  for  which  they  have  received 
a  three  years'  contract,  had,  on  the 
whole,  been  for  three  years  the  lowest 
received;  and,  in  those  circumstances, 
I  felt  perfectly  justified  in  awarding 
them  a  more  lasting  contract.  A  recent 
competition  this  year  has,  however, 
shown  that  an  English  firm  are  now 
willing  to  accept  even  lower  prices. 
They  have  received  orders  for  86,000 
garments,  and  further  contracts  will 
shortly  be  offered  for  competition.  The 
names  of  the  Directors  can  be  furnished 
to  the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  may  say  that 
the  only  Director  of  the  Limerick  Com- 
pany who  is  known  to  hold  an  official 
position  is  an  Equerry  to  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  but  not  an  officer  in  the 
Army.  The  action  taken  with  regard  to 
this  Company  has  been  justified  by  their 
low  prices,  which  have  for  years  in  most 
articles  been  the  lowest  offered.  With 
some  exceptions,  their  work  has  been  as 
g^ood  as,  as  well  as  cheaper  than,  that 
furnished  by  other  contractors ;  though 
I  do  not  wish  to  draw  any  invidious  dis« 
tinction  as  to  superiority  of  work  be- 
tween one  firm  and  another. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  if  an 
investigation  of  the  prices  of  recent 
tenders  had  proved  that  there  could  be 
no  profit  arising  out  of  them  ? 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE:  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that. 
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QUARRIES  REGULATION-LEGISLA- 

TION. 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Govemment  to  introduce 
a  Bill  this  Session  to  provide  for  the  in- 
spection and  regulation  of  quarries  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  was  now  engaging  his 
attention.  As  he  stated  on  Friday  last, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  take  an  early  op- 
portunity of  stating  the  intention  of  the 
Government  upon  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  TELEGRAPH  SER- 
VICE-CASE OP  PATRICK  WARD. 

Mr.  MARUM  (EUkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Patrick  Ward,  of  Kil- 
kenny, was  one  of  those  persons  who 
were,  during  the  pressure  that  occurred 
at  the  date  of  the  transfer  of  the  tele- 
graphs to  the  State,  provisionally  placed 
on  duty ;  that,  in  1876,  an  Act  was  passed 
legalizing  the  position  of  such  of  these 
officers  as  could  be  certified  as  having 
given  satisfaction,  and  as  having  con- 
ducted themselves  properly ;  that  Patrick 
Ward  passed  the  usual  examination  in 
the  School  of  Telegraphy,  Dublin,  as  the 
Instructor  can  now  testify ;  that  he  now 
holds  a  certificate  in  writing,  signed  by 
the  Controller  of  the  General  Post  Office, 
Dublin,  testifying  that  there 

<'  was,  nor  is,  nothing  against  Mr.  Ward's 
integrity  or  his  general  character ; " 

that,  nevertheless,  his  services  were  then 
dispensed  with  by  a  former  Postmaster 
General  on  the  alleged  ground  that  he 
could  not  be  certified  under  the  Act  of 
1876 ;  that  the  officer  who  held  at  that 
time  the  position  of  Superintendent  of 
the  Telegraph  Department,  with  oon« 
trol  of  the  issue  of  such  certificates, 
has,  since  the  dismissal  of  Patrick  Ward, 
been  himself  dismissed  from  the  Service, 
for  malfeasance  in  his  said  office ;  and, 
whether,  under  all  the  oircumstanoes,  he 
will  now  take  into  favourable  considera- 
tion the  case  of  Patrick  Ward,  with  a 
view  to  his  re-instatement  in  the  Tele- 
graph Service  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Oambridge  University) :  The 
statementis  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
respeeting  Mr.  Patrick  Ward  are  gene- 
rally correct.    Mr.  Ward's  duties  were, 


however,  performed  in  so  unsatiBfactocy 
a  manner  that  the  Postmaster  General 
could  not  give  the  necessary  certificate 
required  by  the  Post  Office  and  War 
Office  Act  of  1876 ;  and  as  Mr.  Ward's 
employment  could  not,  therefore,  be  le- 
galized under  that  Act,  there  was  no  al- 
ternative but  to  dispense  with  his  servieea. 
The  re-instatement  of  Mr.  Ward  wo«ld 
not  be  of  advantage  to  the  Service ;  and 
I  regret,  therefore,  that  I  am  unable  to 
hold  out  any  hope  that  that  course  could 
be  adopted.  The  officer  who  held  the 
position  of  Superintendent  of  the  Tde- 
graph  Department  at  Uie  time  Mr. 
Ward  was  discharged  has  not  been  dis- 
missed from  the  Service,  but  has  beea 
pensioned. 

GOAL  MIKES  REGULATION  BILL- EX- 
TENSION  TO  IRELAND— THE  TRUCK 
SYSTEM. 

Mk.  MARITM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  a^ed 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  is  prepared  to 
extend  the  OoiEtl  Mines'  Regulation  Bill, 
about  to  be  introduced^  to  Ireland ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Acts  in  foiee 
as  to  Gbeat  Britain,  in  reference  to  the 
payment  of  labourers  in  goods  or  by 
truck,  have  specifically  repealed  the  Acts 
which  had  previously  prohibited  the 
truck  system  in  Ireland;  that  whereas 
the  Agricultural  Labourers'  Acts  ^Ire- 
land) do  not  apply  to  labourers  in  mines, 
although  the  same  are  rated  for  the  re> 
lief  of  the  poor  under  the  Poor  Law 
Code,  the  question  of  their  habitations 
is  entirely  ignored ;  whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  poor  condition  of  the  habitations 
of  the  mining  population  in  the  anthra- 
cite coal  district  of  Castlecomer;  and« 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  ineorporate 
in  his  proposed  measure  provisions  to 
meet  the  above  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land f 

Thb  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  Bill 
I  am  about  to  introduce  will  extend  to 
Ireland.  I  am  aware  that  some  of  the 
Truck  Acts  extending  to  Ireland  have 
been  repealed,  and  &atwhat  is  gene- 
rally  known  in  England  as  the  Trvdc 
Act— namely,  the  Act  of  Will  lY.,  dees 
not  extend  to  Ireland.  There  is,  how- 
ever, the  17  Cho.  o.  8,  still  in  Ibree  reigv- 
lating  the  question  of  tmek  in  Ireland. 
I  am  informed  by  the  Inspeotorol  Mines 
that  many  of  the  mining  pc^nlatioQ  at 
Oastleoomer  are  in  a  vesj  poor 
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tioB.  The  questioDs  of  workmen's  habi- 
tations and  truck  were  not  dwelt  with  in 
the  Act  of  1872,  and  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  deal  with  them  in  the  Bill  which 
I  am  about  to  introduce.  Such  ques- 
tions appear  to  me  to  be  foreign  to  a 
Bill  for  the  regulation  of  mines. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  when  the  Report  of  the  Chief  In- 
spector of  Mines  as  to  truck  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  stated  the  other 
day  that  I  should  not  be  able  to  lay  the 
Report  before  the  House ;  but  that  I 
would  show  it  to  the  hon.  Member. 

EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)-THE  CORVEE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  contem- 
plated to  replace  the  corvie  by  any  in- 
crease of  the  Land  Tax  in  Egypt,  in 
▼lew  of  the  fact  that  the  reduction  of 
that  tax,  proposed  by  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook,  and  assented  to  by  the  Powers, 
to  the  amount  of  £460,000,  has  not  yet 
been  effected ;  whether,  if  so,  the  sup- 
plementary tax  will  be  submitted  to  the 
Assembly  of  Notables  before  it  is  de- 
creed ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  ask  the  House  to  assent  to 
any  portiun  of  the  Military  or  Civil 
Egyptian  expenditure  being  thrown 
upon  the  British  taxpayer  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  It  is  not  proposed  to 
impose  a  supplementary  tax  in  lieu  of 
the  eorvie.  The  intention  is  that  the 
abolition  of  forced  labour  shall  be  taken 
as  the  substitute  for  a  reduction  of  the 
liand  Tax ;  that  the  tax  should  be  kept 
up  to  its  former  figure,  except  in  cases 
where  it  was  manifestly  too  high  for  the 
taxpayer  to  pay  it;  and  that  £250,000 
out  of  the  receipts  should  be  devoted  to 
hiring  labour  under  contract  in  substi- 
tution for  the  eorvie.  This  proposal  has 
received  the  assent  of  the  Powers  in 
principle.  The  question  of  the  distribu- 
tion between  this  country  and  Egypt  of 
the  past  military  expenditure  in  Egypt 
is  still  under  discussion.  With  regard 
to  the  coming  financial  year,  there  is  no 
intention  at  present  to  undertake  any 
portion  of  the  Civil  Egyptian  expendi- 
ture. I  have  idready  informed  the  House 
that  the  military  expenditure  falling  on 


this  country  will  be  very  small,  and  it  is 
possible  that  there  may  be  none. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirkr 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  whether  they  were  to 
understand  that  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
was  entirely  in  error  in  saying  that 
somethiog  like  £500,000  waste  be  asked 
for  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  in 
connection  with  the  Egyptian  Expedi- 
tion ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  replied 
that  the  question  between  this  country 
and  Egypt  of  the  distribution  of  the  past 
military  expenditure  was  still  under  dis- 
cussion. 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  MILITARY  ACA- 
DEMY,  WOOLWICH- IMPROVED  AC 
OOMMODATION. 

Sir.  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) as^^ed  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  baring  regard  to  the 
scale  of  payment  required  from  and 
made  by  the  Gentlemen  Cadets  or  their 
friends,  he  will  be  so  good  as  to  take 
measures  with  a  view  to  the  provision, 
without  further  delav,  of  those  improved 
accommodation  and  facilities  at  the 
Royal  Military  Academy,  which  have 
been  recontmcmded  from  time  to  time  by 
the  Board' of  Visitors,  including  sleeping 
rooms,  hot  water  for  bath  rooms,  and 
suitable  arran^^ements  for  sickness  f 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle):  Arrangements  are  in  contem- 
plation for  shortening  the  course  at  the 
Royal  Military  Academy.  When  adopted 
it  will  reduce  the  number  of  caaets, 
and  the  a6oommodation  afforded  by  the 
building  will  then  probably  be  sufficient 
for  their  requirements. 

CONTRACT  FOR  CARTRIDGES  FOR 
QUEENSLAND-THE  EXPLOSIVES 
ACT. 

Mr.  De  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  firm  of  Mes- 
sieurs Latimer  Clark,  Muirhead,  and  Co., 
Limited,  who  have  been  granted  a  Go- 
vernment contract  for  the  supply  of 
loaded  cartridges,  have  obtained  a  licence 
under  the  Explosives  Act;  and.  if  so, 
where  the  licensed  area  is  situated,  and 
the  date  of  the  licence  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stxjart-Wortley)  (Shef- 
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field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  No 
licence  under  the  Explosives  Act  has 
been  granted  to,  or  applied  for,  by  the 
firm  mentioned  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  The  firm,  have,  however,  to- 
day effected  with  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  a  registration  of  their  premises 
at  Northumberland  Walk,  Millwall, 
tinder  Sections  21  and  89  of  the  Act  of 
1875.  This  registration,  and  the  terms 
of  sections  46  and  the  Order  in  Oouncil 
thereunder,  empower  them  to — (1)  store 
a  maximum  quantity  of  2001b.  of  pow- 
der; (2)  load  safety  cartridges;  (8) 
keep  an  additional  5001b.  of  explosives 
contained  in  safety  cartridges,  equivalent 
to  about  41,000  rounds  of  Martini  am- 
munition. 

ROYAL  .  IRISH    CONSTABULARY— DIS- 
TRICT INSPECTOR  TILLY. 

Mb.  cox  (Glare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  during  the  Becess  he  instituted 
the  personal  inquiry  and  examination  of 
the  case  of  District  Inspector  Tilly  which 
he  promised  at  the  close  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Yes  ;  I  have  inquired  into  this  matter, 
and  I  had  a  personal  interview,  of  some 
length,  with  Mr.  Tilly.  I  satisfied  myself 
that  the  objection  which  prevented  his 
promotion — namely,  a  very  serious  im- 
pediment in  his  speech,  was  only  too 
well  founded.  But  Mr.  Tilly  is  a  good 
officer,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  bear 
him  in  mind  and  to  find  employment  for 
him,  in  which  that  defect  will  not  im- 
pede his  usefulness. 

MOROCCO— IMPRISONMENT  OF  THE 
FREE  NEGRO  FATTAH. 

Mr.  a.  E.  PEASE  (York)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afifairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
free  negro  Fattah,  who  had  been  wrong- 
fully imprisoned  as  a  runaway  slave,  but 
who  was  liberated  by  order  of  the  Sultan 
of  Morocco  last  year,  owing  to  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  British  and  other  Mi- 
nisters at  Tangier,  has  been  re- arrested 
and  is  now  in  prison  at  Tangier;  and, 
if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  communicate  with  the  British 
Minister  at  Tangier  with  a  view  to 
securing  his  release  P 

The  under  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 

Hr.  Stuart' JForthy 


Chester,  N.  E):  It  is  true  that  El  Fattah 
has  been  re-committed  to  prison.  The 
Moorish  authorities  have  replied  to  the 
remonstrances  of  the  British  and  Portu- 
guese Eepresentatives  that,  as  the  Saltan 
gave  direct  orders  for  the  arrest,  thej 
cannot  discuss  the  question. 

AFRICA  (EAST  COAST) —REVIVAL  OF 
THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mr.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  large 
numbers  of  slaves  are  being  exported 
from  Tulliar  Bay,  on  the  South-West 
Coast  of  Madagascar,  to  B^union,  and 
l^t  the  French  traders  at  Tolia  (Tulliar 
Bay)  send  commission  agents  into  the 
interior  to  purchase  slaves,  who  undergo 
cruel  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  Baxa 
natives  who  capture  them,  and  also  at 
Norsi  Vey  (South-West  Madagascar), 
where  they  are  sent  to  work  in  irons, 
whilst  awaiting  shipment  to  B^union; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  British 
briff,  The  Town  of  Liverpool^  is  enraged 
in  mis  trade,  and  if  any  steps  are  being 
taken  to  suppress  the  trc^c  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and,  if  not^ 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made,  with  the  view  of  preventing  any- 
British  vessels  from  engaging  in  this 
trade,  and  of  making  such  representa- 
tions to  the  French  Government  as  may 
induce  them  to  co-operate  in  the  suppres- 
sion of  this  traffic  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fsbgussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Reports  to  this  effect 
have  been  received,  as  I  stated  in  sub- 
stance in  my  reply  of  the  11th  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
M 'Arthur).  Instructions  were  at  onoe 
sent  to  the  British  Naval  Oonsular  and 
Colonial  officers,  with  a  view  to  the 
suppression  of  the  traffic,  and  the  co- 
operation of  the  French  Government 
was  secured.  I  was  in  error  in  stating 
on  Friday  that  the  "Vice  Consul  about  to 
be  appointed  on  the  West  Coast  will 
have  judicial  powers ;  but  he  will  watch 
and  report  any  irregularities  to  the 
Consul  and  to  the  Commanders  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships. 

EDUCATION     DEPARTMENT    (SOOT- 
LANDHLENZIE    PUBUC   80HOOL. 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  8t  Rol- 
loz)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Whether,  in   giving  their   provisional 
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sanction  to  a  scale  of  school  fees  in 
Lenzie  Public  School  (the  only  public 
school  in  Lenzie),  of  from  a  minimum  of 
7«.  6i.  per  quarter  in  the  case  of  infants, 
to  21«.  per  quarter  in  Standards  Y.  and 
YI.  (exclusive  of  the  secondary  depart- 
ment),  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment took  into  consideration  the  ability 
of  the  railway  servants  and  working 
classes  of  Lenzie  to  pay  the  same  ? 

Thb  secretary  tor  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  £.)  : 
The  functions  of  the  Department  in  re- 
spect of  the  scale  of  fees  in  any  State- 
aided  school  are  confined  to  ascertaining 
whether  the  scale  is  in  accordance  with 
the  Scotch  Code.  It  is  for  the  School 
Board  to  fix  the  fee ;  and  I  must  pre- 
sume that  in  doing  so  they  have  regard 
to  the  class  of  children  for  whom  the 
school  is  intended  to  provide ;  but  this  is 
a  matter  as  to  which  I  have  no  indepen- 
dent means  of  judging. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked,  whether  the  Scottish  Edu- 
cation Department  sanctioned  a  scheme 
which  raised  the  scale  to  2U. ;  and  whe- 
ther it  was  consistent  with  the  Code  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  not  in- 
consistent with  the  Code,  I  believe. 

NAVAL  CONTRACTS-REPORT  OP  THE 

COMMITTEE. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  has  received  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  which  has 
been  inquiring  into  the  subject  of  Naval 
Contracts;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
have  it  printed  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  rLord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in  re- 
ply, said,  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
had  only  just  been  concluded;  and  he 
proposed,  so  soon  as  the  Admiralty  had 
nad  time  to  consider  it,  to  lay  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House. 

CANADA  AND  THE   UNITED  STATES- 
LAW  OF  EXTRADITION. 

Mb.  W.  G.  CAVENDISH  -  BEN- 
TINOK  (Penryn  and  Falmouth)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called 
to  the  anomalous  state  of  the  Law  of 
Extradition  between  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  and  the 
dissatisfaction  felt  in  both  Countries  in 


consequence;  and.  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  enter  into  nego- 
tiations for  extending  the  scope  of  the 
existing  Treatv  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jamss  Feroxtsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  A  Convention  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  the  scope  of 
the  existing  Extradition  Treaty  was 
signed  on  the  25th  of  June  last.  This 
Convention  is  understood  to  be  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  United 
States  Legislature;  but  their  decision 
thereon  has  not  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  who,  for  their  part,  are 
prepared  to  ratify  it. 

MINES  REGULATION  ACT,  1872-EM- 
PLOYMENT  OP  WOMEN  AT  THE 
PITS  BANK. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  with  reference  to 
the  deputation  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  Miners*  Representatives  which 
waited  u|)on  him  on  10th  February  to 
urge,  among  other  things,  that  after  a 
certain  time,  not  specitied,  all  women 
should  be  forbidden  by  law  to  work 
in  connection  with  mines,  even  above 
ground,  Whether  the  deputation  ad- 
mitted that  the  women  who  now  work 
at  the  pit's  baok  are  *  thoroughly  honest 
and  virtuous,"  and  whether  they  gave 
any  reason  for  preventing  them  working 
except  that  the  work  was  *'hard  and 
unwomanly ;"  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  women  who  are  employed  at 
the  pit's  bank  in  connection  with  mines, 
and  if  it  is  not  the  case  that  their  ave- 
rage health  is  better  than  that  of  seam- 
stresses and  of  women  who  work  in 
cotton  mills ;  what  steps  do  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  in  the  matter; 
and,  will  he  consent  to  receive  a  depu- 
tation of  women  who  work  at  the  pit's 
bank,  and  others,  to  state  their  case  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  correctly 
stated  the  views  of  the  deputation  which 
recently  addressed  him.  He  was  in- 
formed by  the  Inspector  that  in  1885 
the  number  of  women  working  on  the 
pit's  bank,  in  connection  with  mines, 
was  little  short  of  6,000.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  feel  disposed  to  interfere 
with  the  employment  of  those  women, 
and  did  not  consider  the  limitation  of 
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their  numbers  necessary.  Consequently, 
he  did  not  consider  a  deputation  from 
the  women  necessary,  although  he  would 
be  happy  to  receive  one. 

STATISTICS  OF  TRADE  AND  LABOUR- 
LABOUR  BUREAUX. 

Lord  ELCHO  (Ipswich)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  in  several  of  the  larger  towns  of 
Ed  gland  labour  bureaux  have  been  suc- 
cessfully started;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  some  time  ago,  pro- 
mised to  institute  a  similar  Government 
Office ;  whether  anything  came  of  this 
promise ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Rouse  a  Eeport 
of  the  proceediogs  and  work  done  by 
the  bureau ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  present  depression  in  trade.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  can  see  the  way 
to  developing  the  idea,  and  to  extending 
the  sphere  of  its  usefulness,  and  by  col- 
lecting and  disseminating  information 
and  statistics  as  to  the  condition  of  trade 
and  the  labour  market,  so  as  to  enable 
capital  seeking  labour  and  labour  seek- 
ing employment  to  meet  ? 

The  SECEETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  official 
knowledge  respecting  the  labour  bureaux 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  As  re- 
gards the  second  and  third  parts  of  the 
Question,  I  would  refer  the  noble  Lord 
to  the  Parliamentary  Paper  on  Labour 
Statistics,  which  wfts  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  2 let  of  Sep- 
tember, and  which  contains  full  infor- 
mation as  to  the  arrangements  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  giving  effect  to 
the  Besolution  of  the  House  on  the  2nd 
of  March  last.    Li  answer  to  the  latter 

Eart  of  the  Question,  I  can  say  that  the 
rst  volume  of  the  statistios  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  printers,  and  that  other 
volumes  will,  it  is  hoped,  be  published 
during  the  year. 

POLICE  (METROPOLIS)—"  PRIZE   COM- 
PETITION  FOR  CHILDREN.'^ 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  following  notice  which,  in  the 
form  of  a  large  placard,  appears  in  the 
windows  of  iiie  •*  Pier  Tavern,"  Man- 
chester Bead,  Poplar — 
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"  Prize  Competition  for  Children. — ^All 
Children  briDginejugs  or  bottles  to  thishoaae 
wiU  be  presented  with  a  ticket  according  to 
the  value  of  the  goods  supplied,  and  on  Easter 
Monday  the  six  children  presenting  the  tickets 
representing  the  greatest  number  will  receire 
prizes  accordingly  ;  " 

whether  the  above  notice  does  not  con- 
stitute a  direct  inducement  to  children  to 
frequent  the  public-house,  and  therefore 
infringes  the  provisions  of  the  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  Act  of 
last  year  ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider 
if  any,  and  what,  steps  can  be  taken  to 
stop  a  practice  calculated  to  lead  to  wide- 
spread demoralization  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (lele  of  Wight)  : 
Prior  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  my  attention  had  not 
been  drawn  to  the  placard  quoted 
therein.  Upon  the  facts  stated,  it  is 
not  possible  to  say  whether  what  is 
complained  of  constitutes  an  offence 
against  the  Act  passed  last  Session ;  but 
I  may  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  his  professional  experience 
makes  him  as  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  on  the  subject  as  I  am.  It  will 
be  for  the  magistrates  who  have  to  deal 
with  the  licence  to  consider  whether 
such  a  notice  is  likely  to  have  the  effect 
suggested  in  the  concluding  paragn^ 
of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Question.  The  matter  is  not  one  in 
which  I  have  any  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  the  following  placard  is 
now  being,  or  has  lately  been,  exhibited 
in  the  window  of  the  ''Pier  Tavern/' 
in  Manchester  Road,  Oubitt  Town, 
Poplar — 

*'  Prize  Competition  for  ChildTen.»All 
Children  bringing  ja^s  or  bottles  to  this  konae 
will  be  presented  with  a  ticket  according  to 
the  value  of  goods  supplied,  and  on  Easter 
Monday  the  six  children  preaentiBg  the  tickete 
representing  the  greatest  number  will  receive 
prizes  accordingly ; " 

and,  whether  he  can  take  any  action  to 
prevent  such  temptations  from  being 
thrown  in  the  way  of  children  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  {Mr, 
Matthews)  (Birmingham  R)  :  Mj 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  matter 
by  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  at  ooce  communicated  with  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  and  I  am 
informed  that  he  gave  notice  immfidi- 
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atelj  to  the  proprietor  of  the  house  that 
the  renewal  of  his  licenoe  would  be 
formally  opposed  at  the  Licensing 
Sessions. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS— THE  CAR- 
DIFF BANK. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  the  failure  of  the  Cardiff  Trus- 
tee Savings  Bank  has  resulted  in  a  loss 
to  depositors  of  over  £25,000 ;  whether 
that  bank  printed  the  words  *'  Govern- 
ment Security  ''  on  its  books,  and  '^  Go- 
vernment Savings  Bank  "  on  its  annual 
Beports ;  whether  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  other  trustee  banks 
from  using  the  name  of  the  Government 
in  a  manner  calculated  to  convey  the 
false  impression  that  all  deposits  in  such 
banks  are  guaranteed  by  the  State ;  and, 
whether  he  will  undertake,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  that  an  official  inquiry 
shall  be  instituted  into  the  circumstances 
attending  and  connected  with  the  recent 
failure  of  the  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings 
Bank? 

TiiK  FIKST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is,  I 
regret  to  say.  the  fact  that  the  failure  of 
the  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank  has 
involved  the  loss  of  upwards  of  £25,000 
to  the  depositors.  I  have  inquired,  but 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain,  whe- 
ther the  words  ''Government  Security" 
were  printed  on  the  books  of  the  bank, 
and  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  the  words  "  Government 
Savings  Bank  "  were  not  inserted  in  any 
Hetums  made  to  the  Commissioners. 
No  evidence  to  that  effect  has  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Eegistrar  of 
Friendly  Societies,  or  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  National  Debt.  As  to  the 
third  Question,  the  only  legal  desig- 
nation of  a  trustee  savings  bank  is 
*'  savings  bank  certified  under  the  Act  of 
1863."  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  undertake 
that  an  official  inquiry  shall  be  instituted 
into  the  circumstances  stated,  as  the 
Savings  Bank  Acts  do  not  give  any 
specisd  powers  to  the  Government  which 
would  make  such  an  inquiry  complete 
and  exhaustive. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  number 
of  frauds,  extent  of  the  defalcations,  and 
the  losses  to  depositors,  and  also  to  the 
number  of  failures  and  consequent  loss 
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to  depositors  where  no  fraud  was  es- 
tablished, in  connection  with  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  the  Government  will 
propose  such  an  alteration  in  the  exist- 
ing Laws  for  regulating  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  as  will  render  the  Trustees  of 
such  Banks  jointly  and  severally  respon- 
sible and  liable  to  the  depositors  for  all 
moneys  deposited  or  invested  in  the 
aforesaid  Banks  under  their  manage- 
ment? 

Thr  first  lord  (Afr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
not  able  to  hold  out  any  probability  that 
such  proposals  as  those  to  which  the 
hon.  Meniber  refers  will  be  made  to  Par- 
liament. It  will  be  borne  in  mind  that 
wherever  a  savings  bank  exists  there 
exists  also  side  by  side  with  it  a  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank,  which  afifords  ab- 
solute Government  security  to  the  de- 
positors. The  trustees  of  savings  banks 
generally  are  unpaid  officers,  who  give 
their  time  and  labour,  as  a  rule,  with 
the  single  desire  to  benefit  their  fellows 
and  to  encourage  thrift;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  communicate  with  me 
privately  I  will  consider  any  case  of 
fraud  or  misrepresentation  with  which 
he  may  be  acquainted,  with  the  view  to 
adopting  any  precautions  which  may  be 
practicable  in  order  to  obtain  better  pro- 
tection for  the  depositors  in  these  banks. 

Ma.  HOWELL  gave  Notice  that  in 
consequence  of  the  answers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  first  Question  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subject  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

SIR  HENRY  DRUMMOND  WOLFF— EX- 
PENSES OF  HIS  MISSION. 

Me.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  considering  the  propriety  of 
speedily  putting  an  end  to  the  burden 
on  the  taxpayers  which  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolfi's  Mission  imposes  ? 

The  FIKST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
say  that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  delicate  and 
difficult  negotiations  at  Constantinople 
and  at  Cairo ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  have  no  present  in- 
tention of  terminating  his  mission. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON :  Ab  ansing 
out  of  the  answer  I  have  received  to  this 
Question   from  the   First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  our  ac- 
complished Diplomatic  Agents  at  Con- 
stantinople and  at  Cairo  are  in  the  en- 
joyment of  good  health,  such  as  to 
enable  them  satisfactorily  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  their  position  ? 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  our  Diplomatic 
Agents  at  Constantinople  and  at  Cairo 
are  in  the  enjoyment  of  good  health, 
and  they  are  also  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  most  complete  confidence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment.  But  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  is  charged  with  a 
special  mission  and  a  special  duty,  which 
render  it  necessary  that  he  should  repre- 
sent Her  Majesty  with  respect  to  them 
both  at  Cairo  and  Constantinople. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON :  As  arising 
out  of  this  particular  answer,  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
yemment  and  the  House  will  be  directed 
to  this  matter  either  on  the  Estimates  or 
on  some  other  occasion. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  ACT,  1885— 
AMOUNT  OF  ADVANCES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifiPe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, What  is  the  total  amount  of  ad- 
vance sanctioned  up  to  31st  January, 
1887,  under  *'The  Purchase  of  Land 
Act,  1885  ; "  and,  the  sum  applied  for 
up  to  the  same  date  respecting  which  no 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
total  amount  of  advances  sanctioned 
up  to  January  31,  1887,  is  £1,849,405. 
The  amount  of  applications  in  which  in- 
vestigations were  proceeding,  but  re- 
specting which  no  decision  had  been 
arrived  at  up  to  January  31,  1887,  is 
£383,754. 

IRELAND  —  INFLAMMATORY  LAN- 
GUAGE-MR. W.  O'BRIEN'S  SPEECH 
AT  WOODFORD,  CO.  GALWAY. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  speech 
made  on  Sunday  last,  at  WoodfoH,  by 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  that  speech,  that  Lord 
Dunsandle  has  agreed  to  g^ve  his 
tenants  a  reduction  of  rent,  amounting 
to  20  per  cent,  aad  to  re-instate  his 
evicted  tenants,  and  pay  all  law  costs  ; 
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and,  also,  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  has  stated  that  he  will  hand 
over  a  handsome  cheque  to  Lord  Dun- 
sandle ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks^-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  subject  of 
the  alleged  arrangement  between  Mr. 
O'Brien  and  Lord  Dunsandle,  and  I  have 
not  seen  the  report  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  alludes ;  but  if  that  report  be 
correct,  it  would  seem  that  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  had  somehow  become  possessed 
of  money  that  did  not  belong  to  him. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 
AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked,  Whether  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  with  the  Amendment  placed 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Wells  Division  of 
Somerset  (Sir  Richard  Fag^t)? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  With  reference  to  the 
Question  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  addressed  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  him,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wilts  (Lord  Henry  Bruce), 
who  has  also  given  Notice  of  an  Amend 
ment.  Although  the  (Government  feel 
with  him  that  the  condition  of  agricul- 
ture is  one  which  may  well  attract  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  it  must  be 
obvious  to  my  hon.  Friend,  and  to  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Govemmeot 
to  accept  an  Amendment;  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  time  render  it 
quite  impossible  for  them  to  do  so,  and 
at  any  time  no  Govemment  could  accvpt 
such  an  Amendment.  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  my  hon.  Friend  and  my  noble 
Friend  will,  under  the  circumstanoes  in 
which  they  are  placed,  consent  to  with- 
draw the  Amendments  of  which  they 
have  given  Notice,  reserving  to  them- 
selves the  opportunities  which  will  be 
afforded  to  tnem  of  raising  disousaioas 
on  the  questions— questions  which  well 
deserve  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government  and  the  House.  It  is  a 
matter  of  the  very  highest  importance 
that  the  debate  on  the  Address  should 
be  concluded  with  the  least  posaihl* 
delay.  The  House  must  feel  that  its 
time  is  taken  away  very  rapidly  by  dis- 
cussions which  stand  in  the  way  of  tbe 
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progress  of  Public  Business  and  in  the 
way  of  questions  in  which  hon.  Members 
are  interested.  Therefore,  I  appeal  to 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  conclude  the 
discussion  on  the  Address  with  the  least 
possible  delay,  and  enable  the  House  to 
get  to  the  Business  of  the  Session. 

Sir  RIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  the  decision  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  placed  him  in  a  position 
of  considerable  difficulty.  He  had  re- 
ceived assurances  from  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers, as  well  as  from  persons  outside  the 
House,  of  their  approval  of  his  Amend- 
ment, as  a  very  stronji:  opinion  prevailed 
that  the  question  of  English  agriculture 
was  quite  as  deserving  of  the  attention 
of  the  House  as  that  of  other  parts  of 
the  British  Isles.  While  recognizing 
the  force  of  the  appeal  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  he  hoped  he  would  not  be 
thought  unreasonable  or  exacting  if  he 
asked  an  assurance  that  the  Government 
would  afford  facilities,  or,  at  any  rate,  give 
opportunities  for  the  discussion  of  this 
important  matter,  either  on  Report  of 
the  Address  or  by  the  grant  of  a  special 
day. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  desired  to  know  whether  he  should 
be  right  in  supposing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  raise  no  objection  to  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  on  the  Report  of 
the  Address?  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  did 
not  see  any  necessity  for  any  Amend- 
ment being  moved ;  but  if  it  were 
generally  understood  that  the  question 
could  bo  discussed  on  the  Report,  he 
believed  hon.  Members  representing 
agricultural  constituencies  would  be 
satisfied,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  willing  to  abstain 
from  moving:  his  Amendment. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping),  speaking  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  a  constituency  as  strongly 
interested  in  this  subject  as  any,  joined 
in  the  request  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Richard  Paget)  that  facilities  should  be 
given  fur  a  discussion.  It  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance  and 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Ofdet,  Might  I 
ask  what  is  the  Question  before  the 
House,  and  whether  we  can  debate  this 
question  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Debate  would  cer- 
tainly be  out  of  Order.  The  course  was 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  made 


an  appeal  to  the  bon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Richam  Paget) ;  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  were  giving 
reasons  for  a  counter-appeal.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  is  right  in  thinking  that  no 
debate  is  permissible. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Then. 
Sir,  do  we  understand  that  on  this  side 
of  the  House  we  are  at  liberty  to  make 
observations  ? 

]^[r.  speaker  :  I  told  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  it  would  not  be  in  Order. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts, 
Chippenham),  who  had  on  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  respecting  the  dwellings  of 
the  poor  in  large  cities,  said,  he  begged 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  appeal  tohim 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress. He  had  no  wish  whatever  to 
embarrass  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment; 
but  he  considered  his  Amendment  a 
national  one — a  very  grave  one,  too — 
and  one  which  was  in  no  sense  of  the 
word  a  Party  question.  If,  however, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  give 
him  an  assurance  that  the  Act  which 
followed  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's 
Commission  would  no  longer  remain  a 
dead  letter,  he  was  willing  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  standing  in  bis  name. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  promise  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Richard  Paget)  a  particular  day  for  tho 
discussion  of  his  Amendment;  but,  of 
course,  he  will  have  the  opportunity  of 
raising  a  discussion  on  the  Report  stage 
of  the  Address.  It  is  not  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  interfere  with  the 
discussion  of  a  very  important  question 
not  merely  to  England,  but  also  to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland ;  but  I  again  appeal  to 
the  House  to  bring  these  discussions 
within  reasonable  boimds,  so  as  to  en- 
able the  House  to  get  to  the  business 
that  lays  before  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  said,  that,  as 
he  understood  it  was  not  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  limit  a  reasonable 
discussion  on  this  matter  on  the  Report 
stage,  he  gave  Notice  that  he  withdrew 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  wished  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  would 
move  the  Amendment  on  the  Report? 
He  himself  had  an  Amendment  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendment;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  left  the  matter  to  a 
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^neral  discussion  it  was  an  open  ques- 
tion whether  he  should  not  move  his 
Amendment  in  a  substantive  form. 

PAELIAMENT -DIVISION  LISTS— COR- 
RECTION  OP  AN  ERROR. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  wish,  Sir, 
to  point  out  that  in  the  Official  Eeport 
of  the  Division  on  Friday  upon  the 
Amendment  which  I  moved  to  the  Ad- 
dress, the  total  number  of  the  Ayes  is 
given  at  246 ;  but  I  find  that  there  are 
only  244  names  exclusive  of  the  Tellers, 
the  total  number,  exclusive  of  the 
Tellers,  being  given  at  246.  In  going 
over  the  list  of  the  names  for  the  Ayes  I 
also  find  that  the  names  of  two  hon. 
and  gallant  Members  who  voted  in  the 
Aye  Lobby  are  not  given.  I  refer  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Finsbury  (Captain  Fen  ton),  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan).  The  addition 
of  the  names  of  those  two  lion,  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  voted  in  the  Aye 
Lobby  would  make  tho  total  number 
246,  as  given  in  the  official  list,  a  cor* 
rect  one.  I  therefore  beg  to  move  that 
the  official  list  be  corrected. 

Mb.  SFEAKEE  :  It  is  not  necessary 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  move  anything. 
As  the  hon.  Member  has  given  me  the 
information  I  will  take  care  that  an 
erratum  be  inserted  correcting  the  error, 
and  rectifying  the  official  list. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNBD    DEBATE.      [tHIBTSENTH 

NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on-  Question  [27th  January]. — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDERS  (SCOTLAND)* 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  to 
add— 

''And  humbly  to  express  regret  that  it  is  not 
proposed  to  inquire  into  the  exceptional  position 
of  agricultural  holders  in  Scotland  bound  under 
19  years'  leases,  contracted  and  entered  upon 
prior  to  the  recent  serious  fall  in  the  prices  of 
all  agricultural  produce ;  a  fidl  which  has  ren- 
dered stipulated  rents  inequitable,  and  in  many 

Mr,  Shaw  Lefivre 


cases  impossible,  under  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  Country ;  the  operation  of  which 
leases,  especially  those  still  covered  by  the  Law 
of  Hypotiiec,  tends  to  jprevent  the  fuU  develop- 
meht  of  the  productive  capabilities  of  the 
land," 

said  that,  in  reference  to  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  he  liad  no 
desire  to  discuss  fhe  question  raised  in 
the  Amendment  in  a  manner  which 
might  be  considered  in  any  way  obstruc- 
tive to  Public  Business.  The  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  put  upon  the 
Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset 
(Sir  Richard  Paget)  showed  the  import- 
ance of  the  interest  taken  in  the  subject 
of  agriculture  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  He  should  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
the  subject  had  been  pressed  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  both  in  the 
present  and  in  the  last  Parliaments. 
About  12  months  ago  a  Memorial  was 
presented  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Gladstone)  on  behalf  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Scotland.  That  Memorial 
was  signed  by  some  1,400  Scotch  tenants, 
who  were  bound  under  leases,  in  the 
course  of  a  very  few  days,  and  in  the 
middle  of  a  very  severe  snowstorm.  The 
defeat  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Gt)vemment  put  an  end  to  any  further 
progress  in  regard  to  the  Memorial ;  but 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  waited 
upon  by  a  deputation  of  Scotch  farmens 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  how 
strongly  they  had  pressed  this  matter 
upon  his  attention.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  received  the  deputation 
with  the  greatest  courtesy,  expressed 
some  doubts  as  to  the  prudence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  interfering  to  put 
an  end  to  existing  contracts.  He  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  at  once  admitted  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  position.  About  a  year  ago 
the  question  was  discussed  in  that  House, 
and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would  not 
deny  that  the  vote  on  that  occasion  was 
of  such  a  kind  as  to  show  that  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  was  in  favour  of,  at 
all  events,  an  inquiry  into  the  subject. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  understand  that  he  did  not  intend 
his  Amendment  as  anything  like  an  ill- 
natured  Vote  of  Censure  upon  them. 
It  was  rather  a  Motion  of  remonstrmnoe, 
and  appeal  for  consideration.  He  did 
not  ask  that  the   Qt>vemment  should 
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commit  itself  to  any  definite  course  of 
conduct.    All  he  asked  was  that,  in  some 
form,  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
direct  an  inquiry  into  the  circamstances 
of  the  tenant  farmers  in  Scotland  who 
were    now    bound    under     19    years' 
leases.    His    appeal    was    on    behalf 
of  those  leaseholders  who  had  entered 
upon  their  leases  prior  to  the   exist- 
ing circumstances  of  agriculture,    and 
before  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hy- 
pothec.   The  Commission  appointed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  brought  out  the 
fact   that    the    competition  for    farms, 
and  the  consequent  high  rents  that  pre- 
vailed in  consequence  of  the  operation 
of  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  were  admitted 
on  all  sides.    Those  who  had  entered 
into  leases  prior  to  1880  were  placed  in 
a  position  which  those  who  had  taken 
their  farms  since  1 881  could  not  be  placed 
in.     The  landlord  had  an  opportunity  of 
following  the  stock  on  the  farm,  and  ap- 
plying it  to  the  payment  of  rent,  within 
a  period  of  two  years ;  and  they  had  also 
the  security  of  calling  upon  the  tenant 
to  give  security  for  his  rent,  even  before 
it  was  due.    The  consequence  was  that, 
in  spite  of  the  enormous  fall  in  prices,  the 
landlord  was  secure  of  his  rent,  although 
every  other  creditor  should  go  without 
one  farthing.  He  admitted  that  it  should 
not  be  the  purpose  of  the  Government  to 
interfere  lightly  with  existing  contracts  ; 
but  he  submitted  that  it  might  be  neces- 
sary, under  exceptional  circumstances, 
for  the  Government  to  interpose  to  re- 
lieve one  of  the  parties  to  the  covenant, 
if  there  had  been  such  a  change  of  cir- 
cumstances as  to  make  this  interposition 
necessary  and  desirable  in  the  common 
interests  of  the  country.     [Mr.  Biqgab  : 
Oh !]    He  understood  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  an  assurance  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell)  that,  if  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward  his  Bill  on  what  was 

Erdctically  the  same  subject,  they  would 
e  prepared  to  apply  the  Irish  Land  Act 
to  leases  which  had  hitherto  been  ex- 
cluded. He  claimed  for  the  farmers  in 
Scotland  that  they  had  not  been  riotous ; 
they  had  not  done  any  of  those  things 
which  the  Government  said  ought  to 
militate  against  the  people  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel ;  they  had  been  a  law- 
abiding  and  industrious  people ;  and 
they  had  been  uncomplaining  and  long- 
suffering  to  the  very  last  degree.  They 
had  not  brought  their  case  before  the 
House  until  thev  had  found  it  to  be  a 


real  necessity.     Therefore,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  listen  the  more  readily 
to  their  appeal,  and  give  him  the  assur- 
ance given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  that  they  would  be  willing  to 
apply  existing  law  to  current  leases.  He 
would  now  prove  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  tenant  farmer  were  such  as  could 
not    have    been    foreseen  or  provided 
against  by  any  prudent  man.     That  he 
would  do  from  the  evidence  g^ven  in  the 
Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade.    In  that  Beport 
Sir  James  Caird  stated   that   in    this 
country  the  revenue  for  agriculture  was 
£42,000,000  per   annum    less   than  it 
was  prior  to  1 880,  and  that  the  tenant 
farmers,  apart  altogether  from  the  pro- 
prietors, had  borne  £20,000,000  of  that 
loss.    Under   19  years'  leases  in  Scot- 
land they  were  beariug  the  burden  of 
those  £20,000,000,  and  were,  therefore, 
providing  a  rent  for  the  land  which,  on 
the  evidence  of  the  Commission,  was  not 
in  the  land,  and  which  could  not  be  got 
out  of  the  land.     The  question,   then, 
was,  whether  those  poor  farmers  were  to 
be  financially  bled  to  death  under  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  ?    The  landlords  had 
a  powerful  temptation  to  keep  them  as 
long  as  they  could,  for  they  knew  that, 
in  present  circumstances,  the  farms  would 
yield  them  a  third  less  rent  if  let  to  new 
tenants,  and  they  were  prepared  to  take 
as  much  as  they  could  get.    It  would 
be  said  that  he  was  advocating  an  inter- 
ference with  sound  fiscal  and  economic 
law.    But  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy  came 
in,  and  said  that  when  a  man  was  insol- 
vent there  should  be  no  preference  given 
to  one  creditor  over  another,  and  that 
the  estate  should  be  fairly  divided  in 

?roportion  to  the  claims  of  the  creditors. 
Inder  19  years'  leases,  there  was  cer- 
tainly the  reverse  of  that  law.  The 
landlord  had  it  in  his  power  to  hold  the 
poor  tenant  to  his  lease,  with  just  as 
much  as  would  pay  him  the  arrears  and 
the  current  rent ;  and  he  had  a  powerful 
temptation  to  do  so,  because  he  knew 
that  if  there  was  to  be  a  change  he  could 
not  let  his  farm,  except  at  about  a  re- 
duction of  a  third  of  the  present  rent.  He 
did  not  say  that  all  landlords  were  hard- 
hearted and  obdurate.  In  the  county, 
for  instance,  to  which  he  belonged,  the 
Nobleman  who  had  held  the  position  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen),  who  was  a  large  landowner, 
had  met  his  tenants  fairly,  by  giving 
them  the  option  of  renouncing   their 
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leases,  or  t  iking  re-valuation.  He  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  would  not  ask  so  much  as 
that.  He  thought  it  probable  that  if  all 
leaseholders  in  Scotland  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  renouncing  their  leases  to- 
naorrow,  there  might  be  so  many  farms 
thrown  upon  the  market  as  to  place  the 
landlords  at  a  disadvantage.  But  he 
would  give  the  option  to  the  landlord, 
and  he  would  say  that  it  was  perfectly 
fair  that  the  landlord  should  meet  the 
tenant  in  either  of  two  ways—either 
that  he  should  allow  the  renunciation  of 
the  lease,  with  the  privileges  of  an  out- 
going tenant  under  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act;  or,  if  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  renounce  the  lease,  he  should 
submit  it  to  some  suitable  tribunal  to 
say  whether  the  tenant  was  rack-rented, 
and  whether  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
remain  on  the  farm  without  ruin  to  him- 
self. And  if  the  tribimal  decided  that 
it  was  possible  for  him  to  remain  on  the 
farm  without  ruin,  then  the  tenant  ought 
to  remain.  But  he  held  that  it  was  not 
possible.  The  figures  which  were  laid 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  not  been 
disputed — they  had  been  entirely  borne 
out  by  the  evidence  given  to  the  Eoyal 
Commission  on  Trade.  It  appeared  from 
the  figures  given  by  Sir  James  Caird 
before  that  Commission  that  wheat  had 
fallen  from  59«.  2d.  in  1874-  to  29«.  Ad. 
in  1886;  barley,  from  44«.  4rf.  to  24i. ; 
oats,  from  30«.  to  22«.  Ad, ;  potatoes,  per 
ton,  from  prices  ranging  from  65iv.  to 
100«.  in  1874  to  45«.  to  70*.  in  1886; 
beef,  per  stone,  was  9«.  to  lU.  in  1874, 
and  7«.  to  8«.  8^.  in  1886;  mutton,  per 
lb.,  was  ^d,  to  lO^i^.  in  1874,  and  6^.  to 
8^.  in  1886;  Highland  wool  was  12«. 
to  17«.  in  1874,  and  11«.  to  12«.  in  1885  ; 
Cheviot  wool  was  28».  to  40«.  in  1874, 
and  17«.  to  29«.  in  1885-6;  cheese,  per 
cwt.,  68«.  to  82«.  in  1874,  and  45«.  to 
65«.  in  1885-6.  In  an  average  of  10 
years,  from  1871  to  1880,  the  average 
priceof  the  three  white  crops  was  14«.  3i., 
and  on  the  2nd  of  February  last  it  was 
9«.,  being  a  decrease  of  more  than  a 
third.  Taking  the  prices  all  over,  as 
far  as  he  could  ascertain,  the  yield  of  an 
acre  of  land  was  at  least  £2  less  now 
than  it  was  in  the  10  years  prior  to  1880 ; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  House  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  was  pos- 
sible for  any  existing  tenant  to  pay 
a  rent  fixed  in  those  years  without 
paying  it  out  of  his  accumulated  savings^ 
or  out  of  that  which  belonged  to  his 


creditors  ?  He  should  be  met,  no  doubt, 
with  the  objection — and  it  was  a  fair 
objection — that  19  years*  leases  were 
considered,  both  by  landlords  and  ten- 
ants, to  be  profitable  in  the  interests  of 
agriculture  for  the  whole  of  this  century 
prior  to  1880.  He  did  not  deny  that 
statement;  but  he  would  call  attention, 
to  the  fact  that  the  rents  under  the  19 
or  21  years'  leases  were  originally  in- 
tended to  be  a  proportion  of  the  produce 
of  the  land.  It  was  found  conve- 
nient for  the  landlords,  and  it  was  a 
their  instigation,  that  this  yield  of  at 
proportion  of  the  produce  of  the  land 
was  turned  into  a  money  payment. 
If  the  rent  under  the  19  years'  leases 
in  Scotland  had  continued  as  a 
proportion  of  the  yield  of  the  land, 
there  would  have  been  comparatively 
little  injustice  felt  by  the  tenants 
in  Scotland,  because  the  landlord 
of  to-day  would  have  been  receiving 
only  98,  instead  of  14«.  Sd.,  or,  practi- 
cally, one-third  less  rent  than  he  now 
received.  Thereby  there  would  have 
been  a  reduction  of  from  25  to  40  per 
cent  in  the  present  rents  in  Scotland. 
Then  it  might  be  asked — ^Why  should 
you  interfere  with  a  bargain  entered 
into  by  two  men  with  their  eyes  open  to 
relieve  one  who  had  made  a  bad  specu- 
lation ?  He  was  willing  to  admit  that 
both  landlords  and  tenants  were  to 
blame  for  the  existence  of  the  19  years' 
leases.  If  it  could  be  proved  that  the 
parties  entered  into  the  bargain  on 
equal  terms,  he  would  have  little  sym- 
pathy with  any  demand  for  interference ; 
but  they  did  not  enter  into  the  leases 
on  equal  terms.  These  conditions  in 
regard  to  hypothec,  game,  and  the 
confiscation  of  tenants'  improvements, 
were  universal  throughout  Scotland, 
and  the  tenant  had  no  option  but  either 
to  leave  his  farm  or  to  accept  the  terms 
that  were  offered  to  him.  It  was  not 
until  the  passing  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  that  the  tenant  right  was 
recognized  in  any  shape  or  form  by 
Scotch  law.  He  thought  it  had  been 
admitted  that  that  Act  had  not  gone  far 
enough.  It  did  not  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  at  the  present 
time;  but  it  had  introduced  an  important 
principle,  which  must  be  applied  still 
further  before  it  could  do  jnstice  or  give 
satisfaction.  If  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  done  right  in  appealing  to 
landlords  to  give  reductions  of  rent,  aa 
the  more  humane  and  generous  of  them 
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were  doing,  why  could  it  be  wrong  for 
the  House  to  intervene  on  behalf  of  those 
landlords  who  would  not  give  reductionB, 
and  who  insisted  on  exacting  their  full 
pound  of  flesh?  Parliament  must  in 
many  such  oases  interfere,  particularly 
if  the  exaction  of  the  law  was  against 
the  interests  of  the  country  generally. 
His  contention  was  that,  under  the 
existing  conditions,  it  was  impossible  for 
the  tenants  to  do  that  justice  to  the  land 
which  they  ought  to  do.  He  did  not  ask 
that  the  House  should  go  to  any  very 
great  length.  He  would  be  content  if 
he  had  an  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  would  inquire  into  the 
circumstances;  and  if  he  had  some 
assurance  that  a  full  inquiry  would  be 
made  with  the  view  of  meeting  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  case,  he  should  not  press 
his  Amendment  to  a  Division.  But  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Government  said 
that  nothing  could  be  done  for  these 
tenants,  and  that  the  landlords  must  go 
on  exacting  their  pound  of  flesh,  he  con- 
sidered the  case  was  so  urgent  that  he 
would  feel  himself  bound  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  Amendment. 
Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn), 
in  rising  to  second  the  Amendment,  said, 
he  felt  very  much  indebted  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  for  having  brought  for- 
ward such  an  important  question.  The 
facts  were  beyond  dispute — that  there  had 
been  an  enormous  reduction  of  prices  of 
agricultural  produce,  and  that  under 
leases  fixed  at  a  time  of  high  prices  there 
must  be  an  enormous  loss.  Suppose  that 
a  farmer  eight  or  10  years  ago  took  a 
farm  at  £500  of  rent.  He  would 
naturally  spend  in  his  manure  and  labour 
bill,  &c.,  £1,000,  so  that  £1,600  would 
have  to  be  made  by  him  out  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  farm  before  there  was  any 
profit.  Supposing  the  value  of  the  pro- 
duce was  reduced  83  per  cent — which 
he  took  to  be  an  average  reduction — that 
would  at  once  make  £500  of  loss  a-year. 
That  had  been  going  on  for  years,  with 
the  result  that  many  farmers  had  been 
ruined,  many  more  were  being  ruined, 
and  the  only  men  who  were  able  to  hold 
out  were  men  of  capital  who  clung  on  to 
the  last,  hoping  for  better  times.  If  that 
was  not  a  case  for  interference  by 
Parliament,  ho  should  like  to  know  what 
case  could  be  mentioned  in  which  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  interfere?  The  answer 
given  by  the  Scotch  Secretary  the  other 
day  at  Edinburgh  was — **  Oh  !  you  must 


not  interfere  in  the  case  of  voluntary 
contracts  made  between  private  indi- 
viduals." Those  agricultural  contracts, 
however,  were  very  different  from  the 
ordinary  mercantile  contracts.  In  many 
cases  they  were  not  voluntary  contracts. 
The  landlords  had  a  monopoly,  and  when 
times  were  good  and  everybody  was 
rushing  into  farming,  they  did  not  scruple 
to  make  the  most  they  could  out  of  the 
tenants ;  and  farmers  had  no  option  but 
to  renew  their  leases  or  to  leave  the  farm 
on  which  they  expended  their  capital,  or 
adopt  the  other  panacea— emigrate.  If 
the  tenant  left  his  farm  he  would  receive 
no  compensation ;  and,  as  he  did  not  wish 
to  leave  the  neighbourhood,  the  result 
usually  was  that  ho  signed  the  lease. 
Therefore  this  was  a  case  in  which  Parlia- 
ment might  interfere.  Parliament  had 
often  interfered  with  voluntary  contracts 
before.  The  Conservative  Party  boasted 
of  the  part  they  took  in  the  Factory  and 
"Workshops  Acts.  He  could  scarcely 
expect  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  take 
the  same  view  on  this  question — which 
was  one  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Whenever  that  was  brought  forward, 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  who  chiefly  represented  the  land- 
lord class,  said — **  Oh,  you  are  going  to 
interfere  with  the  sacredness  of  volun- 
tary contracts."  There  was  an  outcry 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  "William  Har- 
court)  brought  in  his  Hares  and  Eabbits 
Bill ;  but  the  House  interfered  then,  and 
it  interfered  in  a  very  drastic  manner 
under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
The  question  was  fully  discussed  in  the 
last  Parliament,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay)  proposed 
an  Amendment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Anderson) 
understood  that  the  alternative  whicn 
the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  pro- 
posed—  and  which  was  supported  by 
many  hon.  Members — was  that,  in  the 
case  of  existing  leases.  Parliament  ought 
to  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  tenant  the  option  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  lease  or  fix  a  fair  rent. 
That  was  a  reasonable  proposal.  Every- 
body knew  that  in  Scotland  there  was 
no  means  of  settling  a  fair  rent.  The 
rents  were  all  fixed  by  the  landlords.  It 
would  be  a  fair  proposal  that  some  inde- 
pendent valuer  should  be  introduced,  and 
he  should  be  curious  to  hear  what  the 
Government  had  to  say  to  that.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  on  this  question  of  the  land  the 
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light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  i^Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  at  a 
f2n*eat  disadvantage.  He  had  stated  in 
Scotland  that  he  was  most  anxious  to 
make  his  tenure  of  Office  a  success.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  cordially  wished  him 
success.  But  the  right  hon.  Qontleman 
was  under  a  disadvantage  in  respect 
that  he  did  not  represent  a  Scotch  con- 
stituency, and  apparently  he  had  some 
difficulty  in  getting  into  touch  with  the 
Scottish  people.  On  many  matters  he 
had  made  remarks  and  expressed 
opinions  which  were  certainly  not  held 
by  the  majority  of  the  Scottish  people. 
The  Member  of  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment was  in  a  great  difficulty.  If  he 
went  to  the  very  select  band  of  Scotch 
Tory  Members,  he  certainly  would  not 
find  from  them  the  opinion  of  Scotland 
on  many  questions,  and  especially  upon 
questions  relating  to  land.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  another  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  this  Land  Question — 
namely,  that  he  was  himself  a  landlord, 
and  that  he  looked  upon  all  these  ques- 
tions about  land  from  a  landlord's  point 
of  view.  If  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  land  was 
to  be  directed  and  dictated  from  a  land- 
lord's point  of  view,  it  was  doomed  to 
utter  and  entire  failure.  He  was  afraid 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  the  other  day  in  Scotland  that  he 
still  adhered  to  the  view  which  he  had 
often  expressed — that  on  land  questions 
there  ought  not  to  be  any  indulgence 
given  to  tenant  farmers. 

The  SECEETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
When  did  I  say  that  ? 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  he  deduced  it 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  in  his  speech  at  Edinburgh.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlema.n  had  also  said  to  a 
deputation  which  waited  upon  him  in 
regard  to  crofters'  questions  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  crofter  was  a  most  fortu- 
nate person,  and  that  the  crofters  were 
the  most  happily  situated  people  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  He  (Mr.  Anderson) 
might  also  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  action  he  had  taken  in  all 
legislation  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  for  on  every  possible  occasion  he 
had  adopted  and  urged  the  views  of  the 
landlords,  as  against  the  tenants'  inte- 
rest. The  matter  was  perfectly  notorious. 
If  they  looked  back  to  the  debates  on 
the  Crofters'  Act  and  the  Agricultural 
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Holdings  Act,  they  would  find  that  the 
great  champions  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords were  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin).  They  headed  all 
the  attacks  against  the  tenants'  interests. 
He  hoped  that  in  this  matter  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  adopt  a  hostile 
attitude  on  this  question,  and  throw  it- 
self entirely  on  the  landlords'  side. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  many  good  land- 
lords in  Scotland—there  were  many  in 
his  own  constituency.  But  there  were 
aleo  many  landlords  who  could  not  be  so 
described.  In  Scotland  the  policy  of  the 
landlords  at  the  present  time  was  dis- 
credited. It  was  a  policy  which  was  not 
favoured  or  accepted  in  Scotland.  There 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  that  in  the 
past  the  landlords  bad  not  treated  their 
tenants  in  the  way  to  Tfhich  they  were 
entitled.  There  was  a  strong  feeling 
that  the  rights  of  the  tenants  should  be 
extended.  That  was  a  burning  qneetion, 
andtherighthon.Gentlemanmustnotdeal 
with  it  in  the  way  he  had  done  with  former 
questions  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Anyone  who  had  any  doubt  upon  the 
matter  should  compare  the  political  map 
of  Scotland  with  what  it  was  years  ago. 
In  the  North  of  Scotland  there  had  been 
a  complete  clearance  of  the  lairds  from 
political  power.  One  of  the  first  things 
which  the  people  did  the  moment  they 
got  political  power  was  to  make  this 
return  ;  and  it  was  not  an  unjust  return 
for  those  shameful  agricultural  clear- 
ances which  had  taken  place  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland.  The  Amend- 
ment gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  an  opportunity  of 
at  once  getting  up  and  closing  the  dis- 
cussion. They  were  anxious  not  to  waste 
the  time  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  save  time  by  getting 
up  and  telling  them  that  in  some  form — 
not  in  the  form  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  but  in  some  other  form — he 
was  willing  to  grant  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont)  the 
inquiry  he  desired.  He  should  have 
thought  that  that  was  a  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
taken  readily.  A  few  months  ago  in- 
quiries were  the  very  things  thev  seemed 
to  desire ;  and  he  could  not  hdp  think- 
ing that,  among  the  many  inquiries  they 
had  issued,  none  was  more  important 
than  that  which  was  now  asked  for. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  words— **  And  humbly  to  express  regret 
that  it  is  not  proposed  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
ceptional position  of  agricultural  holders  in 
Scotland  bound  under  nineteen  years'  leases, 
contracted  and  entered  upon  prior  to  the  recent 
serious  fall  in  the  prices  of  all  ag^cnltural  pro- 
duce ;  a  fall  which  has  rendered  stipulated  rents 
inequitable,  and  in  many  cases  impossible,  under 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  Country  ;  the 
operation  of  which  leases,  especially  those  still 
covered  by  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  tends  to  pre- 
vent the  fall  development  of  the  productive 
capabilities  of  the  land." — {Mr.  Etalemont.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  speech,  but  to  give  expression  to  a 
protest.  like  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Esslemont 
and  Mr.  Anderson)  he  (Mr.  Haldane) 
represented  an  agricultural  constitu- 
ency; and  he  took  the  side  of  the  tenants, 
the  miners,  and  the  farm  labourers. 
He  (Mr.  Haldane)  belonged  to  the 
Radical  Party,  and  he  thought  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  had  been  protracted 
to  a  degree  incompatible  with  the  public 
interest.  If  the  case  for  legislative  in- 
terference which  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
submitted  was  one  of  urgency,  why  did 
he  proceed  in  that  fashion  ?  Why  did 
he  not  briog  it  forward  as  a  Bill  or  He- 
solution,  or  as  an  additional  provision  to 
one  of  the  Bills  shortly  coming  before 
the  House,  instead  of  taking  a  course 
calculated  more  than  any  other  to  para- 
lyze the  House  and  render  it  inca- 
pable for  the ,  performance  of  those 
duties  which  had  been  committed  to  it 
as  a  trust.  As  to  the  other  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  he  (Mr.  Haldane) 
said  nothing.  One  of  them  in  parti- 
cular— that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Came- 
ron)— appeared  to  him  to  stand  on  a  some- 
what different  footing ;  but,  as  regarded 
the  present  Amendment,  he  appealed  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  .Aber- 
deenshire not  to  persist  in  it.  The 
hon.  Member,  he  was  sorry  to  find, 
would  insist.  He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  protest  against  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  fit  to  take — to  pro- 
test in  the  interests  of  the  dignity  of 
the  House  and  of  the  trust  committed 
to  him  and  others  by  their  constituents 
•^and,  having  uttered  that  protest,  he 


would  leave  the  House,  and  refuse  to 
listen  any  longer  to  the  discussion  on  the 
Amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
Sir,  I  think  that  the  protest  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Mr. 
Haldane)  has  just  made  has  empha- 
sized the  extraordinary  course  which 
has  been  taken  in  this  matter  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen- 
shire (Mr.  Esslemont).  The  inconveni- 
ence of  raising  every  possible  grievance 
on  the  Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  is  one  which  has  been 
steadily  growing  of  late  years,  and  has 
now  reaped  a  point  which  practically 
debars  us  from  dealing  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House  until,  at  least,  a  fort- 
night after  the  usual  time.  The  hon. 
G-entleman  opposite  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
has  been  good  enough  to  state  that  he 
did  not  mean  his  Motion  to  be  taken  in 
the  nature  of  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Qovernment;  but  the  fact  is  that 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  G-entleman,  from 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  can  only 
be  considered  as  a  Vote  of  Censure. 
If  it  were  carried  we  should,  under 
Constitutional  usage,  feel  obliged  to 
resign.  We  oppose  the  inquiry  asked 
for,  because  we  believe  that  the  House 
now  is  in  possession  of  every  informa- 
tion which  is  possible  after  inquiry 
upon  the  question.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  seconded  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Anderson)  states  that  I  regard 
the  whole  question  raised  by  it  from 
a  landlord's  point  of  view,  and  that  I 
am  not  likely  to  meet  his  views  as  Mi- 
nister for  Scotland,  partly  because  I  am 
not  a  Scotch  Member,  and  partly  be- 
cause I  am  a  Scotch  landlord.  Well,  I 
should  like  to  tell  the  House  what  I  told 
a  deputation  which  I  received  at  Edin- 
burgh. I  stated  to  that  deputation  then 
— and  I  repeat  it  now— that,  so  far  as 
my  advice  and  my  voice  can  carry,  I 
would  advise  the  landlords  of  Scot- 
land not  to  act  strictly  and  harshly 
within  the  letter  and  the  terms  of 
contracts  made  in  times  when  matters 
were  more  prosperous  and  prices  more 
favourable  to  agriculturists;  and,  fur- 
ther, I  would  advise  the  landlords  to 
meet  their  tenants  half-way,  and  this 
advice  I  gave  not  only  in  the  interest  of 
the  tenants,  but  of  the  landlords  them- 
selves. But  the  hon.  G-entleman  opposite, 
and  those  who  take  his  view,  appear  to 
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me  to  confound  the  principles  of  morality 
with  the  principles  of  the  ]aw.  Thej  ask 
the  Government  to  make  the  landlords 
do  that  which  they  should  do  of  their 
own  accord,  but  which  it  is  not  desirable 
that  the  House  should  compel  them  to 
do.  Before  I  come  to  consider  the 
Motion  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
placed  before  us,  I  would  say  that  there 
are  not  many  landlords  in  Scotland  who 
enforce  against  their  tenants  the  strict 
letter  of  their  contracts  made  in  1874. 
r  Crie8  of  **  No,  no !  ''and''  Yes !  "] 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  also  to 
the  case  of  trustees  who  are  not  em- 
powered to  give  tenants  reductions  on 
existing  contracts. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  These  are 
questions  with  regard  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  give  full  con- 
sideration ;  but  the  House  knows  that  it 
is  not  the  case  of  the  trustees  of  estates, 
but  of  the  landlords,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Aberdeenshire  has  raised. 
But  I  will  ask  this  question — Does  the 
hon.  Member  mean  to  tell  the  House  that 
there  are  many  landlords  in  Scotland 
who  have  insisted  in  dealing  with  their 
tenants  upon  the  strict  letter  of  the  bar- 
gains they  made  in  the  year  1874,  and 
have  compelled  their  tenants  to  fulfil 
to  the  uttermost  those  contracts  which 
were  entered  into  when  agriculture  was 
in  a  very  different  condition  to  what  it 
is  now  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  very  few 
landlords  have  acted  in  this  spirit  with 
reference  to  their  tenants. 

Me.  ESSLEMONT  :  Yes ;  many. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  many  landlords  have  done 
so ;  but  this  I  do  not  admit.  I  do  not 
say  that  there  are  no  landlords  who  have 
maintained  the  terms  of  their  leases 
made  in  1874  intact.  All  I  say  is  that 
when  the  terms  of  those  leases  have 
become  hard  to  bear  in  consequence  of 
the  fall  in  prices  of  ag^cultural  pro- 
duce there  are  very  few  landlords  in 
Scotland  who  have  not  shown  a  desire 
to  reconsider  the  terms  of  those  con- 
tracts. Now,  Sir,  passing  to  the  in- 
quiry which  is  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire,  I  may 
say  that  there  are  two  conditions  which 
should  be  fulfilled  before  an  inquiry  of 
this  kind  is  granted  First,  the  inquiry 
should  have  reference  to  a  matter  with 
regard  to  which  the  House  is  ignorant ; 
and,  secondly,  it  should  have  reference 
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to  a  matter  in  respect  to  which  a 
remedy  is  possible.  I  apprehend  that 
neither  of  these  conditions  is  fulfilled  in 
the  present  case.  I  was  amused  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seconder  of  the 
Amendment  assure  us  that  the  faqjts  are 
beyond  dispute.  If  that  is  so,  what  do  we 
want  with  an  inquiry  ?  My  second  ob- 
jection is  that  an  inquiry  is  useless 
unless  you  think  that  out  of  an  inquiry 
will  spi-ing  some  possible  remedy.  Now, 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to  sug- 
gest the  only  remedy  of  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  an  indication — the 
breaking  of  agricultural  contracts  by 
force  of  law.  They  are  not  prepared  to 
support  an  inquiry  which  roust  endinthat 
suggestion  or  nothing.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Elgin  and  Nairn  says  I  expressed 
doubt  to  the  deputation  with  whom  I 
had  an  interview  in  Edinburgh  as  to  the 
possibility  of  doing  anything;  but  I 
think  he  put  the  proposition  rather  more 
mildly  than  I  did.  I  did  not  expresa 
doubt.  I  expressed  a  conviction  that  on 
the  lines  on  which  he  would  proceed 
there  would  be  a  considerable  loss  to 
public  morality  and  no  compensating 
advantage  to  any  class  in  the  com- 
munity. To  that  opinion  expressed, 
not  harshly,  but  decidedly,  I  and  my 
Colleagues  still  adhere.  An  inquiry 
such  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membcnr 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  proposes  woold 
raise  hopes  that  cannot  possibly  be  ful- 
filled, and  would  suggest  to  the  minds  of 
all  connected  with  agriculture  the  idea 
that  this  House  is  prepared  with  a 
remedy,  which,  in  fact,  it  is  not.  For  this 
reason — if  for  no  other— I  would  ask  the 
House  to  pause  before  it  sanctions  this 
proposal.  The  hon.  Member  desires  ns 
by  legislation  to  break  contracts  delibe- 
rately and  freely  entered  into  by  indepen- 
dent parties.  I  am  much  astonished  at 
some  observations  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Seconder  of  the  Amend- 
ment— who,  I  believe,  is  a  lawyer — be- 
cause he  seemed  to  me  to  confound  the 
forbidding  the  making  of  contracts  with 
the  breaking  of  contracts  already  exist* 
ing.  I  think  the  House  should  look 
very  jealously  at  the  first  of  these 
proposals,  and  should  be  very  cantioiis 
in  saying  that  independent  and  presum- 
ably sane  individuals  should  not  enter  into 
this  or  that  contract ;  but  that  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  breaking  existing 
contracts  by  legislation.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quoted  the  Hares  and  Babbits 
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Bill — that  legislative  triumph  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  "William  Harcourt).  There 
are  one  or  two  other  Agricultural  Acts 
which  lay  down  that  landlords  shall  not 
make  certain  contracts  with  tenants  ; 
but  those  afford  no  parallel  to  break- 
ing contracts  entered  into  consistently 
with  law.  Nor  does  the  "Workshops' 
Act — to  which  he  referred — afford  a  pa- 
rallel to  this  case  of  19  years'  leases. 
The  hon.  Member  and  others  dissented 
when  I  referred  to  these  contracts  as 
freely  entered  into ;  but  bow  is  that 
denial  consistent  with  the  fact,  already 
admitted,  that  19  years'  leases  were  the 
favourite  expedient,  not  of  the  land- 
lords, but  of  the  tenants  ? 

Mb.  B88LEM0NT :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  misunderstood  me.  I  said 
they  were  entered  into  not  on  behalf  of 
the  tenants  more  than  of  the  landlord. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  It  is  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
19  years'  leases  were  as  much  liked 
by  the  tenant  as  by  the  landlord ;  and 
I  say  they  were  much  more  liked  by 
the  tenant  than  by  the  landlord.  If 
the  hon.  Member  doubts  this,  let  him 
look  back  at  the  debates  which  from 
time  to  time  have  taken  place  here  upon 
agricultural  questions  prior  to  the  time 
when  bad  times  began  to  come  upon  us. 
In  those  days  tenants  gained  advantages 
during  the  currency  of  a  19  years' lease 
— for  the  yalue  of  land  rose  during  the 
period — and  before  the  end  of  his  term 
he  found  he  had  made  a  very  eood  bar- 
gain. In  those  days  hon.  Memoers  were 
fond  of  drawing  the  comparison  between 
the  Scotch  tenant  farmers  and  their  less 
fortunate  brethren,  the  tenants  from  year 
to  year.  How,  then,  can  we  accept  the 
proposition  that  the  parties  to  the  agree- 
ment did  not  make  it  freely  ?  The  truth 
is  that  in  Scotland,  more  than  elsewhere, 
landlord  and  tenant  are  joint  capitalists 
working  a  business.  They  are  partners 
in  a  business — each  contributing  his 
share  of  capital — the  landlord  contri- 
buting to  it  considerably,  apart  from  the 
value  of  the  land.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  take  the  trouble  to  investigate  the 
landlord's  expenditure  they  will  find  the 
truth  of  my  proposition,  and  they  will 
find  that,  leaving  out  of  account  what 
has  been  called  the  prairie  value  of  his 
land,  he  does  not  now  get  interest  on  his 
expenditure.  If  there  are  two  contri- 
butors to  the  business  how  is  it  pos- 


sible for    this    House   to    interfere  in 
their  mutual  an*angements,  unless  it  is 
prepared  to  go  much  further,  and  to 
interfere  in  any  contract  between  capi- 
talists   when  the  agreement  is  incon- 
venient to  one  or  other  of  the  parties  ? 
On  what  point  of  the  downward  track 
are  you  going  to  halt  ?    How  does  the 
case  of  a  tenant  farmer  under  a  19  years' 
lease  differ  from  the  farmer  who  buys 
his  farm  intending  to  work  it  with  his 
own  capital  ?     Suppose  a  man  has  laid 
out  part  of  his  capital  in  buying  the 
farm,  and  the  rest  of  his  capital  in  pro- 
viding stock  to  work  it.     Let  us  suppose 
he  did  this  in  1874,  which  I  take  as  the 
culmination  period  of  agricultural  prices 
and  agricultural  rents.     He  would  have 
purchased  at  30  years  of  the  then  net 
rental ;  and  in  what  position  would  ho  be 
now  ?    He  would  be  worse  off  than  the 
tenant  farmer,  for  he  would  be  unable  to 
cast  any  portion  of  the  burden  on  his 
landlord.     The  difference  between   the 
two  would  be  simply  this — ^that  while  the 
purchaser  of  the  land  has   capitalized 
his  outlay  the  tenant  has  not.     The  hard- 
ship would  be  equal,  or  rather  harder  on 
the  man  who  had  bought  the  land,  than 
on  the  tenant  who  merely  rented  the 
farm.     Shall  we  go  back  to  his  case,  and 
afford  him  relief  from  the  results  that 
followed  his  purchase  of  land  under  the 
high  prices  of    1 874  ?    How  can   you 
draw  a  distinction  ?    If  you  once  enter 
upon  such  a  course  you  will  have  your 
attention  drawn  to  one  hard  case  after 
another;  and  you  cannot  stop  at  agri- 
culture.    You  must  deal  with  wages, 
commercial    contracts,   the   interest  on 
loans,  &c. ;  and  a  vast  mass  of  agree- 
ments will   be   thrown   before   Parlia- 
ment for  it  to  say  which  of  them  shall 
be  null  and  which   shall  be   binding. 
The  hon.  Member  tells  us  the  system 
tends  to  prevent  the  full  development  of 
the  practical  capabilities  of   the  land. 
That  argument  is    used  whenever  an 
alteration  is  asked  for  in  land  legisla- 
tion.    It  was  used  by  those  who  tried  to 
have  the  system  of  19  years'  leases  ex- 
tended to  every  tenancy.     The  reason 
why  capital  is  not  more  largely  invested 
in  land  is  an  obvious  and  very  melan- 
choly one — that  capital  so  invested  no 
longer  pays  interest.    No  alteration  that 
the  law    yet  can  make  will  persuade 
people  who  have  simply  a  commercial 
object  in  view  to  invest  money  in  a  busi- 
ness which  has  ceased  to  pay.    You  have 
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in  the  past  induced  landlords  to  make 
large  investments  of  capital  which  never 
paid  much*  and  which  do  not  pay  at 
all  now.    They  were  ready  to  do   so, 
because  landed  property  was,  at  that 
time,  supposed  to  carry  with  it  certain 
advantages  and  pleasures  of    a  more 
or    less    shadowy    kind;     but    those 
shadowy  benefits  have  vanished  alto- 
gether now.    Landlords  were  prepared 
to  invest  money  for  a  small  return.     I 
do  not  know  whether  the  recent  course 
of  legislation  has  tended  to  induce  any 
man  —  tenant  or  landlord  —  to  invest 
money  in  a  business  in  which  payment 
is  so  very  precarious.     The  return  is 
uncertaioi  even  if  there  is  no  legislative 
interference.  But  the  acceptance  of  pro- 
posals of  the  kind  now  before  the  House 
add  to  the  evils  consequent  on  bad  sea- 
sons and  foreign  competition  the    still 
greater  evils  of  legislative  insecurity. 
It  is  because  I  believe  that  those  evils, 
not  to  agriculture  alone,   but  to  every 
business,  under  the  course  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member,  would  eventually  en- 
tail so  much  more  serious  misfortunes 
than  any  advantages  his  proposal  may 
have,  that,  on  behalf  of  the  Govemmenti 
I  must  meet  the  Amendment  with  an 
emphatic  negative. 

Qenebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine),  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  it  was  an  error  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  to  inform  the  House 
that  in  former  times  the  19  years'  lease 
was  an  advantage  to  the  tenant ;  but  it 
was  not  more  an  advantage  to  him  than 
to  the  landlord.  Indeed,  the  well-known 
Act  which  Lord  Advocate  Montgomery 
induced  Parliament  to  pass  in  1770  was 
solely  in  the  interests  of  the  holders  of 
entailed  estates,  which  were  then  so  tied 
up  by  old  Scotch  Acts  as  to  be  left  un- 
tilled.    Its  great  advantage  was  that  it 
gave  the  tenant  confidence,  and  thus 
was  a  stimulus  to  better  cultivation  of 
the  land.    On  the  whole,  it  worked  more 
in  the   interest  of  landlords    than  of 
tenants.  It  was  notorious  that  long  leases 
on  moderate  rents  enabled  the  tenants 
to  make   their  improvements  in  land 
which  the  entailed  holders  had  neither 
the  power  nor  the  money  to  carry  out ; 
and  nearly  all  the  reclamation,  fencing, 
inclosing,  draining,  had  been  effected 
by  tenants  with  long  leases.    But  times 
had  now  changed.  As  the  improvements 
such  as  the  tenants  formerly  carried  out 
on  moderate  rents  ceased  to  be  needed, 
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the  lands  by  undue  competition  be- 
came rack  rented ;  and  it  was  notorious 
that  tenants  who  had  entered  on  19 
years'  leases  before  the  fall  of  prices 
set  in  were  being  ruined  at  the  present 
time.  He  (Sir  George  Balfour)  thought 
that  matters  had  arrived  at  such  a  pass 
that  some  relief  should  be  given  them. 
He  thought  that,  at  all  events,  some  in- 
quiry should  be  made,  so  that  the  true 
nature  of  the  situation  should  be  re- 
vealed, and  that  legislation  should 
follow.  He  (Sir  G^rge  Balfour)  could 
not  conclude  without  recognizing  the 
great  liberality  and  fairness  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  had  in  the 
debate  and  at  the  meeting  at  Edinburgh 
avowed  his  belief  that  landowners  and 
tenants  were  joint  shareholders,  and 
should  share  in  the  diminished  profits 
as  well  as  losses  in  the  farming  opera- 
tions. If  those  views  were  carriea  oat 
by  all  landowners,  many  experienced 
farmers  would  be  saved  from  bank- 
ruptcy and  ruin. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  quite  agreed  that  the 
tenant  farmers  of   Scotland    were   de- 
serving of  sympathy ;  he  knew  from  ex- 
perience that  they  had  a  wide  field  and 
fair  play  when  they  entered  into  these 
19  years'  leases.    Hon.  Members  who 
seemed    so    anxious  to  get  rid  of  the 
existing  system  of  leases   seemed   to 
ignore  altogether  the  fact  that   a  few 
years  ago,  before  the  existing  depres- 
sion commenced,  they  did  not  hear  one 
voice  raised  against  these  leases;  and 
was  this  improving  leases'  system,  which 
had  existed  for   150  years    or    there- 
abouts,  and  had  worked  well  and  suc- 
cessfully, to  be  uprooted  and  removed 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  simply  because 
they  had  depression  in  Uie  country  ?    A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  hypo- 
meo;    but  if  the  argument  held  good 
that  the  landlords  gained  so  much  on 
hypothec,  was  it  likely  that  he  would 
let  go  a  tenant  who  paid  his  rent  under 
hypothec  ?    Was  it  not  more  likely  that 
he  would  treat  them  with  leniency,  and 
let  them  free  of  a  portion  of  his  rent. 
The  landlords  had  shown  ffreat  conside- 
ration to  their  tenants.     He  quite  be- 
lieved that  thore  were  thousands  of  in- 
stances in  Scotland  in  which,  if  the  fuU 
rent  were    exacted,    tenants  would  be 
bankrupt  in  two  or  three  years.    It  was 
proposed  to  put  down  these  19  rears* 
leases ;  but  he  must  remind  the  llouse 
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that  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  from  an  opinion  expressed  on  that 
(Mr.  Barclay)  had  brought  forward  a  occasion— 
Bill  to  have  these  as^ricultural  leases 
made  perpetual.  How  would  per- 
petual leases  do  ?  Surely,  if  the  leases 
were  to  be  held  in  perpetuity,  the  tenant 
would  fare  far  worse  than  he  did  now. 
He  considered  that  this  proposal  to 
break  up  commercial  obligations  was  so ' 
preposterous  that  he  could  not  understand 
hon.  Qentlemen  coming  there  to  advo- 
cate it  in  sincerity.  He  might  be  asked, 
being  a  landlord,  what  he  knew  about 
this  question  ?  But  he  wanted  to  ascer* 
tain  who  knew  about  the  case  ?  Was  it 
hon.  Members  who  went  out  of  Lincoln's 
Inn,  and  went  down  to  Scotland  to  raise 
up  feelings  of  bitterness  between  land* 
lord  and  tenant  which  they  thought  it 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  this 
country  to  come  under  ?  He  (Mr.  Mark 
Stewhrt)  trusted  the  good  feeling  which 
had  always  prevailed  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Scotland  would  long  con- 
tinue. If  they  were  to  have  those  pe- 
riodical Acts  of  Parliament  interfering 
with  their  private  agreements,  then  they 
might  say  good-bye  to  capital,  as  well 
as  to  those  friendly  relations.  In  his 
view,  it  would  be  the  most  utter  folly 
to  bring  such  a  question  as  that  before 
the  House  of  Commons  in  a  respon- 
sible manner,  and  ask  the  Government 
to  legislate  upon  it.  He  believed  that 
the  better  way  was  to  speak  to  such 
landlords  as  did  not  understand  the 
question  so  well  as  those  who  were  con- 
tinuoi^ly  supervising  their  estates,  as  he 
believed  that  if  they  knew  the  difficul- 
ties their  tenants  had  to  imdergo  they 
would  do  as  many  thousands  had  done — 
that  they  would  amend  the  contracts 
and  reduce  the  rents  in  many  ways ;  but 
if  they  were  to  come  into  that  House 
and  say  that  Parliament  was  to  inter- 
fere, he  believed  they  would,  instead  of 
doing  good,  do  a  vast  deal  of  harm.  If 
such  a  Bill  as  that  suggested  were  passed 
it  would  be  simply  sowing  the  seeds  of 
animosity  and  bitterness  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose,  &c.) 
said,  he  shared  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  the  desire  to  bring  the  debate 
to  a  close  as  early  as  possible.  Be- 
ference  had  been  made  to  a  deputation 
which  watted  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour);  and  he  (Mr.  Shiress 
Will)   would  read  only  one   sentence 


"  Hard  and  disastrous  times  have  come ;  and 
what  aire  the  equitable  relations  which  oaght  to 
exist  between  two  parties  in  business  in  the 
present  circumstances  ?  My  view  is  that  they 
should  share  the  losses — that  they  should  share 
the  diminution  of  profits  which  have  resulted 
from  causes  not  under  the  control  of  either  of 
the  parties." 

He  was  happy  to  acknowledge  that  those 
were  the  words  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, and  after  he  read  them  he  had 
great  hope  that  the  result  of  that  discus- 
sion might  be  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  seen  his  way  to  give 
some  form  and  shape  to  the  very  excel* 
lent  opinion  he  then  expressed.  But  to- 
night the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ap- 
parently drawn  a  distinction  between 
moral  law  and  some  other  kind  of  law. 
It  was,  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view,  a  moral  thing  that  losses  should 
be  shared,  and  that  the  tenant  should 
be  in  some  way  relieved,  but  that  it 
would  be  an  immoral  or  in  some  way 
a  wrong  thing  to  attempt  legislation  in 
order  to  remedy  the  existing  evil  and 
bring  about  the  moral  and  right  thing. 
He  (Mr.  Shiress  Will)  was  totally  un- 
able to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that  argument.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  talk  on  this  matter  about  the 
sanctity  of  contract ;  but  the  fair  way,  he 
thought,  was  to  carry  the  inquiry  a  step 
further  back,  and  ask  whether  the  rea- 
son assigned  for  disturbing  a  contract 
was  or  was  not  a  good,  sound,  and  moral 
reason ;  and  if  it  was  a  good,  sound,  and 
moral  reason,  then  could  it  be  wrong  to 
disturb  a  contract,  provided  the  disturb- 
ing of  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
country?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  unable  to  account  for  the  fact 
that  the  Scotch  tenants  formerly  pre- 
ferred the  19  years'  lease,  but  did  so  no 
longer.  The  reason  was  close  at  hand. 
In  former  times  they  had  not  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act  to  protect  them, 
and  no  compensation  for  the  improve- 
ments they  made  upon  the  land  ;  and  it 
was  just  and  right  that  they  should  have 
a  long  lease  to  enable  them  to  get  out  of 
the  soil  the  capital  they  put  into  it ;  but 
now  that  Parliament  had  passed  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  the  necessity 
for  the  19  years'  lease  had,  to  a  great 
extent,  ceased.  The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Esblemont)  was  based,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent,   upon    the    exceptional    circum- 
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stances  existing  in  Scotland.  The  Law 
of  Hypothec  gave  the  landlords  great 
powers — much  larger  and  more  eflPective 
powers  than  the  Law  of  Distress  in  Eng- 
land gave  to  English  landlords.  Be- 
sides that,  the  Scotch  Act  of  Sederunt 
of  1756  entitled  the  landlord  to  insist  on 
security  for  five  years*  rent  if  one  year 
was  in  arrear,  and  provided  for  a  for- 
feiture if  two  years*  rent  was  in  arrear. 
Such  were  the  exceptional  securities  for 
his  rent  which  the  Scotch  landlord  en- 
joyed. Some  alteration  was  made  in 
the  law  in  1867  ;  hut  substantially  this 
exceptional  security  remained  the  law 
until  the  vear  1880,  when  the  Govern- 
men t  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  abolished 
the  Law  of  Hypothec,  but  upon  two  con- 
ditions. One  was  that  if  the  tenant  was 
in  arrears  he  should  find  security  for 
one  year's  rent,  instead  of  five  years  as 
before.  Previous  to  1880,  under  no  con- 
ceivable circumstances  could  the  land- 
lord be  a  loser  by  the  failure  of  his  ten- 
ant ;  because  the  landlord  had  that  se- 
curity, and  because  it  was  no  interest  of 
his  to  seek  for  and  get  the  best  roan ; 
and  all  sorts  of  men  entered  the  field, 
and  there  was  an  undue  competition  for 
the  possession  of  vacant  farms.  The 
retired  grocer  or  baker  in  the  town,  or 
some  other  tradesman,  having  possibly 
a  fancy  for  a  country  life,  desired  to  go 
into  a  farm,  and  accordingly  offered  an 
advanced  rent  to  get  it.  What  was  the 
position  of  the  farmer  who  had  to  meet 
this  competition?     He  was  not  free  to 

go,  because  if  he  went  he  left  behind 
im  the  improvements  he  had  made 
during  his  19  years*  lease.  Probably 
he  had  lived  on  the  place  for  19  years, 
and  perhaps  his  father  before  him.  It 
was  the  neighbourhood  in  which  he  had 
made  his  friends.  Such  a  man  was 
handicapped.  The  undue  competition  to 
which  he  was  subjected  necessarily  in- 
flated rent.  This  fact  was  established 
by  a  Boyal  Commission  which  sat  in 
1865,  and  by  a  Commission  which  sat  a 
few  years  after.  It  was  because  of  the 
exceptional  circumstances — because  Par- 
liament was,  in  a  sense,  responsible  for 
that  exceptional  law — that  they  asked 
that  these  contracts  between  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Scotland,  made  under 
such  conditions,  should  be  reconsidered 
and  revised.  This  revisal  was  for  the 
interest  of  the  two  parties  themselves. 
Obviously  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
landlord  that  his.  soil  should  be  in  the 
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hands  of  a  man  competent  to  till  it» 
rather  than  it  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
a  man  who  was  in  pecuniary  difficulties 
and  was  compelled  to  starve  it.  Then, 
surely,  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  whole 
country  that  so  important  an  industry 
as  the  agricultural  industry  should  not 
be  allowed  to  go  to  the  wall  as  it  had 
been  doing.  The  condition  of  the  tenant 
farmers  in  Scotland  was  as  bad  as  ia 
England,  and  in  some  cases  worse,  be- 
cause in  Scotland  they  had  tenants  pay- 
ing rents  largely  out  of  capital,  without 
which  it  was  impossible  to  carry  oa 
large  farms.  If  in  Scotland  they  did 
not  have  so  much  land  out  of  tillage  as 
they  had  in  England,  it  was  because,  as 
a  rule,  the  Scottish  farmers  had  been 
men  of  considerable  capital  and  back- 
bone. But  if  the  present  state  of  things 
was  to  go  on,  he  was  afraid  that  nothing 
but  ruin  and  starvation  stared  them  in 
the  face.  He  (Mr.  Shiress  Will)  had 
worked  out  a  calculation  to  show  how 
the  fall  in  prices  had  affected  farmers 
in  Forfarshire.  He  took  a  farm  of  350 
acres  worked  on  the  seven  years'  shifL 
Its  sale  produce  would  be  potatoes,  wheat, 
barley,  and  oats,  and  the  farmer  would 
fatten  stock.  The  farmer  would  have  60 
acres  under  potatoes,  which,  at  six  tons 
to  the  acre,  would  yield  300  tons.  He 
put  aside  30  tons  for  seed,  and  he  Lad 
270  tons  for  sale.  The  price  of  potatoes 
had  fallen  in  10  years  l^s,  per  ton. 
The  loss  on  potatoes  would,  therefore, 
be  £202  lOs.  Of  wheat  he  would  grow, 
say,  four  quarters  to  the  acre,  yidding 
him,  on  50  acres,  200  quarters.  He  put 
aside  25  quarters,  leaving  175  quarters 
for  sale.  The  reduction  of  price  was 
\0s,  on  the  last  10  years.  Hence  would 
arise  a  less  of  £87  IQs.  On  barley,  fire 
quarters  an  acre  would  yield  250  quar- 
ters, and,  setting  aside  35  quarters  for 
seed,  215  quarters  would  be  left  for  sale. 
As  the  fall  in  price  represented  10«.  per 
quarter,  the  farmer's  loss  would  be 
£107  lOs.  Of  oats  he  grew,  say,  300 
quarters,  and  put  aside  180  for  seed,  the 
food  of  his  horses,  and  so  forth,  leaving 
him  120  quarters  for  sale  at  a  fall  of  7s. 
per  quarter,  or  £42.  Such  a  farm  as 
he  had  supposed  would  fatten  60  cattle ; 
and  he  calculated  that,  making  all  al- 
lowances, and  reckoning  that  the  fanner 
could  buy  half  that  number  of  cattle  to 
fatten  at  £6  per  head  less  than  a  few 
years  ago,  the  loss  in  this  pardoulmr 
would  amount  to  £240,    The  total  kes 
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of  the  farmer,  in  consequence  of  the  fall 
of  prices  in  these  10  years*  might  be 
stated  at  £679.  Advantages  might  be 
reckoned  on  the  side  of  the  farmer  in 
respect  of  the  diminished  cost  of  wages, 
cake,  manure,  &c.,  to  the  value  of  nearly 
£100.  The  average  rent  of  such  a  farm 
in  Forfarshire  as  he  had  imagined  was 
30«.  an  acre.  On  a  similar  calculation, 
the  loss  on  a  farm  of  280  acres  would 
be  £498,  and  on  a  farm  of  210  acres 
£374.  The  losses  he  had  shown,  there- 
fore, amounted  to  more  than  the  rent 
of  the  farms.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
seen  that,  in  these  cases,  tho  Scottish 
farmer  had  a  grievance  upon  which  he 
could  found  a  fair  claim  for  redress. 
They  had  the  capital  of  the  farmer  going 
and  the  man  himself  being  ruined.  It  was 
not  for  the  interest  of  the  country  that 
this  process  should  bo  allowed  to  go  on. 
It  was  said,  if  prices  had  gone  up,  the 
landlords  would  not  be  able  to  ask  for  a 
revisfon  of  their  contracts.  But  he  (Mr. 
Shiress  Will)  ventured  to  say  the  cases 
were  not  on  all-fours.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Mr.  Haldane)  had 
refused  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  One 
of  his  grounds  of  refusal  was  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  should 
have  waited  for  tlie  Government  legis- 
lation. That  might  have  been  very  well 
if  the  Government  had  said  that  they 
were  going  to  legislate ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  said  that  they  were  not  going 
to  legislate.  The  other  ground  of  re- 
fusal was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  brought  in  a  Bill ;  but  it 
only  required  a  little  experience  in  the 
House  to  show  how  hopeless  it  was  for 
a  private  Member  to  get  an  opportunity 
of  legislating.  For  those  reasons  he  had 
been  unable  to  take  the  same  view  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Haddingtonshire. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  also  desired  to  offer  a  protest, 
though  not  in  tho  spirit  nor  with  the 
conclusion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Haddington  (Mr.  Haldane).  He 
would  not,  like  him,  take  up  his  hat  and 
walk  out  of  the  House ;  but  be  hoped  he 
would  be  in  the  House,  and  give  his  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  He  desired 
to  speak  in  language  of  gentle  resent- 
ment against  what  seemed  the  indignity 
put  upon  Scottish  matters  in  certain  lan- 
guage he  heard  to-night  from  the  Go- 
vernment and  their  followers,  that  the 
bringing  forward  of  such  an  Amendment 
relating  to  Scotland  showed  a  want  of 


dignity ;  and  that  the  time  of  the  House 
was  being  wasted,  which  might  be  more 
usefully  employed.  If  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Had- 
dington was  going  to  protest  in  that 
spirit,  he  ought  to  have  protested  when 
the  Irish  Amendments  were  before  the 
House.  It  seemed  to  him — and  he 
thought  some  countenance  was  given  to 
it  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland — that  the  notion  of 
the  Government  and  their  followers  was 
that  the  House  existed  for  the  purpose 
of  emphasizing  Irish  Business  and  Eng- 
lish Business,  but  of  shunting  Scottish 
Business 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  did  not  say  so.  I  gave  no  counte- 
nance to  it. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  accepted  the 
disclaimer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
although  it  seemed  to  him  he  was  en- 
couraging that  idea.  But  he  did  not 
accept  the  disclaimer  for  some  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Friends  on  the 
Front  Government  Bench,  and  other  hon. 
Members  behind  him.  If  they  wanted  to 
shunt  any  Business,  let  them  shunt  the 
Irish  Business  to  Dublin,  and  then  the 
Government  might  have  time  to  deal 
with  English  and  Scottish  Business. 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  he  thought, 
travelled  in  the  direction  that,  but  for 
certain  diUiculties  which  were  insur- 
mountable, he  would  have  gone  in  the 
lines  of  the  Amendment ;  but,  in  conse- 
quence of  those  difficulties  being  so  in- 
surmountable, his  position  was  station- 
ary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  first 
difficulty  was  that  the  inquiry  was  use- 
less, as  the  facts  were  already  well 
known ;  therefore,  that  the  inquiry 
would  be  nugatory,  and  that  there  was 
no  use  inquiring  into  that  which  they 
all  knew  about  perfectly  well.  He  (Mr. 
Wallace)  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  merely  playing  with  the 
word  inquiry.  No  doubt,  it  was  useless 
for  him  to  inquire  into  facts  which  he 
knows;  but  was  it  the  case  that  the 
House — which  would  have  ultimately  to 
judge  upon  them — knew  the  facts  ?  He 
doubted  it  very  much.  He  questioned 
very  much  whether  tho  English  and 
Irish  Representatives  were  acquainted 
with  the  facts  of  the  agricultural  con- 
dition of  Scotland.  Such  an  inquiry 
would  not  be  simply  to  inquire  into 
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facts,  and  to  throw  them  tog^ether  like 
beans  into  a  sack,  but  to  collect  facts — 
to  collate,  to  classify,  acd  systema- 
tize them — so  that  every  individual 
who  perused  the  Report  would  have 
a  comprehensive  acquaintance  with 
the  case.  He  thought  fche  right  hon. 
G-entleman  had  manufactured  this  diffi- 
culty, as  persons  did  who  did  not  want 
to  know  things  which  might  prove 
difficult  and  disagreeable.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  second  difficulty  was 
that,  if  such  an  inquiry  was  granted, 
and  the  facts  clearly  brought  home,  it 
would  be  impossible,  consistently  with 
certain  considerations  which  he  enume- 
rated and  amplified,  to  give  legislation 
of  the  nature  pointed  at  in  the  Amend- 
ment. Some  of  the  reasons  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  him  more  the 
reasons  of  the  moral  philosopher  than 
the  practical  stateso&an.  One  of  them 
was  that  if  they  began  with  agricul- 
tural contracts  they  could  not  stop 
there.  There  was  no  kind  of  com- 
mercial or  private  contract  that  the 
Legislature  would  not  be  invoked  to 
revise;  but  he  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  all 
the  difference  in  the  world  between  con- 
tracts where  the  matter  was  land  and 
contracts  of  any  other  description.  In 
our  dealings  with  Ireland  it  had 
been  established  beyond  recall  that  the 
revisal  of  land  contracts  was  now  a 
recognized  fact  in  politics.  [Cries  of 
**  No,  no !  *'  and  cheers,']  Well,  it  was  no 
use  going  back  upon  that  to  dispute  it. 
The  whole  question  was  argued  out  16 
years  ago.  It  had  been  proved  over 
and  over  again  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
country — although,  perhaps,  not  to  the 
satisfaction  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side — and  the  resolution  the 
country  came  to  was  that,  in  matters  of 
land,  revisal  of  contract  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  an  established  political  truth, 
and  accordingly  he  did  not  think  they 
were  called  upon  to  enter  into  elaborate 
reasoning  to  show  that  exceptional  legis- 
lation in  matters  of  agricultural  contract 
was  a  recognized  political  fact  and  prin- 
ciple. He  might,  however,  refresh  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  memory  with 
one  or  two  considerations  that  tended  to 
remove  the  difficulty  he  felt  in  this  mat- 
ter. One  was  that  the  title  to  property  in 
land  rested  upon  a  different  basis  to 
that  of  personal  property.  \_Cries  of 
••No!*']     Yes;    the  title  to  personal 
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possessions  was  founded  on  industry; 
the  title  to  landed  property  was  ulti- 
mately founded  upon  something  which 
was  not  industry.  [Laughter.]  A  word 
to  the  wise  was  sufficient,  therefore  he 
would  not  pursue  to  its  utmost  con- 
clusions the  distinction  he  had  indicated. 
He  had  no  doubt,  however,  that  what 
convinced  the  country  of  the  necessity 
of  dealing  with  the  land  and  with  land 
contracts  in  a  way  that  they  would 
not  deal  with  the  creations  of  human 
industry  wiis  simply  that  the  title  to  one 
kind  of  property  rested  on  a  foundation 
which  was  not  possessed  by  the  other. 
If  this  was  an  abstract  consideration 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  blame 
for  setting  him  a  bad  example,  for  all 
his  arguments  had  been  more  of  a  homi- 
letic  than  of  a  practical  character.  An- 
other reason  why  revising  land  con- 
tracts would  not  necessarily  lead  any 
practical  statesman  to  consider  that  he 
was  bound  to  go  on  to  the  revisal  of 
industrial  or  commercial  contracts  was 
that  the  country  might  be  irretrievably 
ruined  if  they  abstained  from  revision 
of  the  land  contracts,  because  they  wonld 
thereby  ruin  the  condition  of  the  land. 
They  were  sterilizing  the  land  by  making 
it  impossible  for  the  skilled  olass^  who 
were  able  to  fertilize  it,  to  till  it  succese- 
f uUy.  There  was  no  inevitable  loss  to  the 
country  if  they  did  not  interfere  to  pre- 
vent a  merchant  becoming  bankrupt. 
While  there  were  4,000,000  Scotsmen 
there  was  only  one  Scotland.  When 
a  bankrupt  manufacturer  or  merchant 
went  down  in  the  commercial  struggle 
his  place  could  be  supplied  to-morrow 
by  another  just  as  useful  to  the  com- 
munity as  the  one  who  unsuccesBfully 
preceded  him ;  but  if  once  they  ruined 
the  country  by  sterilizing  the  land,  they 
could  not  replace  it  by  a  new  country — 
they  could  not  get  a  new  one.  In  the 
one  case  the  country  lost,  in  the  other 
the  individual  lost.  That  was  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  men  with  practical 
views  of  politics  to  refuse  to  interfere 
with  commercial  or  industrial  contracts, 
although  they  might  find  themselTea 
bound  to  interfere  with  agricultoral 
contracts.  He  was  not  arguing  the 
question  from  the  individual  interest 
of  landlord  or  tenant,  but  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  interests  of  the 
country — a  point  of  view  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  entii«lj 
forgotten.    He  would  condnde  by  askui|^ 
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tho  question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  had  asked,  and  which  was 
not  answered.  It  was  this.  If  there 
was  such  a  consensus  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Memher 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell), 
why  should  there  be  this  difficulty  in 
connection  with  a  similar  proposal  for 
Scotland  ?  He  (Mr.  Wallace)  confessed 
his  mind  was  so  constituted  that  he 
could  not  see  why  the  public  interest 
should  be  jealously  safeffuarded  in  Ire- 
land by  protecting  Irish  cultivators, 
while  the  public  interest  in  Scotland  did 
not  require  at  all  to  be  attended  to  by 
making  the  same  provision  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Scottish  cultivators.  If  there 
were  reasons,  they  remained  occult  and 
mysterious  to  him ;  and  he  trusted  that 
if  there  were  such  reasons  they  would  be 
dragged  from  their  dark  and  abysmal 
depths  by  some  hon.  Member  opposite. 
Sib  ARCHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Renfrew,  W.):  I  think  that  some  of 
tho  arfl:ument8  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace),  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House,  are  somewhat 
peculiar,  and  scarcely  those  which  any 
hon.  Member  who  has  lived  in  Scotland, 
as  I  have  done  all  my  life,  can  subscribe 
to.  I  shall,  therefore,  only  attempt  to 
give  a  short  answer  to  it.  In  the  first 
instance,  we  are  told  that  there  is  a 
difiPerence  between  agricultural  contracts 
and  those  which  are  made  in  connection 
with  anything  else.  If  the  title  to  land 
is  not  founded  on  industry,  what  is  to 
be  said  of  the  man  who  has  earned  his 
money  and  has  invested  in  the  purchase 
of  land  ?  If  there  is  one  thing  which 
distinguiRhes  Scotland  more  than  an- 
other, it  is  the  closeness  of  the  tie  by 
which  the  tenant  farmers  and  the  land- 
lords have  been  united  together  in 
canying  on  agriculture  as  a  great 
business.  They  have  always  attempted 
to  help  each  other  as  far  as  it  has  been 
possible,  and  a  spirit  of  fairness  has 
oeen  manifested  on  either  side.  In 
recent  times  of  depression  the  Scotch 
landlords  have  made  large  reductions 
in  their  rents;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
they  would  be  willing,  if  the  necessity 
were  to  arise,  to  make  a  still  larger 
reduction.  Therefore,  I  cannot  think 
that  any  special  grievance  has  been 
made  out  in  regard  to  the  Scotch  ten- 
ants. I  know  that  in  East  Lothian 
reductions  have  been  made  of  as  much 
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as  35  per  cent,  and  even  40  per  cent.  In 
my  county,  in  the  West  of  Scotland, 
reductions  of  10,  15,  and  20  per  cent 
have  repeatedly  been  made,  and  the 
same  course  has  been  pursued  in  Argyll- 
shire. I  am  not  so  well  acquainted  with 
Perthshire  and  Aberdeenshire;  but  I 
know  that  large  reductions  have  been 
made,  and  that  similar  reductions  have 
been  made  all  over  the  country.  Al- 
though I  do  not  deprecate  inquiry,  I 
should  regret  it,  because  I  believe  that 
it  might  do  something  to  impair  the 
spirit  of  fairness  and  mutual  good  feel- 
ing which  characterizes  the  landlords 
and  tenants  of  Scotland.  There  is  an- 
other thing  I  wish  to  point  out.  Only 
a  few  years  ago  it  was  maintained  that 
the  system  of  leases  was  the  cause  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  Scotch  tenant 
farmers ;  but  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  very  same  farmers  previously 
pointed  to  that  system  as  the  basis  of 
their  prosperity.  They  were  in  the 
habit  of  priding  themselves  on  being 
unlike  their  English  eonfrkres,  in  the 
fact  that  they  did  possess  leases.  What 
have  leases  done  for  the  Scotch  farmers  ? 
They  have  afforded  a  large  security 
both  for  the  farmer  and  the  landlord, 
and  the  result  has  been  that  the  land- 
lord has  willingly  undertaken  all  the 
permanent  improvements.  He  has  put 
up  the  buildings  and  drained  the  land, 
and  at  the  end  of  every  lease  he  has  put 
the  whole  of  the  farm  in  proper  order. 
During  the  time  that  leases  have  existed 
much  has  been  done,  especially  in  the 
erection  of  farm  buildings,  and  vast 
improvements  have  been  effected,  even 
in  the  last  10  years,  which  have  been 
of  considerable  assistance  to  the  tenant 
farmers  in  enabling  them  to  carry  on 
their  agricultural  operations.  There  is 
one  thing  which  has  brought  about  the 
existing  depression  in  Scotland  as  well 
as  in  England — namely,  the  cheapness 
of  foreign  freights.  You  cannot  go  on 
running  powerful  steamers  across  the 
Atlantic,  as  is  now  being  done,  without 
affecting  the  price  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce here;  but  those  freights  have 
not  been  remunerative,  and  it  will 
not  be  possible  for  the  steamers  to 
be  run  much  longer  at  a  loss.  And 
every  penny  of  arise  will  increase  prices 
at  home.  The  farmers  were  looking 
forward,  when  I  left  Scotland  last,  for 
better  times.  I  do  not  think  the  farmers 
of  the  West  have  been  so  hard  hit, 
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probably  because  they  have  been  able 
to  work  their  farms  cheaper.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  so  lar  as  the  inquiry 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  con- 
cerned, I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think 
it  would  be  very  inopportune  at  the 
present  moment,  because,  however  much 
we  may  wish  for  inquiry,  we  know  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  secure  it  by 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Address. 
I  shall,  therefore,  feel  bound  to  give  my 
vote  against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr. 
Esslemont). 

Mr.  a.  L.  BEOWN  (Hawick,  &c.) : 
Sir,  I,  for  one,  feel  very  unwilling  to 
interpose  in  a  debate  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  regard  with  so  much  im- 
patience, and  exhibit  so  much  disinclina- 
tion to  allow  to  proceed.  But  the  ex- 
traordinary urgency  of  the  question  and 
the  dire  necessities  of  the  Scotch  tenant 
farmers  have  rendered  the  consideration 
of  their  case  imperative,  and  must  be 
considered  my  excuse  for  going  into  the 
matter.  Let  me  remind  the  House  that 
we  have  been  discussing  Irish  grievances 
ever  since  the  27th  of  January.  We  are 
quite  ready  to  concede  that  the  tenant 
farmers  in  Ireland  are  suffering  severely 
from  bad  Land  Laws ;  but  we  maintain 
that  the  tenant  farmers  of  Scotland  are 
equally  suffering  from  bad  Land  Laws. 
As  yet  they  have  not  been  listened  to, 
when  they  have  come  forward  to  state 
their  case  to  this  House;  and  I  pre- 
sume the  reason  has  been  that  they 
have  never  employed  any  political  dele- 
gates to  represent  them  here;  but,  on 
&e  contrary,  they  have  been  '*  thirl 
to  the  lairds."  The  Irish  people  have 
85  determined  servants  prepared  to 
ventilate  their  case  thoroughly ;  but  the 
Scotch  farmers  find  themselves  in  an 
isolated  position.  They  have  committed 
their  interests  into  the  hands  of  the 
landlords,  and  when  they  come  here 
they  find  a  union  of  landlords  against 
them,  and  they  do  not  know  where  to 
go  to  for  redress.  What  are  the  facts 
of  the  case  ?  The  state  of  affairs  in 
Scotland  is  this — We  find  a  great  num- 
ber of  hard-working,  decent,  dever,  and 
capable  men  who  have  been  brought  to 
ruin,  we  find  a  greater  number  oi  themare 
on  the  brink  of  ruin,  and  the  cause  of  this 
is  that  the  contracts  which  they  entered 
into  15  or  17  years  ago  have  been  pre- 
judicial to  them,  and  if  adhered  to  will 
inevitably  bring  these  capable,  honest. 
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and  industrious  men  into  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court.  We  never  find  such  thioga 
in  trade  or  commerce.  We  may  find  a 
particular  branch  of  commerce  languish- 
ing, but  not  an  entire  class  of  capable, 
honest,  and  hard-working  men  who  will 
inevitably  be  ruined  if  they  keep  the 
contracts  which  they  have  entered  into. 
The  real  cause  of  all  the  mischief  has 
been  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  bymeans  of 
which  rents  were  forced  up.  If  the  con- 
tracts entered  into  under  the  Law  of 
Hypothec  are  kept^  the  result  will  be 
the  ruin  of  those  who  have  entered  into 
them.  I  wish  the  House  to  keep  care- 
fully in  view  the  fact  that  this  Law  of 
Hypothec,  which  this  House  has  since 
repealed,  was  a  bad  statute  which  forced 
rents  up.  The  supporters  of  the  law 
admittea  that  it  had  forced  up  rents. 
A  Commission  sat  in  Edinburgh  in  1864, 
and  witnesses,  who  consisted  principally 
of  Representatives  of  the  landlord  class, 
stated  clearly  that  rents  had  been  forced 
up  by  it ;  and  that  if  that  law  were  re- 
pealed rents  would  necessarily  come 
down  a^ain,  because  there  would  be  le»8 
competition.  Surely  it  does  not  require 
any  evidence  to  prove  that  this  is  how 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  works.  If  a  farm 
is  vacant,  you  will  find  10  men  applying 
for  it,  and  the  landlord  naturally  takes 
the  highest  offer.  He  says — ''What 
does  it  matter  to  me  what  the  tenant  can 
pay  ?  I  am  sure  of  20s,  in  the  pound, 
and  if  the  tenant  fails  I  can  fall  back 
upon  the  next  tenant."  I  do  not  know 
whether  anybody  realizes  the  tremendous 
fall  of  rents  that  has  taken  place.  In 
merely  repealing  the  Law  of  Hypothec 
the  House  did  not  go  far  enough.  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  mention  in- 
stances of  the  fall  of  rent  in  the  Gala- 
shiels district  between  1872,  1873»  and 
1882-3-4,  and  1885.  One  rent  which 
fell  in  1882  was  £525  a-year;  but  the 
new  rent  accepted  by  the  landlord  was 
only  £250,  or  a  fall  of  more  than  50 
per  cent.  In  the  case  of  another  rent 
which  was  formerly  £750,  it  now  stands 
at  £331,  a  fall  of  56  per  cent.  Taking 
nine  farms,  I  find  that  the  average  reduc- 
tions which  have  been  made  upon  theai 
amount  to  a  fall  of  43  per  cent.  Xheae* 
however,  are  rents  which  were  entered 
into  1 5  years  ago.  Let  me  mention  the 
fall  since  1882.  One  tenant  offered 
£330  a-year  for  a  farm  in  1882.  Thai 
offer  was  refused,  and  the  proprielar 
kept  the  farm  in  his  own  haaos.     Leal 
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jear  he  allowed  the  tenant  who  had 
made  the  previous  ofiPer  to  take  it  at  a 
fall  of  18  per  cent.  In  other  instances 
the  difference  in  the  value  of  farms 
since  1882  has  been  from  20  to  30  per 
cent.  How  are  the  tenant  farmers  to 
contend  against  a  state  of  things  like 
this  ?  The  Law  of  Hypothec  has  been 
repealed;  but,  as  I  have  said,  Parlia- 
ment did  not  go  far  enough ;  it  ought  to 
have  annulled  the  contracts  entered  into 
before  its  repeal.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  is  not  in  his  pl^ce.  I 
remember  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  taking  credit  to  himself  and 
his  Party  for  repealing  the  Law  of  Hy- 
pothec ;  and  I  think  it  must  be  generally 
admitted  that  in  repealing  that  law  the 
House  determined  that  it  would  no 
longer  force  rents  up  in  this  artificial 
way.  What  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  is,  whether  it  will  insist,  in 
the  present  circumstances  of  the  tenant 
farmers,  upon  payment  in  full  of  the 
rents  which  have  been  artificially  forced 
up  ?  Look  at  the  present  state  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Scotland!  It  has 
been  demonstrated,  beyond  the  possi- 
bility of  a  doubt,  that  the  tenants  can- 
not i>ay  their  present  rents.  If  hon. 
Members  will  put  themselves  in  com- 
munication with  any  reliable  persons, 
whether  land  factors,  manure  merchants, 
com  merchants,  bankers,  or  business 
men,  with  opportunities  of  observation, 
they  will  be  told  that  the  capital  is  not 
slowly  and  surely,  but  quickly  and  surely 
dwindling  away.  Then  I  would  ask  the 
House  if  it  will  do  anything  to  stop  this 
strain  upon  the  resources  of  men  who 
form  the  backbone  of  the  country  ?  I 
know  the  case  of  one  tenant  who  had 
a  considerable  amount  of  capital  of  his 
own.  He  was  so  independent  that, 
whereas  neighbouring  tenants  were  get- 
ling  reductions  of  rent,  he  declined  to  go 
to  his  landlord  and  ask  for  a  reduction ; 
but  at  length  all  his  Scotch  spirit  of  in- 
dependence was  starved  out  of  him,  and 
when  he  did  go  to  his  landlord  for  a 
reduction  he  was  refused,  because,  as 
the  factor  told  him,  he  had  money. 
I  maintain  that  the  landlords  are  pur* 
suing  a  foolish  policy.  They  are  taxing 
all  they  can  get  and  reducing  the  far- 
mers to  the  position  of  men  who  will 
very  soon  not  have  a  pennv  of  capital 
left.  It  is  notorious  tnat  in  the  South 
of  Scotland,  at  least,  the  landlords  are 


taking  just  what  their  tenants  offer 
them,  so  that  the  Scotch  farmers,  per- 
haps unconsciously,  are  putting  in  force 
the  notorious  Plan  of  Campaign.  A 
Scotch  farmer  told  me  that  he  had  paid 
£1,000  a-year  rent  for  a  number  of 
years ;  but  last  rent  day  he  went  to  the 
landlord  and  said—*'  Here  is  £750 ; 
you  can  either  take  it  or  not."  The 
landlord  took  it,  and  said  never  a 
word.  Like  the  sheep  before  the 
shearer  was  dumb,  and  opened  he 
not  his  mouth,  he  submitted  with- 
out a  murmur  to  25  per  cent  being 
taken  off  the  rent.  How  is  it  that  such 
serious  political  consequences  should 
arise  in  Ireland  from  putting  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  in  force,  and  that  the  same 
thing  should  not  apply  in  Scotland  ?  It 
is  because,  in  Scotland,  the  system  of 
large  farms  prevails,  and  the  tenants 
pay  from  £500  to  £1,000  and  £1,500  a- 
year  in  the  shape  of  rent.  No  landlord 
in  these  hard  times  can  afford  to  lose 
tenants  who  pay  rents  running  from 
£500  to  £1,000  a-year;  and  he  must, 
therefore,  take  what  the  tenants  offer. 
Now,  it  is  altogether  different  in  the 
case  of  the  small  farms  in  Ireland. 
Many  of  the  Irish  tenants  pay  only  £5 
or  £6  a-year,  and  it  is  sometimes  con- 
sidered to  be  good  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord  to  clear  out  some  of  them, 
in  order  to  strike  terror  into  the  rest. 
Surely,  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  de- 
moralizing— and  I  do  not  deny  that  it  is 
and  must  be  demoralizing,  and  that  it 
will  be  admitted  to  be  so  by  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland — surely,  then,  if 
it  is  demoralizing  in  Ireland,  it  is  equally 
demoralizing  in  Scotland.  The  Amend- 
ment now  before  us  is  directed  to 
securing  the  moral  as  well  as  the  ma- 
terial wealth  of  the  coimtry.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  S«>t- 
land  has  taken  up  the'  old  attitude  on 
this  subject.  I  impute  to  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  no  lack  of  sympathy  with  the 
wants  of  the  Scotch  tenants.  On  the 
contrary,  he  has  always  shown  great 
sympathy  with  them.  I  know  some  of 
his  Scotch  tenants,  and  I  have  been 
told  that  he  is  not  only  a  kind,  but  a 
considerate  and  just  landlord.  Kind 
landlords  are  so  rare  now-a-days  that 
this  covers,  not  only  a  multitude  of  sins, 
but  almost  every  kind  of  sin.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  there 
have  been  good  landlords,  who  have 
been  endeavouring  to  meet  these  hard 
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times  by  making  wise  and  just  conces- 
sions ;  and  he  says  that  we  are  now  ask- 
ing the  Qovernmenfc  to  interfere  in  the 
case  of  a  small  minority  of  bad  land- 
lords. We  say  that  that  is  not  so.  We 
maintain  that  there  are  a  great  number, 
not  of  absolutely  bad  landlords,  but 
of  exacting  landlords,  who  take  their 
pound  of  flesh.  When  anything  is  pro- 
posed to  remedy  the  grievance,  we  are 
told  that  we  are  interfering  for  the  sake 
of  a  few.  Surely,  in  1847,  when  the 
Irish  Famine  took  place,  that  was  a 
time  for  good  landlords  to  show  kind- 
ness and  consideration.  But  what  was 
the  case?  Why,  that  some  200,000  or 
300,000  houses  were  levelled  to  the 
ground.  We  were  told  when  the 
Crofters'  Act  was  passed  that  it  would 
have  very  little  effect,  and  would  only 
deal  with  a  few  bad  landlords;  but 
when  Sheriff  Brand  went  North  and  con- 
ducted his  investigation,  the  result  was 
a  reduction  of  rents,  which  ranged  from 
80  and  40  to  even  50  per  cent.  History 
proves  that  it  is  the  good  landlord  who 
is  the  exception,  and  the  bad  landlord 
who  is  the  rule ;  but  there  are  so  many 
things  which  interpose  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant  that  even  good 
landlords  are  prevented  from  giving 
(complete  redress.  Then,  what  we  say  in 
reply  to  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  ti^s.  If  there  are  few  bad 
landlords,  so  much  the  better  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  so  much  the 
better  for  the  Executive,  because  there 
will  be  fewer  cases  to  interfere  with, 
and  the  great  mass  of  the  landlords  will 
never  know  that  such  a  measure  exists. 
We  are  asked  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
whether  we  should  require  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Government  in  the  event 
of  times  being  prosperous — should  we 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  to  interfere 
in  the  direction  of  raising  rents  ?  Now, 
that  is  a  very  awkward  question  for 
those  who  put  it.  It  is  said  that  the 
landlords  would  be  quite  justified  in 
raising  their  rents  in  good  times — that 
they  are  entitled  to  participate  in  good 
times,  especially  if  they  are  called  upon 
to  make  sacrifices  whon  the  times  are 
bad.  But,  I  would  ask,  why  should  the 
landlords  participate  in  good  times  ?  I 
ask  the  question  in  all  its  nakedness, 
Who  make  the  good  times?  High 
prices  do  not  bring  about  good  times, 
any  more  than  low  prices  bring  about 
bad  timet ;  but  good  times  are  brought 
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about  by  men  being  industrious,  and 
exchanging  their  property  wisely  and 
cleverly.  Surely,  then,  it  is  the  men 
who  make  the  (cood  times  who  ought  to 
©njoy  them.  Why  should  the  landlords, 
who  are  mere  rent- drawers,  participate 
in  good  times  ?  I  did  not  ask  the  ques* 
tion,  and  I  am  not  going  to  answer  it ; 
but,  if  the  question  is  asked,  I  reply  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  who  belong 
to  the  Eadical  Party,  will  be  quite  will- 
ing to  answer  the  question,  both  in  the 
towns  and  in  the  country.  Another  case 
put  before  us  by  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land  was  that  bankruptcies  occur  in  all 
the  large  towns,  and  that  they  are 
caused  by  exactly  the  same  reasons  as 
those  which  press  upon  agricultural  ten- 
ants. But  1  contend  that  in  the  towns 
there  never  was  any  department  of  in* 
dustry  where  men  entered  into  contracts 
wholesale,  and  where  they  would  be 
ruined  if  they  kept  those  contracts.  I 
speak  as  a  business  man,  and  I  am 
utterly  ignorant  of  failures  in  trade  and 
commerce  arising  from  any  such  cause  at 
all.  You  meet  with  failures  which  re- 
sult from  laziness,  from  a  disinclinatioQ 
to  face  liabilities,  and  from  dishonesty. 
They  may  arise  in  certain  branched  of 
industry  where  trade  is  languishing ;  but 
you  never  meet  with  a  great  department 
of  industry,  where  clever  and  industrious 
men  have  entered  into  contracts,  who 
will  be  ruined  if  they  keep  those  con- 
tracts ;  therefore,  the  illustration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  altogether  fails. 
You  will  never  be  asked,  and  you  know 
it,  to  interfere  in  the  same  way  with 
trade  and  commerce.  That,  Sir,  is  our 
case.  I  know  very  well  that  we  have 
not  much  to  hope  for;  but  we  protest 
against  the  attempt  which  has  been 
made  to  stifle  this  Scotch  grievance.  I 
do  not  know  why  the  Government  should 
grudge  the  shert  time  we  asked  for 
stating  our  case.  It  simply  means  that 
the  Scotch  Members  do  not  show  the 
grit  and  the  determination  of  the  Bepie- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  tenant  farmers. 
We  have  brought  our  case  forward  at 
this  moment  because  it  is  the  best  oppor- 
tunity that  will  be  available  this  Seraoo 
for  bringing  before  the  House  and  the 
country  the  grievances  under  which  the 
Scotch  tenant  fanners  are  suffering,  and 
it  is  the  best  chance  we  have  of  lettiaff 
the  Scotch  people  see  who  are  their  reiS 
friends  and  who  are  not  We  have 
brought  the  question  forward  in  all  ooa- 
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fidenoe  that  the  country  will  acquit  us  of 
having  wasted  a  single  moment  of  the 
precious  time  of  the  House;  and  I 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  and  his  Col- 
leagues whether  even  such  courteous 
and  timid  Conservative  Qentlemen  as 
they  are  cannot  devise  some  measure  of 
relief  without  incurring  the  danger  of 
bringing  the  British  Constitution  about 
their  heads  ? 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling):  Sir, 
I  will  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Houee, 
while  I  express  the  great  regret  with 
which  I  have  heard  many  of  the  speeches 
which  have  been  deliyered  to-night  by 
my  hon.  Friends.  It  is  undoubtedly  the 
case  that  the  Scotch  tenant  farmers  are 
entitled  to  the  sympathy  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House ;  but  I  cannot  think 
that  the  best  means  of  bringing  that 
sympathy  to  a  practical  result  is  to  in- 
dulge in  such  exaggerations  and  mis- 
statements as  those  I  have  listened  to 
this  eyening.  I  do  not  mean  by  that 
that  the  statements  as  to  the  value  of 
land  having  fallen  to  the  extent  that  has 
been  asserted  by  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Amendment  have  been 
exaggerated,  but  that  the  condition  of 
the  Scotch  farmer  has  been  altogether 
misstated  and  misrepresented.  I  think 
that  no  complaint  can  be  made  of  the 
Scotch  tenant  farmers  on  comparing 
their  condition  with  that  of  the  Jrish 
tenant  farmers.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown),  in 
fact,  answered  th^t  proposition  as  com- 
pletely as  it  is  possible  to  do  bo*  His 
proposition  is  that  the  Scotch  farmer 
ought  to  have  the  protection  of  this 
House,  and  ought  to  be  released  from 
his  contract  widi  his  landlord,  because 
he  does  not  find  himself  in  a  position  to 
deal  on  equal  terms  with  the  landlord. 
Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
there  are  farmers  in  Scotland  who  pay 
rents  of  £300,  £400,  £500,  and  £600  up 
to  £1,500  a-year.  Are  these  men  per- 
sons who  are  not  standing  on  equal 
terms  with  the  landlords  in  the  matter 
of  bargain  ?  I  represent  an  agricultural 
constituency,  and  I  maintain  that  the 
farmers  in  my  county,  at  all  events, 
are  perfectly  able  to  deal  with  the  land- 
lords on  equal  terms.  I  mean  by ''  able  " 
that  they  are  in  an  equal  position  to  deal 
on  terms  of  equality  with  the  land- 
lords throughout  the  country,  and  that 
they  do  so  deal  with  them.    The  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Wallace)  said  that  he  would 
like  to  have  this  inquiry,  because  the 
House  and  the  country  are  not  aware  of 
the  position  in  which  the  Scotch  tenants 
stand.  Now,  I  must  say  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  my  opinion,  has  not 
enlightened  the  country  by  his  statement 
of  facts.  He  asserts  that  the  failure  to 
intervene  between  the  landlord  and 
.tenant,  in  order  to  break  contracts 
entered  into  years  ago,  is  ruining  the 
country.  Undoubtedly,  the  agricultural 
interest  is  a  very  large  interest,  and  a 
very  important  one  in  Scotland ;  but  the 
proposal  contained  in  the  Amendment  is 
not  to  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  agricul- 
turists of  Scotland,  but  simply  to  apply 
to  those  cases  which  were  entered  into 
before  1880.  I  mean  those  which  still 
exist.    What  proportion  will  they  be  ? 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  K): 
About  two-thirds. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON:  I  believe,  at 
the  outside,  they  will  only  amount  to 
one-third.  We  have  been  told  by  an- 
other hon.  Member  that  we  might, 
without  any  breach  of  economic  law, 
interfere  with  the  existing  contracts 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant.  But 
I  deny  that  there  has  been  any  legis- 
lation in  this  House  affecting  Scotland 
in  which  existing  contracts  have  been 
interfered  with.  No  doubt,  the  Hares 
and  Babbits  Bill  and  the  abolition  of 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  involved  inter- 
ference to  some  extent ;  but  the  Law  of 
Hypothec  still  remains  where  it  was,  so 
far  as  it  was  in  existence  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  Nor  was  the 
Hares  and  Itabbits  Bill  made  absolute 
There  has  been  no  legislation  by  this 
House  in  which  existing  legislation  has 
been  interfered  with.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  The  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.] 
The  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  does  not 
interfere  with  existing  contracts.  I  am 
speaking  strictly  ol  Scotland,  and  I 
maintain  that  it  does  not  interfere  with, 
or  affect,  the  existing  tenants  under  their 
leases.  [An  hon.  Member:  It  does.] 
Undoubtedly,  it  gives  them  the  right  to 
obtain  compensation  for  unexhausted 
improvements.  The  main  argument  in 
favour  of  that  Bill  was  that  it  would 
enable  tenants  to  farm  their  land  up  to 
the  last  day ;  that  it  would  give  them  a 
right  to  demand  and  claim  compensa- 
tion for  improYements  that  were  not  ex- 
hausted ;  but  it  also  gave  them  the  power 
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to  take  tlio  yjlue  of  those  improvements 
in  another  fashion.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Shiress  Will)  said  he  had  a  good  sonnd 
moral  reason  for  disturbing  these  con- 
tracts. The  only  good  sound  moral  rea- 
son I  can  find  for  that  is,  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  tenant  farmers. 
But  if  that  seems  to  be  a  sound  and 
moral  reason  in  the  view  of  the  tenant 
farmers,  it  would  appear  to  be  a  very 
immoral  and  unsound  reason  in  respect 
of  the  landlords.  But,  in  reality,  I  am 
confident  that  in  Scotland  there  is  no 
necessity  for  a  spur  of  this  kind  to  be 
applied  to  the  landlords.  I  am  speaking 
now  of  landlords  generally.  I  presume 
there  may  be  exceptions ;  but  to  speak 
of  the  landlords  of  Scotland  as  men  who 
are  exacting  the  last  pound  of  flesh  is 
to  make  a  statement  for  which,  in  my 
opinion,  there  is  the  very  weakest  foun- 
dation. [An  hon.  Member:  We  only 
ask  for  inquiry.]  Inquiry!  Well,  I 
am  not  opposed  to  inquiry ;  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  this  Amendment  is  not 
Drought  forward  with  the  view  and 
intention  of  obtaining  inquiry.  The 
Amendment  could  not  possibly  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  Oovemment.  Everyone 
knows  that  an  Amendment  of  this  kind, 
forced  upon  the  Government,  and  car- 
ried against  them,  means  the  upsetting 
of  the  Oovemment.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  in  bringing  forward  an  Amendment 
of  this  kind,  those  who  support  it  cannot 
have  had  it  in  their  mind  that  the  inquiry 
could  by  any  possibility  be  granted ;  and, 
therefore,  they  must  have  some  other 
object — some  preparation  for  something 
else  to  follow.  My  impression  is  that 
it  is  intended  to  lead  up  to  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay),  for  the  purpose  of 
setting  up  a  tribunal  in  Scotland  to  re- 
gulate agricultural  rents.  To  that  Bill, 
80  long  as  I  have  a  seat  in  this  House, 
I  will  give  the  most  determined  opposi- 
tion. 1  have  risen,  however,  for  a  spe- 
cial purpose — not  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  case,  but  to  express  my  great 
sympathy  with  the  Scotch  farmers  in 
their  present  distress,  and  my  belief  that 
the  landlords  themselves  will  do  the  ut- 
most in  their  power  spontaneously  to 
meet  that  distress.  I  believe  that  it  will 
require  no  spur  of  this  kind  to  induce 
them  to  do  so ;  and  I  can  only  express 
my  regret  that  so  much  exaggeration 
and  misstatement  has  been  made. 

Ur,  J,  C,  Bolton 


Mr.  J.  W.  BABOLAY  (Forfarshire), 
rose  to  address  the  House,  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  J.  W.  BABOL  AT,  resuming,  said, 
the  uncompromising  speech  of  the  riglit 
hoo.    Gentleman     the     Secretary    for 
Scotland  (Mr.    A.  J.  Balfour)    would 
carry  dismay  to  the  hearts  of  the  farmesa 
in  Scotland.    He   (Mr.  Barclay),  how- 
ever, would  thank  him  for  stadng  hie 
opinion    so   frankly.    The  farmers  in 
Scotland  would  now  see  that  they  had 
nothing  to  hope  from  this  GK>veinmeiii. 
The    Scotch    Members,   however,    had 
some    ground    for   complaint    agaanet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  did  not 
think  it  became  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man to  snub  the  Scotch  Members  far 
bringing  forward  this  question.    Upon 
one  of  the  first  opportunities — periiape 
the  only  opportunity— Scotch  Membors 
would  have  of  calling  attention  to  this  kn- 
portant  subject  the  right  hon.  Gentiemaa 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  gave  them  a 
lecture  on  the  waste  of  time  in  Parlia- 
ment.   He  (Mr.  Barclay)  protested  that 
this  was  not  a  waste  of  time.    Agiionl- 
ture  was  in  a  critical  situation,  and  he 
did  not  know  when   there  would    be 
another  opportunity    of   bringing  the 
question  forward.     It  was  nniderstood 
that  once  this  debate  was  concluded  the 
Government  would  demand  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  for  dealing  with  the 
question    of  Procedure.      When     that 
qu^tion  would  be    settled  it  was  ioi- 
possible  to  say ;  and  he  thought  his  boa. 
Friend  (l{r.  Esslemont),  after  the  Notice 
of  Motion  which  he  gave  at  the  dose  of 
last  Session,  would  have  been  failing  in 
his  duty  to  his  constituents  if  he  had 
not  seized  this  opportunity.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land  objected  to  the  Amendment  on  two 
grounds — first,  that  there  was  nothing  to 
inquire  into  ;    and,  secondly,  that  it 
would  be.  impossible  for  Parliament  to 
interfere  in  the  way  contemplated   by 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.    It  waa 
evident  that  there  was  very  much  to  in- 
quire into.   The  right  hon.  Gentkonan 
the  Secretary  for  S<^tland  said  that  the 
whole  of  the  landlords  in  Scotland,  with^ 
perhaps,   a  small  minority,  had  made 
reasonable  concessions  to  their  tenants ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Barclay)  had  very  different 
information.    He  would  state,  with  «»- 
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fidence,  that  not  one-half  of  the  land- 
lords had  made  concessions ;  or,  if  they 
had  made  concessions,  they  were  totally 
inadequate.  That,  at  any  rate,  was  a 
point  worthy  of  inquiry.  Then  the 
question  arose  whether  Parliament 
should  interfere.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
ileman  said  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  result  of  the  inquiry,  this  was  a 
question  on  which  Parliament  ought 
not  to  interfere.  That  was  the  **  no  sur- 
render ''  cry  that  they  had  heard  before ; 
and  notwithstanding  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  found  it  expedient  to 
surrender.  Had  hon.  Members  opposite 
forgotten  that  Parliament  intervened  in 
the  case  of  the  Irish  farmers  in  a  very 
oomprehensive  way  ?  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire 
(Mr.  Bolton)  voted  for  the  Crofters'  Bill ; 
and  that,  surely,  was  a  greater  inter- 
ference with  contract  and  with  the  rights 
of  landlords  than  was  contemplated  by 
this  Amendment.  Not  only  did  the 
Orofters'  Act  interfere  with  contracts, 
but  it  actually  took  away  land  from  the 
landlord,  and  gave  it,  under  certain 
conditions,  in  perpetuity  to  the  tenant. 
The  fact  was  that  the  question  of  inter- 
ference with  contract  depended  upon 
necessi^,  and  when  necessity  had  been 
proved  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
interfere.  The  reasoning  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  he  (Mr. 
Barclay)  was  utterly  unable  to  follow. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  many 
landlords  had  done  what  was  just  and 
fair  in  giving  reductions  to  their  tenants ; 
but  that  it  would  be  immoral  in  Parlia- 
ment to  compel  other  landlords  to  act  in 
a  similar  manner.  But  the  existence 
of  Parliament  was  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  unjust  and  unfair  minority 
follow  the  example  of  the  just  majority. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  further  said 
that  if  they  were  going  to  interfere  with 
land  contracts,  they  would  be  called 
upon  to  deal  with  other  descriptions 
of  contracts.  But  Parliament  had  as- 
serted, over  and  over  again,  its  right 
to  deal  with  contracts  regarding  the 
tenure  of  land  upon  the  broad  principles 
of  public  policy ;  and  these  19  years' 
leases  had  special  claims  to  be  considered 
outside  the  scope  of  general  contracts. 
He  would  recommend  Parliament  to  deal 
with  those  leases  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlords  themselves.  No  doubt,  many 
landlords  had  not  given  concession  to 
their  tenants,  and  in  many  other  cases 


the  concessions  had  been  altogether 
inadequate;  and  in  some  cases  con- 
cessions had  been  given  merely  to  induce 
the  tenant  to  barter  away  his  right 
under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
Looking  broadly  at  the  circumstances, 
then,  would  it  not  be  well,  in  the 
landlord's  interest,  that  the  rent  should 
be  reduced  to  what  an  impartial  tri- 
bunal would  consider  a  fair  amount, 
so  that  the  tenant  should  be  encouraged 
to  go  on  improving  his  farm,  instead  of 
holding  his  hand,  and  coming  at  last  to 
absolute  ruin  ?  The  nature  of  this  con- 
tract was  exceptional.  He  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate,  whom  he  saw  oppo- 
site, could  mention  any  other  class  of 
contracts  extending  over  so  long  a  period 
as  1 9  years.  What  would  be  the  position 
of  a  manufacturer  if  he  were  forced  to 
contract  for  19  years  for  his  raw  material, 
and  if,  during  the  contract,  the  value  of 
his  produce  were  reduced  by  a  third? 
That  was  a  practical  point  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
When  the  ruin  of  a  whole  class  was  at 
issue,  as  in  this  question,  he  thought  it 
afforded  a  strong  argument  why  Parlia- 
ment should  inquire  and  deal  impartially 
and  equitably  between  the  parties.  It 
had  been  admitted  that  the  Law  of 
Hypothec  had  had  the  effect  of  raising 
rents  above  their  natural  market  value, 
and  that  law  had  been  abolished  on 
account  of  its  injustice ;  but  the  whole 
of  the  leases  of  Scotland,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  entered  into  during 
the  last  five  years,  were  entered  into 
subject  to  the  Law  of  Hypothec.  From 
that  it  followed  that  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  leases  were  still  under 
hypothec.  Then,  if  that  law  had  been 
condemned  as  an  unjust  law,  he  thought 
Parliament  might  fairly  be  called  upon 
to  interfere  now,  and  do  away,  as  far  as 
possible,  with  its  evil  effects.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire  had 
had  the  courage  to  tell  them  that  farmers 
were  in  a  position  to  deal  with  landlords 
on  equal  terms ;  but  Parliament,  in  the 
Ground  Game  Act  and  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act,  practically  declared  that 
the  tenants  were  not  in  a  position  to 
make  fair  terms  with  the  landlords. 
The  19  years'  lease  had  been  found 
long  enough  to  encourage  the  hopeful 
farmer  to  invest  largely  in  improvements ; 
but  it  had  not  been  long  enough  to  en- 
able him  to  get  the  money  back  again. 
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ParliameLt  must  interfere  with  contracts 
when  necessity  arose.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
questioned  the  necessity.  'Well,  what 
was  the  present  position  of  the  tenant 
who  took  a  lease  eight  or  10  years  ago  ? 
Could  he  possibly  by  any  industry  make 
the  rent  out  of  the  land  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  dispute  the  fact 
that  there  had  been  a  fall  in  the  value 
of  agricultural  produce  in  these  years 
which  was  equal  to  a  rent  of  30«.  or  £2 
an  acre.  Inf  act,  the  losses,  on  an  averagre, 
were  nearly  equal  to  the  whole  rent.  He 
contended,  therefore,  that  the  necessity 
had  arisen  for  dealing  with  this  question. 
This  state  of  matters  could  not  go  on 
indefinitely.  The  tenants  of  Scotland 
had  brought  their  case  before  Parlia- 
ment at  various  times.  He  (Mr.  Bar- 
clay) last  year  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address  inviting  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  the  whole  question  of 
agriculture,  and  afterwards  the  farmers 
placed  their  case  before  the  late  Prime 
Minister.  He  could  have  wished  his 
hon.  Friend  had  made  his  Amendment 
equally  wide.  What  would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land like  the  farmers  of  Scotland  fur- 
ther to  do,  in  order  to  persuade  him 
of  their  necessity?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  ag^ee  to  legislate  for 
the  crofters  of  Scotland  when  they 
showed  him  the  necessity,  and  when  the 
framework  of  society  in  the  West  High- 
lands was  breaking  in  pieces ;  then  the 
Government  of  the  day  admitted  the  ne- 
cessity. Were  the  farmers  throughout 
Scotland  to  be  forced  to  adopt  similar 
or  equally  cogent  means  ?  He  believed 
the  farmers  wero  honestly,  earnestly, 
and  anxiously  trying  to  ful61  their 
obligations;  but  it  was  very  trying 
and  harassing  for  the  farmers  to  be 
placed  in  the  position  of  seeing  year 
by  year  their  capital  melting  away, 
while  the  landlord  made  no  allowance 
for  the  change  of  circumstances.  The 
condition  of  farmers  under  a  1 9  years' 
lease  was  most  pitiable  and  most  deplor- 
able, for  comparatively  few  landlords 
sympathized  with  their  tenants  to  the 
full  or  even  necessary  extent.  They  la- 
boured hard  and  lived  soberly ;  but  the 
money,  instead  of  going  to  remunerate 
them,  was  paid  into  the  landlords' 
pocket ;  and,  if  Parliament  did  not  in- 
terfere, this  would  be  continued  until 
their  means  were  totally  exhausted.  He 

J/r.  J.  W.  Barclay 


thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  unfor- 
tunate if  the  farmers  were  pushed  to  eb  j 
greater  extremity.  It  was  a  most  unfor- 
tunate example  which  Parliament  had  set. 
When  the  crofters  or  the  Irish  farmers 
were  driven  to  resist  the  law,  Parlia- 
ment took  up  their  grievances  and  dealt 
with  their  case  as  justice  demanded.  The 
claim  of  the  Scottish  farmers  was 
founded  equally  on  justice  with  that  of 
the  Irish  farmers  or  the  Scottish  crof- 
ters; and  they  were  practically  told 
that  Parliament  would  not  do  anything^ 
for  them  as  long  as  they  were  quiet. 
That  was  the  lesson  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
taught  them  that  night.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  would  be  impossible 
and  immoral  to  interfere;  but  he  did 
not  say  anything  of  immorality  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  who  held  to  his 
bond.  Neither  did  Shylock.  The  fact 
was  that  the  system  of  land  tenure  in 
Scotland  had  broken  down.  That  was 
becoming  more  apparent  every  day.  Its 
breaking  down  was  of  the  nature  of 
creeping  paralysis.  The  extremities — 
Ireland  and  the  Highlands — were  at- 
tacked first ;  but  the  longer  they  delayed 
dealing  with  it  the  worse  it  would  be 
for  the  landlords,  the  tenants,  and  for 
the  nation  at  largo.  The  system  had 
broken  down,  because  the  British  far- 
mer, with  all  his  burdens  and  restric- 
tions, could  not  compete  with  the 
foreigner.  The  farmer  must  make  the 
most  he  could  out  of  the  land,  antl«  in 
order  to  do  so,  he  must  have  complete 
freedom  in  his  cultivation  and  absolute 
security  for  his  capital.  It  was  the  duty 
of  Parliament,  without  further  delay,  to 
consider  this  question ;  to  consider  how 
they  could  best  allow  and  induce  the 
farmer  to  make  the  most  of  the  land. 
That  was  the  most  important  subject 
with  which  the  House  could  deal.  It 
was  hopeless  to  look  for  any  improve- 
ment in  the  business  of  farming  so  long 
as  the  present  system  prevailed.  He 
repeated  that  the  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  would,  therefore,  be 
very  disappointing  to  the  Scottish 
farmers ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  long  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  cause  to  modify  his  opinion. 
The  Crofters'  Act  could  not  be  con- 
fined to  the  Western  district  of  Scot- 
land; and,  notwitstanding  what  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshirs 
(Mr.  Bolton)  had  said,  farmers  gene* 
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rally  were  anxious,  and,  he  believed, 
determined,  to  have  the  principle  of  the 
Orofters'  Act  extended  to  the  whole  of 
Scotland. 

Mb.  0.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) :  I 
intend  to  vote  against  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Esslomont),  because  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  question  of  the  position  of 
agriculturists  would  be  much  better  con- 
sidered as  a  whole.  Before  long  this 
House  must  devote  its  attention  to  the 
consideration  of  this  important  question. 
If  the  Scotch  farmers  are  really  support- 
ing this  Amendment,  J  am  very  sorry 
that  it  should  be  so,  because  I  am  sure 
that  if  it  were  carried  they  would  not 
obtain  the  object  which  they  desire.  I 
think  the  House  will  say — **Why 
should  we  interfere  in  .this  matter,  and 
why  should  it  be  supposed  that  your 
only  remedy  for  the  unfortunate  position 
you  now  occupy  is  by  breaking  through 
some  contract  or  other  you  have  made 
with  your  landlord?"  The  English 
tenant  farmers  are  sufiPering  quite  as 
severely  as  those  in  Scotland,  and  they 
ought  to  be  accorded  precisely  the  same 
privileges.  I  hope,  however,  when  the 
question  affecting  the  agricultural  in- 
terest is  discussed  in  this  House  every 
hon.  Member,  whether  Englisli,  Scotch, 
or  Irish,  who  may  take  part  in  it,  will 
show  that  respect  for  contract  which,  up 
to  the  present,  I  am  proud  to  say,  Eng- 
lish farmers  have  maintained. 

Mr.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fife- 
shire,  W.) :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay) 
is  a  great  authority  on  agricultural 
matters,  and  especially  upon  Scotch 
agriculture;  and,  therefore,  any  state- 
ments by  my  hon.  Friend  must  be  re- 
ceived with  respect.  At  the  same  time, 
I  think  it  is  highly  important  to  examine 
the  argument  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
laid  before  the  House.  I  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  it  is 
sufficient  to  prove  the  case  for  inter- 
ference with  existing  leases,  if  it  be  ad- 
mitted that  a  great  fall  in  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce  has  taken  place, 
such  fall  having  rendered  it  impossible 
for  many  tenants  to  carry  out  the  bar- 
gain which  they  entered  into  some  15 
years  ago.  I  understood  my  hon.  Friend 
to  say  ^at  if  that  is  admitted  the  whole 
of  his  case  is  proved. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY ;  What  I  said 
was,  that  if  there  had  been  a  fall  in  the 


prices  of  agricultural  produce  equal  to 
the  whole  amount  of  rent,  in  my  opinion 
the  necessity  for  interference  was  proved. 
Mr.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE:  My 
argument  will  not  depend  upon  the  pre- 
cise amount  of  the  fall  of  prices  ;  but  I 
contend  that  the  fact  that  a  fall  has  taken 
place,  whether  equal  to  one-half  or  to  the 
whole  of  the  rent  or  not,  is  not,  of  itself, 
sufficient  to  prove  the  expediency  of  this 
demand  for  an  interference  with  existing 
contracts.  But  it  would  be  necessary  to 
show  something  more  than  that.  It  ' 
would  be  necessary  to  show,  besides, 
that  the  parties  to  the  contracts  are  not 
themselves  taking  proper  steps  to  meet 
the  change  of  conditions  which  has  hap- 
pened. Now,  as  to  how  far  such  steps 
are  being  taken,  as  to  how  far  the  land- 
lords are  making  sufficient  reductions 
in  view  of  the  depreciated  agricul- 
tural conditions,  it  is  impossible  to 
arrive  at  an  exact  opinion.  Opinions 
will  vary  on  the. subject ;  but  my  own 
belief  is  that  gradually  the  necessary 
reductions  are  being  made ;  that  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  bargains  entered 
into  15  years  ago  have  already  been 
modiGed ;  that  every  day  more  and  more 
of  them  are  being  modified;  and  that 
the  difficulty  will  be  met  in  that  way. 
But  I  think  that,  even  supposing  that 
were  not  the  case — and  I  admit  that  there 
will  be  only  too  many  exceptions — that 
there  will  be  only  too  many  industrious 
and  deserving  farmers  driven  to  the 
wall  and  obliged  to  meet  ruin — there  is 
another  thing  we  have  to  examine  before 
we  adopt  the  proposition  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment.  We  have  to  look 
at  the  consequences  of  the  measure 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposes.  We 
have  to  examine  those  consequences,  and 
see  whether  they  themselves  will  not  be 
as  bad,  or  perhaps  worse,  than  the  exist- 
ing condition  of  things.  The  present 
proposal  is  simply  a  proposal  to  break 
existing  leases  m  Scotland ;  and  I  know 
very  well  what  will  be  the  consequences 
of  the  passing  of  a  measure  of  that 
kind.  The  simple  and  inevitable  result 
would  be  to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of 
agricultural  leases  for  a  term  of  years. 

tMr.  Esslemont:  Hear,  hear!]  My 
on.  Friend  says  **  Hear,  hear  P*  He 
admits  this  result ;  and,  in  considering 
the  proposal,  one  has  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  is  desirable  to  put  an  end  to  the 
system  of  leases.  Now,  I  confess,  for 
my  own  part,  that  I  am  not  at  all  satis- 
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fied  tbat  it  would  be  a  good  IhiDg  for 
the  interests  of  Scotland,  as  a  whole, 
to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  agricul- 
tural leases.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  to-night  against  that  system;  but 
the  one  fact  which  cannot  be  denied  is 
that,  under  that  system  of  19  years' 
leases,  agriculture  in  Scotland  has 
reached  a  point  of  excellence  which  can, 
I  believe,  hardly  be  equalled  by  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  And  I  can  hardly 
think  that  a  system  which  has  produced 
*  such  results  as  that  can  be  altogether  a 
bad  one.  Well,  my  hon.  Friend  .has 
proposed  to  destroy  the  system  of  leases. 
JBEe  proposes  to  pass  a  law  which  would 
prevent  anyone  in  future  fropi  entering 
into  such  a  lease.  Then  I  would  like  to 
know  from  the  hon.  Member  what  he  is 
going  to  substitute,  because  I  can  well 
understand  the  view  of  those  who  think 
that  it  would  be  a  better  thing  for  the 
country,  and  a  better  thing  for  agri- 
culture, if  they  can  bring  about  a 
state  of  things  under  which  the  owner 
of  the  land  cultivated  the  land  himself, 
xmder  which  the  farmer  is  the  owner  of 
bis  farm.  I  sympathize  very  much  with 
their  view  myself;  but  I  ask  myself 
whether  that  is  the  result  which  is  going 
to  follow  from  the  destruction  of  leases  ? 
I  confess  that  I  fail  to  see  how  such  a 
result  is  to  follow.  In  the  first  place,  so 
far  as  my  limited  experience  goes,  the 
tenant  farmer  of  Scotland  is  not  at  all 
desirous  of  purchasing  his  farm.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  denies  that.  According  to 
my  experience,  not  many  tenant  farmers 
of  Scotland  have  that  in  view. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  Lord  Qlas- 
gow's  estate  has  been  partly  sold  to  the 
tenants. 

Mr.  E.  PRESTON  BRUCE:  I  am 
glad  to  hear  it ;  but  that  does  not  prove 
a  general  desire  among  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Scotland  to  become  the 
owners  of  their  farms. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  They  seldom 
get  a  chance. 

Mr.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE :  What 
is  the  alternative?  It  is  that  they 
should  fall  back  upon  a  year-to-year 
system  of  tenancy,  protected  by  some 
measure  of  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. Some  may  think  that  that  is  a 
better  form  of  tenure  than  19  years' 
agricultural  leases ;  but  that  is  not  my 
opinion.  I  believe  myself  that  no  system 
which  depends  mainly  on  the  valuation 
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of  improvements  is  ever  likely  to  be  very 
satisfactory;  because,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  it  is  impossible  to  value  the  im- 
provements in  such  a  way  as  to  meet 
the  justice  of  the  case  ;  or,  rather,  in 
such  a  way  as  that  both  parties  will  re- 
cognize the  justice  of  the  award.  There- 
fore, I  maintain  that  in  driving  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Scotland  out  of  this 
system  of  19  years  leases  into  the  sys- 
tem of  year-to-year  tenancies  you  are 
driving  them  from  not  a  perfect  system, 
but  a  pretty  good  system,  into  one  which 
is  much  worse.  That  is  why  I  cannot 
sympathize  with  the  step  which  my  hon. 
Friend  proposes  to  take.  I  deeply  sym- 
pathize with  the  farmers  who  are  under 
great  pressure;  and  I  trust  that  the 
landlords  will  more  and  more  realize  the 
necessity  of  meeting  them  and  of  saving 
them.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  charity  on 
their  part  to  do  this;  because,  if  the 
landlords  drive  to  the  wall— drive  to 
ruin — these  men,  who  are  the  only  men 
capable  of  cultivating  the  soil,  they  will 
be  ruining  themselves  at  the  same  time. 
I  do  not  believe  the  landlords  will  be 
prepared  to  commit  an  act  of  such  ex- 
treme folly.  I  apologize  for  detaining 
the  House ;  but  I  cannot,  under  the  cir* 
cumstances,  support  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Esslemont). 

Mr.  M<LAGAN  (linUthgow)  said, 
the  subject  was  well  worthy  of  being 
broup^ht  before  the  House ;  but  he  could 
not,  m  the  words  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire 
(Mr.  Esslemont),  censure  the  Qovem- 
ment  for  not  having  introduced  it  into 
Her  Majesty's  Most  Oracious  Speech, 
because,  if  the  Oovemment  were  to  in- 
troduce into  the  Queen's  Speech  every 
grievance  that  was  felt  by  every  class  in 
the  country,  the  Speech  would  be  inter- 
minable, and  the  discussion  on  the  Ad- 
dress would  last  throughout  the  whole 
Session.  For  that  reason,  he  (Mr. 
M'Lagan)  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment, although  svmpathizing  deeply 
with  the  subject  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  Then  he  did  not 
agree  in  his  sweeping  condemnation  of 
the  whole  system  of  leases,  though  he 
admitted  that  the  tenants  under  the 
leases  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
limited  the  scope  of  his  Amendment 
were  not  able  to  pay  the  rents  o«t 
of  the  produce  of  their  farms.  In  fad, 
agriculture  in  Scotland  owed  its  high 
excellence  and  superiority  to  thoee  19 
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and  21  years'  leases.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  before  those  leases  were 
introduced  into  Scotland  English  agri- 
culture was  so  far  superior  to  that  of 
Scotland  that  men  were  sent  from  Scot- 
land to  England  to  learn  farming.  After 
leases  were  introduced  in  Scotland,  how- 
ever, so  rapid  became  the  improvement 
in  Scotch  agriculture,  that  the  reverse 
applied,  and  young  men  were  now  sent 
from  England  to  Scotland  for  the  pur- 
pose of  studying  fanning.    If  they  in- 
terfered with  those  leases  they  would  be 
interfering  with  commercial  contracts. 
The    tenants  reaped   as  much  benefit 
from    these    leases    as    the  landlords. 
The  relations    between    landlord    and 
tenant  were  different  in  Ireland,  Eng- 
land, and  Scotland.    In  Ireland  rela- 
tions were  based  very  much  on  vague 
sentimental    agreements;    in    England 
they   were   regulated  very    much    by 
equity ;  and  in  Scotland  they  were  based 
on  commercial  contracts;  and   if  they 
interfered  with  the  system  of  leases, 
they  would  be  interfering  with  com- 
mercial contracts.    The  result  of  these 
different  forms  was  shown  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), when  he  introduced  his   Irish 
Land  Act  of  1870,  where  it  was  shown 
that  in  Ireland  land  had  doubled   in 
value  up  to   1870,  in  England  it  had 
trebled,   and  in  Scotland  it  had  sex- 
tupled.    The  tenants,  under  the  leases 
entered  into  in  1852,  profited  by  the 
large  rise  in  the  price  of  agricultural 
produce  which  had,  from  various  causes, 
taken  place  during  that  period  in  this 
country;   but    when,    in    1874,    prices 
began  to  fall  while  the  rents  remained 
the    same,   the    tenants    suffered.      It 
was  this  class    of  tenants   whom  the 
Amendment  would  affect ;  and  there  was 
no  doubt  that  there  was  going  on  amongst 
such  tenants  a  slow  but  certain  depletion 
of  their  capital,  with  the  result,  if  not 
checked,  that  they  would  have,  first,  an 
impoverished  tenantry,  and  then  an  im- 
poverished soil.    It  was,  therefore,  for 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  land- 
lords whether  they  should  not  come  for- 
ward and  g^ve  some  timely  aid  to  their 
tenants  to  prevent  that  fall  which  must 
take  place  on  the  expiration  of  the  19 
years  lease;  and  this  ought  to  be  the 
more  readily  done,  because  the  tenants 
of    Scotland    were    not    promoting   or 
favouring  demoralizing  schemes  for  re* 


ducing  their  rents.  On  the  contrary, 
they  were  struggling  with  all  their 
might  to  fulfil  their  legal  obligations. 
He  had  known  tenants  go  to  their  land- 
lords and  tell  thezn  to  take  everything 
on  their  farms,  as  they  had  no  more  to 
give,  and  offering  to  give  up  their  leases 
at  the  same  time.  All  the  talk  had 
hitherto  been  in  favour  of  the  tenants, 
and  they  had  not  heard  a  word  in  favour 
of  the  landlords ;  but  he  believed  that  in 
some  cases  the  landlords  were  worse  off 
than  the  tenants.  He  himself  knew  a 
case  in  which  the  tenants  went  to  their 
landlord  to  demand  a  reduction  of  their 
rents,  and  the  landlord's  answer  was 
that  if  he  gave  them  the  reduction 
sought  he  would  have  nothing  to  live 
on  himself.  The  fact  was  that  both 
landlords  and  tenants  were  the  innocent 
victims  of  bad  Land  Laws,  by  which 
the  dead  hand  had  been  able  to  place 
conditions  on  the  rights  of  proprietor- 
ship hurtful  to  the  living  owners  and 
disastrous  to  the  country ;  and  whatever 
else  might  take  place,  he  hoped  the  ques- 
tion of  an  alteration  of  the  Land  Laws 
would  be  carefully  considered  by  the 
present  Government.  The  Government 
nad  already  shown  that  they  were  will- 
ing and  able  to  consider  the  matter — 
witness  Lord  Cairns'  Act — and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  with  his  two  Legal  Advisers, 
would  come  forward  and  remove  those 
scandals  from  which  many  were  still 
suffering,  they  would  be  conferring  a 
great  boon  upon  that  dass,  and  doing  a 
great  deal  to  assist  agriculture.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Fife 
(Mr.  E.  Preston  Bruce)  as  to  the  value 
of  leases.  The  Scotch  farmers  were  far 
too  long-headed  to  give  up  a  system 
which  had  proved  so  beneficial  both  to 
agriculture  and  to  themselves.  At  the 
same  time,  he  appealed  to  Parliament 
that  these  were  subjects  for  inquiry; 
and  it  would,  at  least,  show  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  farmers  if  the  Govern- 
ment agreed  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry. 

Db.  OLABK  (Caithness)  said,  he  was 
astonished  at  the  observations  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Had- 
dington (Mr.  Haldane),  when  he  remem- 
bered well  last  year  that,  upon  a  similar 
discussion  taking  place,  he  voted  for  a 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  and  for  another 
Motion — that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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the  Bordesley  Diyieion  of  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collmgs) — on  which  the  Tory 
Government  was  defeated.  He  (Dr. 
Clark)  trusted  before  the  Division  they 
would  hear  something  from  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  answer  to  some  of  the  arjzru- 
ments  which  had  been  adduced.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  exactly  the 
kind  of  speech  one  would  expect  from 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
thorough  believer  in  the  old  doctrine  of 
political  economy.  He  strongly  believed 
in  the  rights  of  property,  but  took  very 
little  notice  of  the  rights  of  humanity. 
The  usual  political  and  economical  argu- 
ments had  been  used.  He  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  accurate 
regarding  his  first  argument — namely, 
that  they  had  never  had  any  interference 
by  the  House  of  Commons  regarding 
contracts  made  between  parties.  There 
were  the  cases  of  adults,  and  of  the 
Truck  Acts,  by  which  they  prevented 
the  master  and  workman  from  paying 
or  receiving  in  kind.  It  was,  however, 
a  matter  of  small  importaiice  to  him 
whether  the  House  had  interfered  in  the 
past  or  not,  for  he  thought  that  in  the 
future  they  would  have  to  interfere,  and 
the  sooner  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  more  of  the  rights  of  humanity 
and  lees  of  the  rights  of  property  the 
better  it  would  be  for  the  Conservative 
Party  in  Scotland.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont)  was 
that  the  Law  of  Hypothec  affected 
the  tenant;  but  in  his  long  and 
elaborate  reply  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man never  said  a  single  word  regarding 
that.  He  entirely  ignored  the  argu- 
ments both  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment.  The  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec was  an  unjust  and  immoral  law, 
because  it  gave  one  creditor  a  preferen- 
tial claim  over  all  the  others — namely, 
to  the  creditor  who  had  only  let  bis  land 
to  the  tenant  over  the  creditor  who 
actually  gave  his  goods;  and  it  per- 
mitted legal  robbery,  because  it  per- 
mitted the  landlord  to  take  possession  of 
the  property  of  other  people.  One  of 
the  cases  in  which  Parliament  had  inter- 
fered was  the  following: — Up  to  the 
vear  1871,  the  rate  for  education  was  a 
burden  upon  the  landlord  only;  but 
when  the  Education  Bill  was  brought 
in,  one-half  of  the  burden  was  trans- 
ferred from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant, 
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and  it  was  in  many  cases,  especially  in 
the  Western  Highlands,  that  that  bur- 
den amounted  to  from  10  to  12^  per  cent 
on  the  tenant's  rental.  There  was  no 
talk  about  contracts  then.  He  now  asked 
that  Parliame&tshould  do  for  the  tenants 
what  it  did  for  the  landlord  then.  He 
asked  the  House  to  save  men  from 
being  ruined.  The  Scotch  landlords 
generally,  he  admitted,  were  acting  very 
generously;  but  there  was  a  minority 
who  either  could  not  or  would  not  do  so. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Bill  ought  to  go  further. 
The  Irish  Land  Act  and  the  C&>fters'  Act 
had,  he  thought,  acted  very  unfairly,  and 
would  ruin  some  landlords.  The  House 
ought  to  consider  the  rights  of  all  the 
parties  interested  when  when  it  did  inter- 
fere. In  Scotland  the  Crofters'  Commis- 
sion had  reduced  rents  from  40  to  70  per 
cent ;  and  when  they  went  to  the  county 
he  represented  he  believed  they  would 
ruin  some  landlords.  One  of  the  great 
rack-renters,  a  banker,  would  be  ruined ; 
while  the  man  who  sold  him  the  estate 
would  be  scot  free.  Mr.  Hnssey,  the 
well-known  Irish  land  agent,  gave  evi- 
dence that  he  had  bought  an  estate,  and 
borrowed  two-thirds  of  the  money  on 
mortgage.  The  Land  Court  reduced  the 
rent  by  one-third,  and  the  whole  of  his 
capital  disappeared.  That  was  very 
unfortunate,  and  he  thought  the  Courts 
which  reduced  rents  should  likewise 
have  the  option  of  reducing  the  burdens 
on  landlords,  such  as  were  imposed 
upon  them  by  wills  and  in  deeds.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  capitalist  should 
eet  his  pound  of  flesh  and  the 
landlord  pay  all  the  burdens.  The 
Court  ought  to  have  power  to  lower 
mortgage  charges  as  well  as  rent. 
There  was  one  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  very 
glad  to  hear;  he  told  them  that  the 
bulk  of  the  landlords  of  Scotland,  espe- 
cially those  in  the  Lowlands,  were  in 
the  unfortunate  position  that  they  were 
not  able  to  get  a  fair  return,  in  the 
shape  of  interest,  for  the  money  they 
had  invested  in  improvements.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  carried  out 
the  argument  to  its  legitimate  conda- 
sion,  he  would  have  seen  that  his  argn- 
ment  amounted  to  an  admission  that 
economic  rent,  in  the  scientific  sense  of 
the  term,  had,  in  those  cases,  entirely 
disappeared.  To  that  extent,  it  would 
appear  that  the  Government  agreed  with 
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Sir  James  Caird ;  so  that,  in  the  Western 
Highlands,  the  Crofter  Commissioners 
ought  to  have  reduced  rents  by  100  per 
cent,  instead  of  from  40  to  70  per  cent. 
From  his  knowledge  of  the  Lowlands  of 
Scotland  he  would  deny  the  assertion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Renfrewshire  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell) 
that  the  improvements  there  were  made 
by  the  lanalords;  for,  in  some  of  the 
leases  he  had  seen,  the  tenants  were 
compelled  to  spend  some  hundreds  of 
pounds  on  improvements.  He  would 
make  bold  to  eay  that  in  the  Western 
and  Northern  Highlands,  doubtless,  all 
the  improvements  were,  and  had  been, 
made  by  the  tenants ;  but  in  Lowland 
Scotland,  as  much  as  in  Ireland,  a  large 
section  of  the  improvements  had  been 
made  by  the  tenants,  and  that,  capital 
for  capital  invested  in  the  soil,  there  had 
been  more  proportionately  invested  by 
Scotch  than  oy  Irish  tenants.  The  fact 
was  generally  admitted  that  the  Scotch 
farmer  could  not  pay  the  rent  out  of  the 
produce  of  the  soil.  Therefore,  if  he 
paid  it  he  must  pay  it  out  of  his  capital, 
which  was  limited.  The  position  now, 
therefore,  was  such  that  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  ought  to  be  protected  by  a 
general  extension  of  the  Crofters  Act, 
or  by  a  measure  like  the  Irish  Land 
Act.  Their  leases  must  be  broken,  the 
onlv  question  being  whether  they  should 
be  broken  by  recourse  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Court,  or  by  the  intervention  of  a  Land 
Court.  He  warned  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site that  if  the  farmers  should  be  forced 
to  go  through  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
many  of  them  would  change  their  poli- 
tical faith.  Unfortunately  for  Scotland, 
the  Lowland  farmers  had  generally  been 
Conservative.  But  they  would  then  pro- 
bably come  to  the  conclusion,  as  ihey 
had  done  in  the  North,  that  large  land- 
lords were  not  the  best  men  to  represent 
them.  No  doubt  there  had  been  a  fall  in 
dairv  produce,  as  in  corn  and  cattle  also ; 
but  he  could  not  see  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stirlingshire  (Mr.  Bolton)  saw 
any  difference  between  the  position  of 
the  Scottish  and  the  Irish  leaseholder ; 
and  if  the  Gbvemment  were  compelled 
to  support  a  measure  to  enable  Irish 
leaseholders  to  break  their  leases  and 
get  new  rents,  he  could  not  see  on  what 
principle  they  refused  the  same  boon  to 
Scottish  leaseholders.  He  was  no  So- 
cialist ;  indeed,  he  approved  of  the  in- 
atitution   of  private  property,  and  he 


was  sorry  that  right  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  were  adding  force  to  the  Socialist 
agitation  by  their  present  attitude.  For  if 
they  refused  to  grant  moderate  reforms, 
instead  of  evolution,  they  would  bring 
about  revolution.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  West  Benfrewshire 
told  them  that  some  men  had  bought 
their  land.  Well,  some  men  had  bought 
slaves,  but  that  did  not  give  them  a 
better  right  to  hold  men.  The  truth 
was  that  manlordism  and  landlordism 
were  alike  in  that  respect— and  both 
must  go.  If  the  landlords  met  them 
fairly  now,  they  would  get  compensa- 
tion, and  be  fairly  and  generously 
treated ;  but  if  they  refused  redress, 
and  turned  the  capitalist  farmer  against 
them,  and  demanded  their  full  pound  of 
flesh,  then  probably,  like  Shylock,  they 
would  want  their  whole  pound  and  meet 
Shylock's  fate. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Dr.  Clark)  had  given  them  an  example 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  had  said — that  if 
they  got  on  an  inclined  plane  it  would 
be  difficult  to  say  how  far  they  might 
slide.  The  House  seemed  to  have  g^t 
on  somewhat  of  an  inclined  plane  in  its 
dealings  with  Irish  land.  They  had 
passed  Irish  Land  Acts  for  Irish  reasons, 
because  they  were  demanded  by  the  Re- 
presentatives from  Ireland,  to  give  legal 
sanction  to  customary  and  equitable 
rights  of  tenants  in  Ireland.  But  now 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  said  that, 
with  his  experience  of  both  the  North 
and  South  of  Scotland,  he  saw  no  dif- 
ference between  Scotland  ^and  Ireland ; 
and,  further,  that  Land  Courts  ought 
to  regulate  not  rents  only,  but  also 
mortgage  interest  and  other  charges 
upon  land.  The  hon.  Member  had, 
with  a  fairness  which,  no  doubt,  the 
House  would  appreciate,  admitted  that 
landlords  were  great  sufferers,  as  well 
as  tenants,  by  the  fall  in  prices.  Indeed, 
landlords,  though  often  they  could  afford 
it  better,  were,  perhaps,  the  greater  losers. 
For  if  the  annual  value  of  land  dropped 
largely,  anyone  who  rented  the  land 
for  a  few  years  only  was,  no  doubt,  a 
great  loser  for  those  years;  but  he  could 
then  quit  it  and  go.  The  man  whose 
whole  property  was  invested  in  the  land 
could  not  quit  and  go ;  and  he  lost  his 
capital  value.  But  the  question  now 
before  the  House  was  whether  or  not 

[Thirteenth  Nighty 


1467 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


1468 


they  were  to  censure  the  Government 
for  not  haying  introduced  into  the 
Queen's  Speech  a  pjromise  of  inquiry 
into  this  question  of  leaseholds  in  Scot- 
land ?  They  had  heen  told  that  no  in- 
quiry was  wanted,  because  the  facts 
were  well  known.  But  to  whom  were 
they  well  known  ?  Were  they  well 
known  to  that  jHouse,  and  to  the  new 
constituencies  who  had  so  great  a  power 
now  in  sending  Members  to  that  House, 
and  in  instructing  them  what  they  should 
do  when  there?  He  would  say,  from 
both  those  points  of  view,  that  there  was 
some  need  of  inquiry.  Urban  con- 
stituents knew  little  of  agricultural 
leases ;  and  he  thought  the  debate  that 
evening  showed  that,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, even'hon.  Members  wanted  a  little 
more  knowledge  of  the  facts.  Two  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Amendment  gave 
contradictory  views  of  the  way  rent 
was  determined.  The  hon.  Member 
who  seconded  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Anderson)  had  told  them  that  all  rents 
were  fixed  by  the  landlord;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown) 
told  them  that,  in  his  experience,  the 
tenant  was  fixing  the  rent.  He  said 
that  in  the  South  of  Scotland  landlords 
were  accepting  gladly  what  the  tenants 
offered.  They  did  not  need  a  regular 
Plan  of  Campaign,  for  one  Scotch  ten- 
ant in  himself  was  as  formidable  as  a 
whole  host  of  Irish  campaigners.  The 
tenant  said — **Take  this,  or  want,"  and 
the  landlord  took  it,  with  never  a  word. 
Ho  (Mr.  Parker)  did  not  like  this  loose 
language  about  there  being  no  free  con- 
tract now,  because  the  tenant  was  dic- 
tating everything  to'  the  landlord,  and 
that  a  while  ago  there  was  no  free 
contract,  because  the  landlord  dictated 
the  terms.  It  seemed  to  him  that  most 
contracts  were  made  under  considerable 
pressure  of  various  considerations,  and 
•ach  party  considering  whether,  on  the 
whole,  under  the  circumstances  he  would 
take  it.  There  was  one  point  as  to  which 
he  himself,  though  he  had  listened  to 
the  whole  debate,  still  stood  in  need 
of  information ;  and  that  was  the  num- 
ber of  tenants  in  Scotland,  not  who  had 
been  affected  by  the  general  fall  in 
prices,  but  who,  wishing  to  bo  emanci- 
pated from  the  19  years'  lease,  had 
found  that  their  landlords  would  not 
release  them.  That  was  an  important 
point.     Were  they  asked  to  legislate 

^r.  C.  8,  Parker 


for  a  few  persons  only,  or  for  a  whole 
class  who  were  being  ruined  ?  Un- 
happily many  tenants  were  being  ruined, 
but  many  landlords  also.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers talked  of  monopoly.  The  chief 
monopoly  he  had  observed  lately  was 
the  monopoly  of  the  advertisement 
columns  of  newspapers  by  landlords 
offering  the.ir  estates  for  sale.  But  what 
he  wished  to  know  was  this.  How 
many  cases  were  there  where  a  tenant 
came  to  his  landlord,  and  said — ''I  have 
been  losing ;  I  have  been  paying  rent 
out  of  capital,  and  I  want  to  get  out  of 
my  lease,  and  where  the  landlord  re- 
fused to  let  him  go  ?  How  many  cases 
were  there  ? 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
Thousands. 

Mb.  J.  0.  BOLTON  (Stirling) :  Very 
few. 

Mr.  0.  S.  PAEEEB  said,  he  could 
not  at  present  cross-examine  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire,  who 
said  there  were  "  thousands ; "  but  there 
was  a  good  formula  which  the  head- 
master of  one  of  our  public  schools  was 
in  the  habit  of  using  in  cases  of  this 
kind.  When  anyone  made  a  sweep- 
ing general  statement  he  would  say — 
"  Name  six."  [**  Name ! "]  His  (Mr, 
Parker's)  belief  was  that  what  usually 
occurred  was  this.  The  tenant  farmer 
went  to  his  landlord  and  said  he  wished 
to  give  up  his  lease ;  and  the  landlord 
usually  replied  that  he  might  do  so,  not» 
perhaps,  on  the  same  terms  as  if  he  had 
run  out  the  lease.  However,  he  would  be 
glad  to  have  some  information  as  to  the 
thousands  of  cases  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Aberdeenshire  spoke  of. 
As  to  inquiry,  he  had  no  objection  to  it; 
on  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  might 
have  two  good  results.  It  might  open 
the  eyes  of  many  who  talked  loosely  on 
the  Land  Question  to  the  true  facts  of 
the  case  on  the  one  hand ;  and  he  was 
convinced,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
would  make  more  clear  to  many  land* 
lords  the  moral  claims  of  their  tenants 
upon  them  for  liberal  remissions  of 
rent. 

Dr.  B.  McDonald  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  said,  there  were  thoosands 
of  cases  in  the  Western  Highlands  where 
just  reductions  of  rent  had  been  refused. 
He  would  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  C.  S.  Parker)  the  name  of 
one  tenant  rented  at  £S00  a-year,  and 
who  for  the  last  seven  years  could  only 
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pay  his  rent  from  the  proceeds  of  a 
business  that  he  carried  on  in  con- 
nection with  the  farm.  The  landlord, 
although  assured  that  the  rent  could 
not  be  paid  out  of  the  farm,  refused  to 
release  the  man.  He  might  also  men- ' 
tion  the  cose  of  the  tenants  of  the  Scot- 1 
tish  Provident  Institution,  who  had  been 
refused  reductions  by  the  trustees,  and  ^ 
whose  rent  the  Land  Court  reduced  50  ' 
per  cent.  Those  cases  were  of  common 
occurrence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  t 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had  insisted  on  the  sacredness ' 
of  contract,  and  he  (Dr.  McDonald) 
agreed  with  him ;  but  there  were  cases ' 
where  contracts  had,  when  necessary, 
been  broken,  as,  for  instance,  by  the 
Crofters'  Act  of  last  year.  He  wished 
also  to  point  out  that  there  was  a  little 
Bill  pending  for  the  benefit  of  lease- 
holders in  Ireland.  It  was  proposed  to« 
enable,  them  to  take  advantage  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act.  He  (Dr.  McDonaldl 
should  like  to  know,  in  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment's intention  to  extend  the  law 
to  old  leases  not  now  imder  it,  whether 
contract  was  more  sacred  in  Ireland 
than  it  was  in  Scotland  ?  The  Govern- 
ment had  seen  that  their  contemplated 
action  in  the  matter  of  Irish  leases  was 
a  deplorable  necessity.  It  was  under- 
stood that  the  Bill  was  to  have  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government ;  and,  on  speak- 
ing on'  the  matter  to  an  hoo.  Member, 
he  said — ''It  is  a  deplorable  necessity | 
in  Ireland."  He  (Dr.  McDonald)  sup- ! 
posed  that  the  Government  would  not 
see  that  it  was  a  deplorable  necessity  in 
Scotland  until  the  Scotch  Members  made 
them  see  it.  There  were  cases  in  which 
large  sheep  farmers  in  the  Highlands 
had  been  ruined.  The  landlords  sold 
the  sheep  and  turned  the  farms  into 
deer  forests.  The  same  thing  might  be 
done  in  the  South.  An  hon.  Member 
had  said  that  the  landlord  was  very 
poor,  and  that  the  tenant  must  do  his 
share.  Did  he  mean  that  the  tenant 
was  to  be  sent  to  the  workhouse  in 
order  to  keep  the  landlord  out  of  that 
institution  ?  They  talked  of  ruining  the 
landlords.  He  knew  of  thousands  of 
large  farmers  who  had  been  mined  by 
the  landlords;  and  if  a  landlord  was 
ruined  here  and  there,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  was  more  deserving  of  pity  than 
the  poor  tenant.  A  case  had  certainly 
been  made  out  for  inquiry,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  make  up  their 
minds  to  grant  it. 


Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  (Perth- 
shire, W.)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  *  were  other  leases,  besides 
those  for  19  years — say,  for  15  years 
and  10  years — requiring  consideration 
as  much  as  19  years'  leases,  which 
would  not  come  within  the  application 
of  the  moral  law  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much  that  night.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace) had  told  them  that  the  basis  of  all 
claims  for  property  or  proprietary  rights 
in  the  United  Kingdom  was  that  of  in- 
dustry; in  other  words,  that  a  tenant 
farmer  who  worked  the  land  was  the  re- 
presentative of  industry,  and,  therefore, 
had  the  only  claim  to  the  property, 
the  landlord  having  no  possessive  rights 
whatever.  He  (bir  Donald  Currie) 
dissented  from  that  doctrine  entirely, 
and  held  it  to  be  vicious  and  unjust. 
From  mudh  that  had  been  said,  one 
would  think  it  was  a  disgrace  to  be  a 
landlord.  Well,  ho  was  a  landlord,  and 
the  lands  he  held  had  not  been  left  to 
him;  he  had  purchased  them  by  the 
fruits  of  his  inaustry.  He  had  worked 
for  them  in  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
so  as  to  obtain  that  which  enabled  him, 
by  payment  under  legal  process,  to  pur- 
chase and  pwn,  and  this  was  said  not  to 
be  proprietary  right. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I 
spoke  of  the  ultimate  title. 

Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  replied  that 
he  preferred  the  present  and  absolute 
possession  and  right.  He  could  not  go 
into  the  dim  and  distant  future  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  preferred  to  deal  with 
the  positive  possession  of  property — its 
inherent  rights,  claims,  and  duties. 
He  was  a  landlord  in  a  Highland  con- 
stituency, and  he  had  offered  his  tenants, 
the  other  day,  the  alteration  of  all  their 
leases,  if  they  pleased,  or  to  cancel  them 
altogether.*  That  was  not  what  any  other 
hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  that 
night  about  the  iniquities  of  landlords 
had  done ;  but  when  he  had  made  that 
offer  not  a  single  tenant  would  accept  it. 
No;  they  preferred  to  remain  as  they 
were,  and  preferred  him  to  make  yearly 
leases,  because  they  believed  they  would 
be  fairly  treated.  And  now  it  was  his 
rule  to  make  15  year  leases,  with  five 
vear  breaks  at  the  option  of  tenant  and 
landlord;  but  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Aberdeen  wished  19  years'  leases  when 
the  price  of  beef  was  high,  and  it  was 
to  their  advantage  to  have  long  leases. 
If  there  was  a  sing^ar  thing  in  the  dis- 
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ciission  thej^  had  had  that  night,  it  was 
that  thej  had  not  hoard  the  opinion  of 
tho  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party,  who, 
for  some  years  past,  had  been  engaged 
in  legislating  on  the  subject.  He  would 
like  to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Front 
Bench  as  to  whether  the  Liberal  Leaders 
favoured  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deenshire (Mr.  Esslemont).  They  had 
not  a  single  word  to  say  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment.  It  was  quite  incon- 
sistent with  their  previous  policy  and 
legislation.  It  was  not  in  connection 
with  the  Queen*s  Speech  that  this  sub- 
ject should  be  dealt  with,  but  upon  a 
much  larger  basis.  He  contended  that 
the  farmers  required,  and  were  certainly 
entitled  to,  a  very  large  measure  of 
relief  in  the  matter  of  land  legislation. 
The  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  should 
be  improved.  He  would  also  like  to  see 
the  Hares  and  Babbits  Act  extended  to 
existing  leases,  and  the  remnants  of  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  which  were  still  in 
force  abolished.  But  let  them  not  be 
misled  by  arguments  based  upon  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  in  relation  to  the  ques- 
tion of  large  farms  with  19  years'  leases, 
for  hypothec  was  injurious  chiefly  in 
respect  to  small  holdings.  He  would 
further  say  that  if  the  Government  would 
bring  in  a  measure  dealing  with  agri- 
culture to  the  general  advantage  of  Scot- 
land no  one  would  rejoice  more  than 
himself.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Scotland  desired  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeenshire  should  be  carried. 
He  believed  they  were  straightforward 
men,  who  knew  perfectly  well  how  to 
steer  through  the  present  difficulties. 
They  were  suffering  greatly,  and  so 
were  the  landlords;  but  this  proposed 
alteration  was  not  an  adequate  cure. 
They  must  deal  with  the  agricultural 
question  as  a  whole ;  and  it  was  impos- 
sible to  deal  with  it  in  a  debate  on  the 
Address,  and  upoi;  a  simple  proposal  as 
to  19  years'  leases. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  96  ;  Noes 
198:  Majority  102. 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime-  Blake,  T. 

rick,  W.)  Blane,  A. 

Balfour,  8ir  G.  Bradlaugh,  G. 

Barclay,  J.  W.  Broadhurat,  H. 

Biggar,  J.  G.  Brown,  A.  L. 

Sir  Donald  Carrie 


Burt.  T. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  Q. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cox.  J.  R. 
Craig,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
DiUwyn,  L.  L. 
EUia,  J.  £. 

Eamonde,  Sir  T.  H.  G. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
GiU.  T.  P. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Healy,  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lewia,  T.  P. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*Cartan,  Bi. 
McDonald,  Dr.  R. 
McLaren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mcnzies,  R.  S. 


MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 
PickenffiU,  £.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Proyand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Rummers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
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YOL.  OOOX,  [thibd  ibbibs.] 


Main  Question  again  proponed. 

GREAT  BRITAIN-LOCAL  HOME  RULE. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldj,  &c.) :  I  believe,  it  is  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House  that  the  debate  on  the 
Address  sliould  not  be  prolonged ;  and 
therefore,  in  moving  tne  Amendment 
which  I  hare  placed  uppn  the  Paper,  I 
will  only  briefly  explain  its  object.  I 
should  certainly  not  have  placed  it  on  the 
Paper  if  I  had  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  likely  to  bring  in  any  mea* 
sure  which  would  grapple  with  the 
difficulty  I  propose  to  deal  with.  And 
I  may  remind  hon.  Members  that  if  I 
were  to  waive  the  present  opportunity  I 
should  find  it  almost  impossible  to 
secure  a  day  for  its  full  discussion.  My 
Amendment  is  couched  in  the  following 
terms: — 

"Bat  humbly  to  tabmit  to  Her  Majesty 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Realm  have  outgrown 
the  capacity  of  this  House;  and  humbly  to 
pray  of  Her  Majesty  to  invite  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  consider  and  submit  to  Parlum^ent 
Measures  whereby  great  part  of  the  special 
affairs  of  Scotland  and  of  other  parts  of  Great 
Britain  may  be  relegated  to  bodies  representing 
the  several  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  and  the  ex* 
cessive  burden  on  this  House  may  be  relieved." 

I  think,  regarding  the  first  sentence, 
there  will  be  a  general  concurrence  of 
opinion.  It  is  quite  manifest  that  it 
is  impossible  for  a  House  of  670  Mem- 
bers to  perform  properly  the  whole  of 
the  Business  it  now  undertakes,  in- 
cluding an  examination  into  all  the 
minute  details  of  four  Kingdoms,  and 
also  the  threshing  out  in  Committee  of 
every  one  of  the  measures  submitted  to 
it.  The  Business  of  the  country  which 
necessarily  comes  before  Parliament  is 
growing  largely  from  year  to  year.  We 
had|  I  think,  sufficient  evidence  of  that 
on  the  first  night  of  the  Session  in  the 
extraordinary  number  of  Bills  of  the 
introduction  of  whidi  into  this  House 
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Notice  was  given.    The  capacity  of  the 
House  is  totally  unequal  to  undertake 
the  whole  of  the  Business  brought  before 
it.     The  Business  of  the  Bealm  has  out- 
grown  the  capacity  of  Parliament  to 
grapple  with  it.     I  think  that  is  a  point 
which  will  be  very  generally  adnutted, 
and  also  that  the  time  has  arrived  when 
some  attempt  should  be  made  to  provide 
a  remedy.     When  we  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  remedy,  I  admit  that  there 
are  very  great  differences  of  opinion.    I 
began  by  sa3ring  that  if  I  saw  any  rea- 
son to  hope  that  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  question  satis- 
factorily, I  should  be  willingly  prepared 
to  leave  it  in  their  hands ;  but  I  see  no 
evidence  that  they  are  prepared  to  cope 
with  it.  In  the  course  of  a  private  meeting 
one  Scotch  Member  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  that  the  time  is  inopportune  for 
dealing  with  the  question,  because  the 
proposals  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  have  to  make  in  regard  to  it 
are  as  yet  unknown.    But  I  entirely  fail 
to  find  that  the  Government  have  any 
serious  remedy  to  propose  for  the  inca- 
pacity of  Parliament  to  deal  with  the 
affairs  submitted  to  it.     If  the  proposed 
New  Rules  would  increase  the  work- 
ing power  of  the  House,  I  should  not 
have   submitted  this  Amendment;  but 
although  those  Kules  may  improve  the 
Procedure  of  the  House,  they  are  not 
Bules  that  will  increase  the  working 
power  of  the  House.     On  the  contrary, 
I  believe  they  may  have,  so  far  as  Scotch 
Business  is  concerned,  a  prejudicial  in- 
fluence, and  that  we  shall  have  no  pros- 
pect whatever  of  pressing  Scotch  mea- 
sures forward,  seeing  that  at  the  present 
moment  it  is  a  matter  of  difficulty  to 
get  them  considered,  even  at  3  o'clock 
in  the  morning. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  Rules  of 
Procedure  on  this  Amendment. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  must 
apologize  for  having  infringed  the  Rules 
of  the  House ;  but  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  submit  that  the  Rules  of  Pro-;' 
cedure  are  not  likely  to  provide  a  re^ 
medy  for  the  special  grievance  of  which 
I  complain.  What  I  desire  is  to  see  re- 
moved from  the  House,  as  a  whole,  a 
large  amount  of  the  Business  it  is  now 
called  upon  to  perform,  and  to  proceed 
in  the  direction  of  handing  it  over  to 
Biodies  constituted  on  local  lines.  As  I 
gather  that  you,  Sir,  would  not  permit 
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me  to  go  further  into  this  matter,  I  will 
content  myself  with  submitting,  in  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  that  the  ex- 
cessive burden  on  this  House  should  bo 
relieved  by  relegating  measures  imme- 
diately concerning  the  special  affairs  of 
Scotland,  and  of  other  parts  of  Great 
Britain,  to  Bodien  representing  the  seve- 
ral parts  of  the  Kingdom.  .  I  have  made 
the  Motion  in  general  terms,  so  that  it 
does  not  require  any  hon.  Member  to 
pledge  himself  to  any  particular  plan. 
Some  prefer    Committees,   some    local 
Legislatures.  All  I  desire  to  affirm  is  the 
general  principle  that  measures  of  the 
kind  shouldbe  submitted  to  some  Bodie« 
other  than  this  House.  I  propose  that  the 
work  shall  be  done  by  delegation— not 
a  general  delegation,  but  a  delegation 
purely  on  local  lines.    It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  many  questions  might  be 
submitted  to  Grand  Committees.     Now, 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  work- 
ing of  a  Grand  Committee  in  a  former 
Parliament ;  and  I  am  satisfied,  as  the 
result  of  that  experience,  that  if  you 
submit    Scotch  Law  Bills  to  a  Grand 
Committee,  in  which  Scotch  Members 
are  necessarily  in  a  minority,  they  will 
be  overridden  by  the  English  Members, 
and  especially  by  English  lawyers,  who 
have  no  acquaintance  with  the  princi- 
ples of  Scotch    law,   but  who,  of   all 
persons,  in  regard  to  legal  questions  are 
most  superstitious.  Scotch  laws,  and  es- 
pecially Scotch  Criminal  Laws,  are  radi- 
cally different  from  English  laws ;  and 
I  claim  as  a  Scotchman,  on  the  part  of 
Scotland,  that  in  order  to  do  justice  to 
my  country  the  delegation  should  not 
be  a  general  delegation,  but  should  be 
carried  out  on  local  lines;  otherwise 
the  smaller  nationalities  of  the  United 
Kingdom  must  go  to  the  wall.    Scotch- 
men are,  I  should  say,  almost  unanimous 
in  not  wishing  to  have  for  Scotland  the 
kind  of   local   government  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.   E.  Gladstone) 
proposed  for  Ireland.    The  Gk>vemmeot 
of  Ireland  Bill  excluded  Ireland  from 
all  part  in  Imperial  affairs ;  and  although 
that  was  accepted  by  the  Irish  Bepre* 
sentatives  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  Scot- 
land has  no  wish  to  be  cut  off  from 
the  Imperial  affairs  of  the  country,  and 
to  be  converted  into  a  Colony.    There 
is  a  strong    feeling  in  Scotland  that 
local  government  of  that  kind  woold 
not  be  suitable  for  the  country.    I  have 
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no  desire  to  assimilate  Scotland  to  the 
system  of  Home  Bule  which  appears  to 
be  desired  in  Ireland.  Therefore,  I 
have  80  framed  the  Amendment  as  to  be 
entirely  neutral  in  regard  to  the  whole 
subject  of  Ireland,  and  have  confined  it 
in  general  terms  to  the  affairs  of  Scot- 
land and  other  parts  of  Great  Britain. 
I  should  have  included  Wales ;  but  while 
I  incline  to  believe  that  the  people  of 
the  Principality  wish  that  something 
should  be  done  for  them,  they  have  not 
given  me  authority  to  speak  on  their 
behalf.  I  should  have  also  liked  to  in- 
clude the  Metropolitan  area  as  one  of  the 
areas  in  respect  of  which  it  is  desirable 
that  there  should  be  some  local  Govern- 
ment possessing  some  power  of  legisla- 
tion. But  when  I  proposed  that  to  the 
Scotch  Members,  they  certainly  expressed 
a  strong  feeling  that  the  affairs  of  Scot- 
land should  not  be  put  on  the  same 
footing  as  those  of  the  Metropolitan 
area.  Although  I  am  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber, I  am  also  a  resident  of  London, 
and  I  certainly  entertain  a  strong  opi- 
nion that  there  should  be  some  delega- 
tion of  the  special  affairs  of  London,  as 
a  whole,  to  a  Body  representing  London. 
Many  think  that  the  Kingdom  of  Scotland 
is  greater  than  the  Metropolitan  area. 
On  the  principle,  however,  that  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Metropolitan  area  is  quite 
equal  to  that  of  Scotland,  that  the  wealth 
of  the  Metropolitan  area  is  probably 
much  greater  than  that  of  Scotland — 
although  the  intelligence  of  the  Metro- 
politan area  is  behind  that  of  Scotland — 
and  also  on  the  principle  that  Scotchmen 
are  largely  represented  in  London,  and 
assist  very  largely  in  levelling  up  its 
intelligence,  I  think  I  am  cot  far  wrong 
in  comparing  its  demand  for  local  govern- 
ment with  the  similar  demand  of  Scot- 
land. As  a  Scotchman,  I  have  a  selfish 
object  in  desiring  to  see  a  good  repre- 
aentative  Local  Body  for  London.  It  is 
the  capital  of  the  Empire,  and  I  do  not 
see  that  Scotch  Members  abandon  their 
country  when  they  come  to  reside  here ; 
they  only  come  up  to  the  capital  of  their 
country.  Therefore,  as  a  Scotchman 
resident  in  London,  I  am  anxious  to  see 
something  in  the  nature  of  local  govern- 
ment for  London.  Whatever  the  cha- 
racter of  that  local  government  may 
be,  I  should  like  to  see  it  ffo  further 
than  a  mere  Municipality.  I  should  like 
to  see  the  Local  Body  possessed  of  some 
powers  to  deal  with  gas,  and  water,  and 


similar  questions.  It  would  be  almost 
a  disgrace  for  the  Metropolitan  popu- 
lation to  be  ruled  by  a  body  that  pos- 
sesses nothing  more  than  the  ordinary 
powers  of  a  Municipal  Body.  Of  late 
years  the  tendency  of  Parliament  has 
been  towards  centralization,  to  be  jealous 
of  local  municipal  authority,  and  to  take 
away  from  the  town  and  city  mimi- 
cipalities  of  the  country  the  power  of 
local  legislation  by  bye-laws.  As  an 
instance,  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
refer  to  the  bulky  Bill  introduced  into 
Parliament  last  year — the  Burghs  Bill — 
for  Scotch  Municipal  Government,  by 
which  it  was  proposed,  practically,  to 
take  away  the  local  powers  which  the 
cities  and  towns  of  the  country  have 
hitherto  possessed  in  reference  to  local 
affairs.  I  want  to  reverse  the  centra- 
lizing tendency  of  recent  times,  and  to 
give  all  the  cities  of  the  Kingdom  very 
considerable  powers  of  local  regulation ; 
still  more  where  you  have  to  aeal  with 
some  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  people, 
such  as  you  have  in  the  Metropolitan 
area.  My  proposal  is,  in  no  degree, 
antagonistic  to  that  of  giving  power  to 
local  areas  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 
On  the  contrary,  where  I  wish  to  see 
this  system  of  Provincial  government, 
I  trust  that  it  will  be  carried  farther 
upon  the  same  system.  I  should  like 
to  see  this  delegation  of  local  govern- 
ment carried  out  on  somethinfi^  like 
the  American  principle — first,  delega- 
tion to  the  great  Provinces ;  then 
within  the  Provincial  areas  there 
should  be  a  delegation  to  municipalities 
in  the  Provinces,  by  which  we  would 
be  able  to  secure  a  complete  and  ascend- 
ing series  of  Bodies  from  the  smaller  to 
the  greater.  I  feel  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  hope  that  any  practical  result 
would  follow  my  Motion  at  the  present 
moment ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
it  is  desirable  that  the  subject  should  be 
ventilated,  and  the  ground  prepared  for 
those  practical  plans  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted hereafter.  A  great  representa- 
tive meeting  of  the  Liberal  Associations 
of  Scotland  met  the  other  day  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  unanimously  passed  a  reso- 
lution to  the  effect  that  they  considered 
the  time  had  come  when  a  measure 
of  Home  Hule  for  Scotland  should  be 
pressed  on  and  passed  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  This  demand,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  is  not  in  the  sense 
of  Home  Bule  for  Ireland ;  but  simply 
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a  demand  for  the  delegation  of  some  of 
the  powers  of  Parliament  to  a  Local  Body 
representing  Scotland^  so  as  to  deal  with 
the  affairs  of  Scotland  more  efficiently 
than  hitherto.  Under  present  conditions 
we  jg^et  no  legislation  for  Scotland  beyond 
one  or  two  Bills  in  the  coarse  of  a  Ses- 
sion. We  get,  generally,  no  legislation 
at  all,  or  scamped  legislation,  which  we 
are  obliged  to  take  as  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate is  pleased  to  give  it  to  us,  and  fre- 
quently without  the  healthy  discussion 
which  it  would  have  received  if  there 
had  been  some  kind  of  local  legislation. 
I  think  there  is  a  pretty  general  con- 
sensus of  opinion  in  Scotland  that  the 
work  of  the  country  has  outgrown  the 
capacity  of  this  House ;  that  something 
should  be  done  by  way  of  delegation ; 
and  that  the  delegation  should  take  a 
local  form.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  FRASERMAOKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire)  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  12th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
words — **  But  humbly  to  submit  to  Her  Majesty 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Realm  have  out-grown  the 
capacity  of  this  House ;  and  humbly  to  pray  of 
Her  Majesty  to  invite  Her  Majesty's  Mmisters 
to  oonsider  and  submit  to  Parhament  Measures 
.  whereby  great  part  of  the  special  affairs  of 
Scotland,  and  of  other  parts  of  Great  Britain 
may  be  relegated  to  bodies  representing  the 
several  pajrts  of  the  Kingdom,  and  the  excessive 
burden  on  this  House  may  be  relieved."— (^tV 
Oeorge  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow.  College 
Division) :  I  should  not  like  the  debate 
to  conclude  without  saying  a  word  upon 
the  Amendment  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell).  My 
hon.  Friend  was  careful  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  expression  of  a  very  moderate 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Scotch  people  in 
favour  of  a  more  direct  control  over 
their  own  local  legislation.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  think  he  was  a  good  deal  too 
guarded.  No  one  can  be  ignorant  that 
there  is  an  immense  and  rapidly  growing 
feeling  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  in  Scot- 
land, and  there  is  no  mvstery  as  to  how 
that  feeling  has  been  developed.  The 
fact  is,  that  the  Bcheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  been  exten- 
sively canvassed  and  thought  upon,  and 
the  people,  having  considered  its  details, 
have  come,  in  greater  and  greater  num- 
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bers,  to  think  that  those  details  are  ap- 
plicable to  the  cases  of  other  nation- 
alities in  the  United  Kingdom.     [Cnrt 
of  *»  No  !  ''from  the  Ministerial  fienthes,^ 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  in  public  meetings 
in  Scotland  every  allusion  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule  for  that  country  is  now 
rapturously  cheered ;    and  the  reason 
is  that  the  subje^^t  of  Home  Rule  haa 
been  brought  home  to  the  people  \\y 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    Member  for  Mid    Lothian. 
The  feeling  in  favour  of  Home  Rule 
in    Scotland    goes  very  much  further 
than  my  hon.  Friend  imagines ;  and  it 
is  felt  by  the  people  that  what  is  wanted 
is  a  system  very  much  on  the  lines  of 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  late  IVime 
Minister  for  Ireland.  'They  are  anxious 
to  see  a  separate   Administration   for 
Scotland.      ["  Oh,    oh  !  "]      That,    at 
any  rate,  is  my  opinion,  and  I  believe 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  will  have 
a  valuable  effect  in  educating  this  House 
to  a  knowledge  of  what  is  undoubtedly 
the  growing  feeling  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land.    I  am  speaking  of  that  which  I 
know ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  at  the 
next  General  Election  the  question  of 
Home  Rule  for  ScoUand  will  be  a  test 
question .    [  Cries  of  "  No ! "]    You  may 
agree  with  the  proposition  or  not;  but! 
think  it  is  desirable  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  in  this  House   should  know 
what  the  state  of  public  opinion  in  Scot- 
land is  upon  the  suoject.   I  may  say,  fur- 
ther, that  another  reason  which  has  led 
a  large  number  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
and  which  is  leading  them  now  to  view 
favourably  a  nroposal  for  Scotland  simi- 
lar to  that  wnicn  the  late  Prime  Minis- 
ter made  with  regard  to  Ireland,  Is  this 
— that  it   appears  to  them  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  system  in  regard  to  other 
portions  of  the  United  Kinedom  would 
immensely  facilitate  the  womng  of  the 
Irish  scheme.    One  of  the  objections 
which   have   been    urged   against   the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  for  Ireland 
would  never  be  urged  against  any  pro- 
posal for  giving  Home  Rule  to  Scotland. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
forward    his    Irish    measure,    it   was 
strongly  objected  that  it  would  divide 
the  United  Kingdom  and  lead  to  a  vir- 
tual breaking  up  of  the  UnioD,  and  it 
was  boldly  asserted  that  that  was  the 
idea  which  prevailed  in  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  Members.    No  each  assertion  can 
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be  made  with  regard  to  Scotland,  and 
Scotland  has  aa  fair  a  claim  for  Home 
Eule  as  could  be  made  for  Ireland. 
The  Scottish  people  are  rapidly  adopt- 
ing the  opinion  that  next  to  nothing 
will  be  done  for  Scotland  in  the  shape 
of  legislation  until  she  receives  some 
such  measure  of  Home  Kule  as  that 
which  has  been  proposed  for  Ireland. 
Although  the  idea  appears  to  be  re- 
garded somewhat-  contemptuously,  it 
is  an  undoubted  fact  that  within  a 
recent  period  the  question  of  Home 
Eule  has  come  to  the  front  in  Scotland, 
and  that  there  is  now  a  genuine  Home 
Kule  movement  there.  Therefore,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend,  in  submitting  a  proposi- 
tion to  the  House  which  will  facilitate  the 
consideration  of  the  question,  is  deserv- 
ing of  the  thanks  of  the  House,  and  I 
hope  that,  at  any  rate,  the  step  my  hon. 
Fnend  has  taken  will  have  the  effect  of 
convincing  the  House  that  the  subject  is 
one  which  is  engaging  the  attention 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  The  Scot- 
tish people  know,  at  the  present  moment, 
that  they  are  overtaxed,  and  that  the  ques- 
tions which  are  of  primary  interest  to  Scot- 
land are  receiving  a  very  small  amount  of 
legislative  attention.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
told  hon.  Members  that  there  is  a  super- 
stition in  connection  with  Scottish  legis- 
lation in  this  House.  That  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Scotland  are  always  able  to 
get  what  they  want  the  moment  they 
make  up  their  minds  what  it  is  to  be. 
Unfortunately,  it  is  impossible  always  to 
ensure  unanimity,  and,  owing  to  the 
paucity  of  legislation,  and  the  scant 
attention  otherwise  which  Scotland  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  Parliament  under 
existing  arrangements,  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  rapidly  developing  itself  in  that 
coimt^  in  favour  of  Home  Rule. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  rise  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) ;  but,  in  doing  so,  I  must  express 
some  surprise  and  sense  of  disappoint- 
ment. I  felt  very  much  disappointed 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member. 
When  I  saw  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  I  thought  that  he  intended  to  pro- 
pose a  large  and  comprehensive  scheme ; 
but  in  his  speech  he  so  whittled  down 
the  scope  and  area  of  the  Motion  that  if 
he  had  g^ne  on  much  further  we  should 
have  required  a  powerful  microscope  to 
find  out  the  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom to  which  it  was  to  apply.     Not 


only  was  the  area  the  Motion  was  to 
cover  diminished  by  the  hon.  Member, 
but  the  power  of  the  local  self-govern- 
ment he  proposed  was  so  diminished  that 
it  seemed  to  me  it  would  amount  to 
nothing  before  he  had  done.  It  has 
always  been  the  wish  of  the  Party  to 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  to 
relieve  this  House  of  many  of  its  multi- 
farious duties,  and  I  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  oecause  I  think 
it  should  be  the  policy  of  that  Party  to 
support  every  Motion  going  in  that 
direction.  We  should  do  so  not  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  country  that  we 
represent,  but  also  for  our  own  sakes 
individually ;  because  we  have  to  sit  up 
here  night  after  night  as  men  who  at- 
tend diligently  to  the  Parliamentary 
work  which  they  have  in  hand.  Wo 
are  obliged  to  sit  up  here  night  after 
night  until  a  very  late  hour  in  oi*der  to 

fet  Irish  Business  passed — in  order,  in- 
eed,  to  get  Irish  Business  considered, 
and  to  aid  and  assist  that  Gt)vemment 
in  passing  the  Estimates  which  are 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  Irish  Gt)vem- 
ment.  Not  only  is  it  necessary  that  we 
should  stay  here  until  a  very  late  hour 
at  night  to  attend  to  Irish  Business,  but 
it  very  often  happens  that  we  sit  up  here 
late  in  order  to  pass  Radical  measures 
when  the  pronounced  Radicals  them- 
selves are  at  home  sleeping  in  their 
beds.  Nay,  we  have  often  sat  up  here 
night  after  night  to  oblige  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, in  order  to  pass  Scotch  Business, 
when  many  Liberal  Scotch  Members  are 
at  home  and  asleep.  We,  I  hold,  are 
the  only  true  Liberal  or  Radical  self- 
sacrificing  Members  of  this  House.  We 
have  sacrificed  our  own  comfort  in  this 
Parliament  for  the  sake  of  advancing 
the  Business  of  Irish,  Scotch,  and  Eng- 
lish Radicals.  I  think,  therefore,  there 
is  very  good  reason  why  we  should  wish 
to  see  the  Business  of  this  House  dis- 
tributed in  such  a  way  that  it  would  be 
unnecessary  for  us  to  perform  these  self- 
sacrificing  duties.  JBut,  Sir,  I  would 
take  a  higher  ground  than  that.  Per- 
sonally, I  have  a  great  regard  for  this 
Parliament.  I  believe  no  man  who  has 
studied  the  history  of  this  Parliament, 
the  great  amount  of  work  it  has  accom- 
plished, its  struggles  for  liberty,  its 
splendid  machinery,  but  must  have  a 
high  regard  for  it.  Anything  that 
would  restore  to  it  its  ancient  efficiency 
would  certainly  have  the  support  of  the 
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Party  to  \^li;ch  I  belong:.  In  that  spirit, 
Sir,  I  support  this  Motion.  This  Par- 
liament is  a  model  which  has  been  fol- 
lowed by  all  the  Parliaments  of  every 
free  people  in  the  world.  All  the  Par- 
liaments of  your  Colonies  have  been 
modelled  after  the  fashion  of  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country,  and  the  old 
countries  of  Europe,  when  they  have 
changed  their  institutions,  have  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  this  Parliament. 
The  great  American  Bepublic,  when  it 
won  its  freedom,  looked  to  this  Parlia- 
ment as  the  model  for  its  institutions ; 
and  when  I  take  all  these  things  into 
account,  my  respect  for  this  ins^tution 
is  increased,  and  my  desire  for  its  effi- 
ciency is  also  multiplied.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  during  the  past  few 
days  about  obstruction  to  Business — 
about  the  difficulty  of  reaching  the  busi- 
ness stage  of  this  Parliament.  But  what 
is  the  real  reason  for  the  delay  which 
occurs  ?  Why  it  is  the  great  tendency 
that  the  world  is  showing  for  more  talk. 
It  is  not  this  House  alone  that  is  ham- 
pered by  that  tendency.  If  the  labours 
and  the  work  of  other  governmental 
institutions  in  Europe  and  America  are 
studied  by  Members  of  this  House,  they 
will  find  that  it  is  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty, and  with  daily-increasing  diffi- 
culty, that  the  several  Governments  of 
these  countries  are  able  to  carry  out  their 
business,  except  where  their  power  is 
limited.  Why,  Sir,  I  was  speaking  to  a 
gentleman  last  year  who  occupied  at  one 
time  the  Office  of  Prime  Minister  in  the 
Government  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  was  at 
the  same  time  Attorney  General,  and  he 
told  me  a  most  extraordinary  story.  It 
was  this— his  Parliament  consists  of  28 
Members,  and  there  is  connected  with  it 
a  House  of  Lords  which  numbers,  I 
think,  12  Members.  Well,  there  was  a 
most  important  matter  before  this  very 
extraor^nary  House  of  Commons,  con- 
sisting of  28  Members,  and  they  debated 
the  subject  for  two  days  and  two  nights, 
through  Sunday  morning  and  into  the 
middle  of  the  Sunday,  and  when  the 
debate  was  concluded  the  Speaker  put 
the  Question.  One  Member  of  the 
House  got  up  and  protested  against  that 
course,  stating  that  as  it  was  Sunday 
Parliament  could  pass  no  law ;  but  the 
Prime  Minister  rose  and  said  that  the 
Bill  should  be  passed,  and  then  if  the 
question  as  to  its  legality  were  brought 
before    him  as  Attorney  General,   he 
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would  decide  it.  Now,  is  it  not  extra- 
ordinary that  in  this  small  Parliament 
of  Nova  Scotia,  consisting  of  only  some 
28  Members,  a  debate  should  have  gone 
on  for  such  a  length  of  time  ?  But  does 
it  not  teach  us  a  lesson  ?  Does  not  the 
story  carry  its  moral,  and  ought  it  not  to 
teach  hon.  Members  the  necessity  of 
agreeing  to  some  such  Motion  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member's  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) ?  At  all  events,  it  proves  my  propo- 
sition that  the  tendency  of  the  world  is 
towards  more  talk,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  Members  of  this  Legislature  ought 
not  to  complain  of  the  talk  which  goes 
on  here.  We  have  heard  to-night  a 
good  deal  about  Scotch  Home  Eule.  I 
wish  the  Members  who  represent  Scot- 
land would  only  show  their  earnest 
desire  for  Home  Rule.  From  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  last  year  it  was  held  oat 
to  them  Vy  the  late  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  that  if  the  Scotch 
people  would  only  indicate  their  desire 
for  Home  Bute,  this  Parliament  and  the 
people  of  this  Kingdom  would  begin  to 
consider  the  question.  But  whilst  these 
differences  exist  amongst  the  Scotch 
people — ["No,  no!"] — well,  I  mean 
the  differences  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
and  those  differences  exhibited  in  this 
House  this  evening — whilst  they  exist 
the  Scotch  people  will  never  come  within 
a  long  distance  of  Home  Rule.  When 
Scotland  asks  for  it,  Scotland  will  have 
the  support  of  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land. But  a  more  serious  question  arises 
than  Scotch  Home  Rule,  and  that  is 
English  Home  Bule.  For  some  time 
past  I  have  been  going  up  and  down  this 
country,  and  I  have  observed  a  growing 
desire  on  the  part  of  Englishmen  to  see 
their  business  attended  to  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  desire  for  English 
Home  Bule  is  growing  gradoally,  but 
surely,  and  that  desire  can  only  be 
gratified  by  this  House  agreeing  to  some 
measure  of  a  larger  and  more  compre- 
hensive character  than  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to-night.  I  began 
my  observations  by  sayinp:  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  Party  with  which  I  act 
to  see  the  labours  of  this  House  properly 
divided.  I  believe  that  it  wiD  soon  be 
the  aim  and  object  of  Members  repre- 
senting all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
to  bring  about  that  division  of  labour 
which  will  enable  this  House  to  eontinae 
the  career  which  has  been  so  glorious  in 
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the  past,  and  which,  I  believe,  will  be 
glorious  in  the  future. 

Thb  8E0EETARY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.)  : 
I  do  not  know  that  many  words  are 
required  from  me  or  from  the  Qovern- 
ment  on  this  occasion.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
TDr.  Cameron)  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  is 
well  advised  in  bringing  this  Motion  on. 
He  can  hardly  have  supposed  himself 
that  it  could  or  would  receive  serious 
discussion  on  such  an  occasion,  and  the 
speech  in  which  he  advocated  his  pro- 
posal was  certainly  not  of  the  kina  to 
mduce  the  House  of  Commons  seriously 
to  consider  it.  What  object  he  can  have 
gained  I  do  not  know.  Whether  he 
thinks— to  use  his  own  poetic  phrase — 
he  has  well  manured  the  ground  by  what 
he  has  said,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  cer- 
tainly think  that,  on  consideration,  he 
will  agree  with  me  that  to  expect  this 
House  seriously  to  consider  at  12  o'clock 
at  night  on  the  Idth  day  of  the  Address 
the  re-establishment  of  the  Heptarchy 
in  this  Kingdom  is  to  expect  a  great 
deal  too  much.  Sir,  the  system  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wants  to  destroy  has 
been,  so  far  as  England  and  Scotland 
are  concerned,  in  operation  to  the  general 
contentment  of  all  parties,  for  180  years ; 
and,  so  far  as  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
are  concerned,  for  the  past  80  years. 
[Several  Irish  Members:  Content- 
ment I  Oh,  oh !  ]  I  grant  that  during 
the  last  few  years  the  pressure  of  busi- 
ness in  this  House  has  become  so  great 
that  all  Governments  from  whatever 
side  of  the  House  they  are  drawn,  and 
all  Parties  on  whichever  side  of  the 
House  they  sit,  have  turned  their  minds 
to  devising  some  plan  by  which  their 
labours  can  be  diminished,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  in  laying  his  scheme 
before  us  has  not  explained  in  the  smallest 
degree  what  subjects  these  Bodies  that 
he  is  going  to  establish  are  going  to 
deal  with,  nor  does  he  explain  to  us 
how  the  labours  of  Parliament  are  going 
to  be  relieved  by  the  adoption  of  his 
proposal;  and  surely  before  the  hon. 
Gentleman  destroys  a  system  of  such 
antiquity,  and  which  has  been  for  so 
long  the  admiration  of  the  world,  he 
ought  at  all  events  to  see  whether  the 
temporary  evil  we  have  suffered  from  for 
the  past  few  years  cannot  be  in  some 


degree  remedied,  and  will  not  be  to  a 
certain  extent  mitigated  by  the  measures 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
announced  that  they  intend  to  propose. 
Now  there  are  in  all  four  Measures 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
have  either  some  direct  bearing  upon 
the  government  of  Scotland,  or  some 
direct  relation  to  the  relief  of  the  pressure 
of  business  in  the  House.  To  begin  with, 
there  is  the  Bill  for  altering  the  position 
of  the  Scotch  Secretary.  Then  there  are 
the  new  Rules  of  Procedure.  [A  lavghJ] 
I  heard  some  hon.  Member  opposite 
laugh.  At  all  events,  I  would  suggest  to 
him  and  his  friends  that  probably  the 
new  Bules  will  be  found  not  inadequate 
to  meet  the  particular  evil  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke  particu- 
larly alluded  to — an  undue  flux  of  talk, 
which  he  eeems  to  think  is  a  disease 
that  attacks  all  modern  Representative 
Institutions.  Then  there  is  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  and  Anally,  there  is 
the  Measure  by  which  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  system  by  which  Private 
Bill  Legislation  is  at  present  conducted. 
At  least  three  of  these  Measures  are 
directly  concerned  with  remedying  the 
evils  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  G.  Campbell)  called  attention.  So 
far  as  one  could  gather  from  the 
discursive  and  sometimes  inaudible  re- 
marks the  hon.  Gentleman  offered  us, 
these  measures  are  far  more  calculated 
to  carry  out  the  object  he  has  in  view 
than  the  proposal  he  himself  submits.  I 
admit  that  in  criticizing  his  plan  I  am 
under  the  difficulty  that  I  do  not  under- 
stand exactly  what  it  is.  I  believe  he 
proposes  to  hand  over  the  affairs  of  Scot- 
land to  a  Scotch  Local  Assembly,  but 
that  is  only  a  small  fractional  part  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  scheme.  He  also  wants 
to  give  Home  Bule  to  London ;  he  ako 
wants  to  give  Home  Eule  to  Wales — 
[An  hon.  Membbb  :  And  to  Yorkshire !] 
—  an  hon.  Member  suRgests  that  he 
would  also  give  Homo  Kule  to  York- 
shire, and  I  certainly  would  put  in  a 
plea  for  Cornwall,  which  differs  in  the 
origin  and  character  of  its  population 
from  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom 
quite  as  much  as  those  parts  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  alluded.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  thus  carved 
out  his  native  country  into  these  frac- 
tional divisions  has  not  told  us  what  these 
fractional  divisions  are  to  deal  with  when 
carved  out,  what  these  Local  Legisla- 
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lures  are  to  tlo  when  created.  Are  tbej  I 
to  deal  with  purely  local  parochial  mat- 
ters in  a  purely  local  parochial  manner, 
or  are  they  to  deal  with  those  larger  ques- 
tions of  policy  to  which  we  in  this  House 
are  accustomed  to  apply  ourselves  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  They  will  deal  with  the 
special  affairs  of  Scotland. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  But  what  are 
the  special  affairs  of  Scotland?  What 
are  the  special  affairs  of  Wales,  what 
are  the  special  affairs  of  London,  what 
are  the  special  affairs  of  Yorkshire,  of 
Cornwall  ?  That  is  precisely  what  I  want 
to  know.  Are  they  only  strictly  speak- 
ing local  affairs  or  are  they  larger  affairs 
of  policy  ?  If  they  are  strictly  local 
affairs  then  I  think  the  demand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  will  be  adequately 
met  by  the  Local  .Government  Bill  the 
Government  mean  to  bring  forward,  but 
if  they  are  the  larger  questions  of  policy, 
such,  for  instance,  as  the  Church  of  the 
land — [Sir  Qeobge  Campbell  :  •*  Hear, 
hear ! '']  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seriously  comes  down  to  this  House  and 
asks  us  in  all  gravity  .to  pass  a  series  of 
Measures  by  which  London  is  to  decide 
whether  it  is  to  have  a  National  Church 
for  itself  or  not,  whether  it  is  to  have  a 
separate  Land  Act  for  itself  or  not,  or 
what  the  position  of  its  landlords  is  to 
be.  He  asks  this  historic  Assembly  to 
consider  seriously  so  wild  and  insane  a 
proiK>sal  as  that.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  forgive  me  for  saying  that  the  com- 
mentary he  has  just  made  by  way  of 
interruption  to  my  speech  is  clearly  a 
reason  why  we  should  entirely  refrain 
from  any  further  serious  consideration 
to  the  proposal  he  has  made.  If  there 
were  no  other  reason  for  the  advice  I 
now  give  the  House,  I  should  find  a 
reason  for  it  in  a  sentence  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  He  in- 
formed us  with  that  naive  candour  pecu- 
liar to  himself  that  if  his  Amendment 
were  passed  it  would  bind  no  one  who 
voted  for  it  to  anv  particular  Measure. 
Wdl,  I  believe  this  House  will  refrain 
from  passing  an  abstract  Resolution 
which  binds  no  one  who  votes  for  it  to 
anything  in  particular.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks,  but  I 
am  sure  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  anything  so  venerable  as  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  country  ought  not  to 
be  tampered  with  in  a  light  spirit — 
that  if   we  approach    it  to    introduce 
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changes,  we  should  do  so  seriouaiy 
with  our  proposals  carefully  considered, 
with  the  details  of  oor  proposals  care- 
fully marked  out,  ana  with  all  the 
difficulties  which  must  ensue  from  a 
large  change  carefully  weighed  and 
balanced.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
done  none  of  these  things.  We  do  not 
know  from  him  what  the  relation  is  to 
be  between  these  Local  Bodies  and  the 
Imperial  Parliament  or  how  the  powers 
of  the  Local  Bodies  are  to  be  limited. 
When  we  are  told  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  bind  no  one 
who  votes  for  it  to  any  particular  Mea- 
sure, I  think  I  have  given  sufficient 
reason  to  the  House  why,  at  this  stage 
of  our  proceedings,  we  need  no  longer 
consider  the  proposal  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  this  somewhat  incoherent 
form,  has  laid  before  the  House. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) 
I  Loud  cries  0/ "  Divide !"  J :  I  am 
afraid  it  is  rather  early  in  the  Session 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  practise 
this  species  of  discourtesy.  Besides, 
this  is  a  Scotch  question,  and  intermp- 
tion  of  this  kind  is  rarely  practised  on 
such  occasions.  I  was  a  good  deal  struck 
by  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  and 
also  surprised  at  the  heat  he  infused  into 
the  discussion.  [  **  No,  no ! "  ]  Ye#, 
it  is  undoubtedly  evidence  of  a  heated 
frame  of  mind  to  describe  a  proposal 
brought  forward  by  so  mo^st  and 
moderate  a  Member  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  as  an  *'  insane  "  pro- 
posal. I  am  rather  afraid  that  these 
epithets  are  too  strong  so  early  in  the 
Session.  If  such  insinuations  are  in- 
dulged in  I  very  much  fear  that  the  pro- 
gress we  shall  make  with  legislation  will 
not  be  very  great.  Now,  this  Amend- 
ment is  not  one  that  should  excite  Uie 
ire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
It  really  should  not  ruffle  the  featbos 
of  the  Minister  for  Scotland  to  suggest 
that  his  Native  land  should  have  given 
to  it  a  special  opportunity  for  perform- 
ing those  functions  which,  by  the  com- 
mon consent  of  those  who  have  studied 
the  history  of  Scotland,  Scotchmen  have 
from  time  to  time  evinced  a  spedal  apti- 
tude to  discharge.*  The  words  of  the 
Amendment,  I  think,  claim  for  them- 
selves a  peculiar  style  of  oteisaaee 
which  should  have  calmed  the  wrath  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    The  eeooed 
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^ord  of  the  Amendment  is  *' humbly." 
Its  phrases  are  thoroughly  Parliamen- 
tary, and  when  we  see  before  us  an 
Amendment  couched  in  such  language 
as  that  we  are  compelled  to  draw  a  com* 
parison  between  it  and  the  speech  of 
the  Eepresentative  of  the  Ooyemment, 
largely  to  the  advantage  of  the  former. 
The  Amendment  read — 

**  But  humbly  to  submit  to  Her  Majesty  that 
the  affairs  of  the  Realm  have  outgrown  tiie  ca* 
pacity  of  this  House." 

[CriM  of  ''Divide!"]  There  is  one 
inherent  capacity  in  the  House  still, 
and  that  is  the  capacity  of  English 
Members  to  continually  cry  **  Divide," 
in  order  to  interrupt  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  do  not  agree  with  them  in  politics 
when  they  are  endeavouring  to  state 
their  views.  The  Amendment  goes  on 
to  say — 

**  and  humbly  to  pray  of  Her  Majesty  to  invite 
Her  Majesty's  Mmisters  to  consider  and  submit 
to  Parliament  measures  whereby  great  part  of 
the  special  affairs  of  Scotland  and  of  other  parts 
of  Great  Britain  may  be  relegated  to  bodies  re- 
presenting the  several  parts  of  the  Kingdom, 
and  the  exoessive  burden  on  this  House  may  be 
relieved.'* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whe- 
ther the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  would 
allow  these  delegated  bodies  to  have 
cognizance  of  such  matters  as  Church 
affairs.  I  say  "Why  not?"  The 
Scotch  people  already  have  special  legis- 
lation on  tnat  subject.  In  this  House 
we  have  had  instances  of  it.  I  remem- 
ber a  whole  Wednesday  being  devoted 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Scotch  Church 
by  Scotch  Members.  I  remember  the 
day  particularly  because  it  was  the 
day  of  our  National  festival.  The 
whole  of  last  St.  Patrick's  Day  was 
occupied  with  the  Question  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  in  this  House,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  too  much  to  say  in 
the  spirit  of  this  Amendment  that  we 
should  delegate  legislation  on  such  a 
subject  as  that  from  this  House— and  I 
am  speaking*  in  an  imperial  and  not  in 
a  local  sense — to  the  Scotch  Members. 
It  is  for  the  Scotch  Members  to  say 
whether  they  should  or  should  not  main- 
tain their  Kirk  as  a  State  Institution. 
As  I  say,  the  subject  was  discussed 
here,  and  occupied  the  whole  of  a  Wed- 
nesday sitting;  but  nothing  came  of  it, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  pressing  the 
argument  too  far  to  say  that  the  subject 
might  have  been  as  profitably  discussed 


by  a  Scotch  Assembly  in  Edinburgh  as 
it  was  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  at 
Westminster.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man objects  to  our  entering  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  an  Amendment  of  this  kind 
at  12  o'clock  at  night ;  but  I  would  say, 
with  all  respect  to  the  House,  that  we 
have  often  addressed  ourselves  to  more 
trivial  matters  than  are  contained  in  this 
Amendment  long  after  12  o'clock  at 
night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
further,  forsooth,  that,  seeing  that 
England  and  Scotland  have  carried  on 
the  existing  arrangement  for  180  years, 
therefore  it  is  absurd  to  disturb  it  at 
the  present  time.  There  it  is :  the  old 
policy  of  the  Tory  Party — stupid  Rtag- 
nation.  Because  a  thing  has  existed  for 
some  length  of  time,  it  must  remain  for 
ever.  That  is  the  motto  of  the  Tory 
Party.  The  Legislative  Union  between 
England  and  Scotland  has  existed  for 
180  years,  therefore,  it  must  not  only  be 
maintained,  but  sustained  in  every  par- 
ticular, and  cannot  be  at  all  modined. 
But  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
argues  thus,  just  for  a  moment  recollect 
that,  though  the  union  between  Eng- 
land and  Sootlahd  has  existed  for  180 
years,  really,  in  this  House,  you  have 

given  Scotland  Home  Rule  all  the  time, 
n  great  Scotch  Questions,  you  always 
consult  the  Scotch  Members.  You  do 
not  divide  them  into  two — ^you  take 
both  sides  into  your  consultation.  You 
examine,  as  far  as  possible,  into  what 
are  their  views  on  matiem  which  are  to 
come  forward  for  legislation.  That 
practice  has  existed  for  180  years;  and 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
really  means  no  more  than  to  continue 
it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  that 
you  should  give  that  practice  which  has  so 
long  existed  in  your  Constitution  a  more 
formal  methodical  recognition  by  delega- 
ting primarily  to  the  Scotch  people  cer- 
tain Scotch  Business  which  they  could  as 
sensibly,  as  effectually,  and  as  practically 
transact  in  Scotland  as  you  can  transact 
it  here.  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  also  met  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  the  announcement  that 
there  were  four  Measures  adumbrated 
or  foreshadowed  in  the  Queen's  Speech^ 
which  remotely,  or  intimately,  or  ma- 
terially, one  way  or  another,  affects 
Scotland,  or,  if  not  Scotland,  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  believe  I  am  fairly  para- 
phrasing the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman.   It  is  because  four  measures 
are  foreshadowed  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  are  not  to 
raise  their  voice,  and  they  are  not  to 
approach  Parliament  on  this  question.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  is  a  very  broad  argu- 
ment.   If  it  were  to  be  maintained,  the 
result  would  be  that  a  Ministry  with  a 
barren  policy — any  Ministry  who  felt 
their  own  incapacity — might  come  down 
to  the  House  with  a  programme  charged 
with  four   adumbrated   measures  that 
could  never  come  into  the  domains  of 
practical  legislation.      We  have  here, 
Sir,   the  whole  argument  which  from 
time  to  time  is  put  forward,  not  only  in 
this  case,  but  against  us.    I  will  not 
refer,  in  this  debate,  to  the  arguments 
advanced  a  few  nights  ago  ;  but  I  say 
that  this  seems  to  be  the  stock-in-trade 
argument  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and 
when  once  raised  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
it  is  re-echoed  in  melancholy  monotony 
which  seems  to  indicate  the  barrenness 
of  intellect  and  argument  for    which 
the  Tory  Party  is  conspicuous.      The 
argument  opposed  to  the  demand  for 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland  and  Scotland  is 
the  same  always — "Will  you  re-establish 
the   Heptarchy?'*     Why  not?    I  say 
that  if  it  suits   the    people    of  Great 
Britain  we  should  re-establish  it.    After 
all,  what  is  a  system  of  local  govern- 
ment but  a  modern  translation  of  the 
Heptarchy?    I  doubt  very  much  whe- 
ther hon.   Members  opposite    who  so 
glibly  use  this  argument  in  order  to 
discredit  the  appeals  made  for  this  legis- 
lation, thoroughly  understand  how  far 
it  takes  them— [**0h,  oh!"] — because 
if  they  do,  and  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  Scotland  and  Wales  require  peculiar 
treatment  in  this  House,  or  a  special  de- 
legation of  powers,  why  do  they  deny  it  to 
them  ?  Let  us  take  a  practical  issue,  and 
suppose  a  deputation  of  Welshmen  or 
Highlanders    who    could    only  speak 
their  native  tongue  were  to  come  as  a 
deputation  to  the  Ministry;   and  sup- 
pose for  a  moment  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  represents  the  Scotch 
Department  in  this  House,  and  who  has 
spoken  to-night  with  such  an  air    of 
self-confidence    as    much  as  to    say — 
•*When  I  ope  my  mouth  let  no  dog 
bark 
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Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  continued  ir- 
relevance on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  direct  htm  to  discontinue  his  speech. 
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Me.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :   I 
agree.   Sir,    with  one  statement,    and 
with  one  only,  which  has  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland    (Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour) — 
namely,  that  the  present  is  not  the  time 
for  discussing  so  important  a  subject  as 
a  measure  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland ; 
and  I  will  go  farther  and  say  that  this 
is  hardly  the  occasion  on  which  it  ought 
to  be  discussed.   This  is  a  Motion  which 
proposes  that  a  great  part  of  the  affitirs 
of  Scotland  should  be  relegated  to  a 
Scotch   Parliament.      It  does  not  say 
what  part;   so  that  a  more  indefinite 
Motion  could  hardly  be  brought  before 
us ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  demolish- 
ing the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  he 
has  by  no  means  silenced  or  got  rid  of 
the  question  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland. 
I  believe  that  I  am    interpreting  the 
sentiments  of  the  Scotch  Members  when  I 
say  that  on  the  present  occasion  is  not 
one  on  which  this  subject  can  be  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  I  do  not  myself 
intend  to  discuss  it  this  evening;   but 
for  the  information  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  wish  to  say  that  the  qnes* 
tion  of  Home  Rule  is  one  which  has 
been  attracting  the  very  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  people  of  Scotland.    I 
have  never  in    my  lifetime  known   a 
political  question  that  has  advanced  with 
such  rapid  strides  as  this  has  done.    I 
am  met  by  my  own  constituents  with  this 
argument— that  if  what  I  say  with  regard 
to  Ireland  is  true,  it  is  still  more  true 
with  regard  to  Scotland.    As  far  as  my 
constituents  are  concerned,  the  general 
body  of  them  have  said  that  they  felt  the 
time  had  come  when  a  measure  of  Home 
Rule  for  Scotland  should  be  passed — a 
measure  which  would  give  to  Scotland  a 
Legislative  Assembly  of  its  own,  which 
should  have  control  of  the  Executive. 
Since  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of  the 
late  Government,  I  have  met  many  con- 
stituencies in  various  parts  of  Scotland — 
in  Edinburgh,  Galashiels,  and  Dundee, 
where  enthusiastic  meetings  have  been 
held,  in  which  resolutions  in  favour  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind  have  been  unani- 
mously passed.    We  do  not  mean  bj 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  anything  that 
would  diminish  or  destroy  the  Imperial 
Union  of  the  two  countries.    So  far  as 
Imperial  afiairs  are  concerned  the  Union 
between  Scotland  and  England  has  been. 
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as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  an 
unqualified  success ;  but  so  far  as  legis- 
lation specifically  afifecting  Scotland  is 
concerned,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Scottish  people  that  its  success  has  not 
not  been  unqualified.  It  is  the  opinion 
that  the  special  business  of  Scotland  has 
been  neglected  and  that  it  is  now  largely 
in  arrear.  I  make  these  obserTations^ 
Sir,  in  order  to  warn  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  imagine  that  this 
question  has  died.  He  will  hear  of  it 
again,  and  under  circumstances  which  I 
hope  will  afford  a  more  favourable 
opportunity  for  discussion. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &o.) :  Sir,  I  brought  forward  this 
Motion  at  a  late  hour  with  the  assent  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  solely 
with  me  view  of  saving  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  merely  wished  to  give  notice 
that  this  question  is  one  which  hon. 
Members  for  Scotland  regard  as  serious 
and  one  which  is  coming  to  the  front,  as 
well  as  to  elicit  the  views  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land upon  it,  of  which  the  people  of 
Scotland  will  now  be  able  to  judge. 
Having  done  so,  I  will  now  asK  per- 
mission to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^^{JOr.  Cameron,) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

D^hhie further adjournediiW  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 

HBTKOPOLIS    MAKAOEICSNT    ACTS    AMEITB- 

MBm*  BILL  (no.    2   bill). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Octavius  Morgan,  Bill  to 
amend     the     Metropolis     Management    Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Air.  Octavius  Mor- 
gan, Mr.  Gilliat,  and  Mr.  kimber. 
h\iipre$ent^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

allotments  and  oottaqb  gabdens 
compensation  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Bill  to 
provide  compensation  to  the  occupiers  of  Allot- 
ments and  Cottage  Gbirdens  for  crops  left  in  the 
ground  at  the  end  of  their  tenancies,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr. 
Finch-Hatton»  Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson,  Mr. 
Gurdon,  Viscount  Gurzon,  Sir  Savile  Crosslcy, 
and  Mr.  Norton. 
^\!W  pretentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOK  DS, 
Tuesday^  15/A  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]-PuBLic  Bills— jFir#/  Reading^ 
Church  Sites  (Compulsory  Powers  llepeal)  • 
(22). 

Seeond  i^MMfiity— Glebe  Lands  (16). 

GLEBE  LANDS  BILL.— (No.  16.) 
{Th9  Viscount  Orou.) 

second  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved, '  <  That  the  Bill  be  nowread  2«." 
—{77ie  Vueount  Croee.) 

The  Eahl  of  POWIS  objected  to  the 
indiyidual  trustees,  as  inyolvinff  expense 
and  trouble  of  renewal.  He  did  not  see 
why  property  now  held  by  the  Eocle- 
siaslical  Commissioners  or  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  should  not  continue  vested  in 
them  when  re-invested,  though  the  sale 
might  be  conducted  by  the  Land  Com- 
missioners. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  offering 
any  opposition  to  the  second  reading. 
On  the  contrary,  he  sympathized  with 
the  object  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  become  law, 
as  nothing  could  be  worse  than  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  law  respecting  glebe 
lands.  He,  however,  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  reminding  his  noble  IViend 
opposite  (Viscount  Cross)  that,  under 
the  Act  constituting  sanitary  authorities 
in  rural  districts,  they  were  authorized 
to  appoint  a  Committee  which  might  ex- 
ercise all  the  powers  of  the  Board ;  and 
he  doubted  whether  it  would  be  satis- 
factory or  safe  that  a  Committee  so  ap- 
pointed should  be  entrusted  with  the 
carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  relating  to  allotments  for  labourers. 
As  for  the  proposed  County  Authorities 
to  whom  the  powers  given  by  the 
Bill  to  Sanitary  Authorities  were  to  be 
transferred,  he  was  not  sanguine  that 
an  Act  creating  new  County  Autho- 
rities would  be  passed  in  this  Session 
of  Parliament.  Even  if  such  an  Act 
were  passed,  he  also  doubted  whether 
a  new  Central  Authority  would  be  a  con- 
venient body  for  exercising  the  powers  to 
be  given  by  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
it  would  have  the  local  knowledge  of  the 
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incumbent  face  to  face  with  a  civil  body, 
unconnected  with  the  Ohurch,  and  able 
at  once  to  conclude  the  transaction.  I 
entertain  some  little  doubt,  whether  it 
is  possible  to  combine  so  entirely  the  in- 
terests of  the  buyer  and  the  seller. 
The  Land  Commissioners  are  charged  to 
sell,  if  possible,  for  the  good  of  very 
small  buyers ;  they  are  equally  charged 
to  consider  the  best  interests,  not  of  the 
seller  himself  only,  but  of  his  property 
in  the  future.  I  doubt  whether  two  such 
interests  can  be  guarded  in  one  hand. 
This  is  a  matter  which  deserves  ample 
consideration.  I  entertain  also  some 
doubt  as  to  endo foments  of  so  large  an 
amount  being  in  the  hands  of  trustees 
liable  to  perpetual  change.  It  is  a  mere 
ABC  trust,  and  the  Bank  of  England 
does  not  recognize  such  a  trust.  It 
would  regard  the  endowment  trustees 
simply  as  individuals.  I  think  there 
should  be  a  permanent  body  similar  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  or 
those  presiding  over  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  Fund,  associated  in  the  trust,  for 
there  will  be  frequent  applications  for 
the  appointment  of  a  new  trustee,  and 
constant  trouble  and  expense  would  be 
incurred.  There  are  some  other  tech- 
nical points  to  which  I  might  refer ;  but 
they  would  be  better  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. This,  I  hope,  will  not  be 
pressed  on  in  a  hurry,  but  postponed 
until  those  most  deeply  concerned  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said,  it 
was  laid  down  that  the  sale  of  the  glebe 
was  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  living. 
He  contended  that  laud,  which  had 
been  the  property  of  the  Church  for  a 
longer  period  than  any  property  belong- 
ing to  their  Lordships,  ought  not  to  be 
BO  readily  disposed  of  without  a  power 
of  veto  on  the  part  of  some  ecclesiastical 
authority.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
the  Commissioners  would  not  be  the  best 
judges  as  to  what  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  living,  and  would  therefore  sug- 
gest that  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  should 
have  the  power  not  only  of  expressing  his 
opinion,  and  of  exercising  a  vetoing 
power  in  regard  to  these  sales  of  glebes. 
He  also  said  that,  under  the  Bill,  the 
Commissioners  were  obliged  to  re-invest 
the  money  in  the  public  funds  and  cer- 
tain debentures.  Now,  he  knew  that  a 
great  deal  was  thought  of  the  ^*  sweet 
simplicity  "  of  the  Three  per  Cents ;  but 
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he  should  be  sorry  to  see  any  much 
larger  portion  of  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  invested  either  in  the  funds  or 
in  railway  stock.  He  thought  it  might 
be  desirable  to  re-invest  the  money  in 
land.  No  doubt,  land  was  at  present  at 
a  very  low  value,  but  things  in  that  re- 
spect might  hereafter  undergo  a  change, 
and  he  trusted  that  they  did  not  all  take 
the  pessimist  view  of  that  matter.  It 
might,  therefore,  be  desirable  to  give 
the  Commissioners  power  to  re-invest  in 
land.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  had  suggested  that  there 
should  be  some  lay  representative  of 
the  Church  on  the  trust.  He  (the 
Bishop  of  Lichfield)  quite  agreed  with 
him ;  and  he  thought  that  it  was  unde- 
sirable that  the  Bishop  should  be  mixed 
up  with  this  purely  business  matter. 
Therefore  he  ought  to  be  out  of  the  trust 
altogether ;  but  only  if  he  had  the  right 
of  veto.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Viscount  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
(Viscount  Cross)  would  kindly  give  his 
attention  to  those  points  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
The  provision  of  allotments  for  the  la- 
bouring poor  was,  no  doubt,  an  excellent 
object ;  but,  unless  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity had  power  to  purchase  land  from 
some  of  the  other  neighbouring  land- 
lords, it  might  appear  as  if  that  was  a 
measure  to  provide  allotments  for  the 
labouring  poor  at  the  expense  of  the 
Church,  and  that  glebe  lands  were  the 
corpus  vile  on  which  the  experiment  was 
to  be  made.  He  hoped  that  that  woold 
not  really  be  the  case. 

LoBD  GBIMTHGBPE  said,  that  if 
any  additional  trustees  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed, they  should  neither  be  tarn 
churchwarden  of  the  parish  nor  any 
person  to  be  chosen  by  popular  election. 
The  moment  there  is  any  power  to  be 
wielded  it  will  be  fought  for,  and  church- 
wardens are  elected  by  Dissenters  as  well 
as  Churchmen.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
have  a  fixed  body  than  a  fluctuating  one ; 
one,  for  instance,  such  as  the  Eodesiaa- 
tical  Commissioners,  or  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty,  would  be  far  better  because,  at 
every  change  in  a  fluctuating  body,  there 
was  some  cost  incurred,  and  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  diminish  the 
cost  of  selling  glebes.  For  that  reason 
he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  introdoctioa 
into  the  trust  of  any  one  possessing  the 
churchwarden  character — an  arrange- 
ment which  would  alsQ  involve  aU  thfb 
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Although  it  was  possible  that  the 
County  Authorities  of  the  future  would 
not  be  able  collectively  to  deal  with 
local  allotments,  they  would  be  able  to 
depute  to  local  oommittees  the  duty  of 
inqviring  into  local  circumstances  and 
making  due  provision  for  allotments. 
Their  Ijordships  would  remember  that 
there  was  great  anxiety  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  agricultural  labourers 
would  exercise  the  vote,  in  the  event  of 
a  momentous  crisis  arising.  Well,  such 
a  crisis  did  arise  in  connection  wich  the 
separation  of  the  Empire,  and  the  new 
electors  had  proved  that  they  were  not 
less  to  be  trusted  than  the  o)d.  If  they 
had  trusted  the  agricultural  labourers 
with  the  vote  for  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, why  should  they  not  be  allowed  a 
Toice  in  the  management  of  their  own 
local  affairs  ?  There  were,  at  present,  a 
great  rariety  of  allotment  authorities, 
and  he  hoped  that,  either  in  the  Oom- 
mittee  stage  of  this  Bill,  or  in  the  pro- 
posed Allotments  Bill,  the  noble  Vis- 
count would  see  his  way  to  insert  some 
provision  which  would  consolidate  all 
these  bodies,  and  by  which  the  rules  of 
management  in  each  might  be  assimi- 
lated. He  must  say,  that  although  the 
Bill  would  be  a  very  useful  one,  it 
would  have  been  of  much  more  use-  if 
it  had  been  introduced  a  few  years  ago. 
Indeed,  he  was  convinced  that,  if  a 
forced  sale  of  the  glebe  lands  was  to  be 
made  at  the  present  time,  they  would 
realize  very  little  more  than  the  auc- 
tioneer's charges.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  if  trade  increased,  agricultural  pro- 
sperity and  the  value  of  land  would  in- 
crease also,  and  that  the  Clergy  wotild 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunities 
offered  by  the  Bill,  and  that  working  men 
would  invest  their  savings  in  allotments. 
The  Earl  OP  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
his  feeling  was  one  of  deep  regret  that 
a  Bill  similar  to  this  was  not  introduced 
many  years  ago,  with  the  general  con- 
sent of  the  clergy ;  because,  if  that  had 
been  done,  the  clergy  would  have  been 
spared  much  of  the  serious  loss  and 
diminution  of  income  which,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  had  lately  fallen  upon 
them.  According  to  the  measure,  the 
endowment  trustees  were  to  consist  of 
the  incumbent,  the  Bishop,  and  the 
patron ;  but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  among  the  trustees  there  ought  to 
be  one  layman  or  more  representing  the 
parish.    It  would  be  in  the  troe  interests 


of  the  Church  that  its  property  should 
be  identified  with  the  parish  as  much  as 
possible ;  and  he  would  suggest  that  the 
additional  trustee  should  be  the  church- 
warden or  some  individual  not  elected 
hy  the  incumbent.  It  was  further  pro- 
vided that  the  securities  relating  to  the 
property  dealt  with  under  the  Bill 
should  be  kept  by  the  trustees,  and  he 
would  like  to  ascertain  where  the  securi- 
ties were  to  be  kept.  Their  Lordships 
knew  how  parish  records  were  often 
kept,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  if  these 
securities  were  to  be  kept  in  the  same 
manner,  it  was  quite  possible  that  some 
of  them  might  be  lost. 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY : 
I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  measure  in  any  way ;  but  I 
cannot  but  be  sorry  that  it  should  be 
necessary,  to  enable  the  Church  now  to 
part  with  any  of  its  real  property — that 
property  which,  in  the  past,  has  always 
been  held  to  be  its  substantial  property — 
and  still  more  grieved  I  am  at  the  cause 
which  seems  to  render  this  step  neces- 
sary.  It  is  impossible,  however,  to 
close  one's  eyes  to  the  conviction  which 
has  been  growing  that  the  clergy,  the 
holders  of  these  glebe  lands,  are 
suffering  more  and  more,  and  that  a 
pitch  has  been  reached  when  it  is 
necessary  to  take  legislative  action. 
There  is,  however,  this  consolation  in 
thinking  about  it,  that  if  the  sale  is 
really  made  for  the  bene6t  of  the  bene- 
fice,  as  the  Bill  tries  to  provide,  it  will, 
in  the  long  run,  lead  to  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  Church.  I  will  only  ask  of 
the  Qovemment  that  time  enough  may 
be  given  before  the  Bill  goes  into  Com- 
mittee for  its  various  points  to  be  fully 
discussed,  and  that  communications  may 
take  place  with  those  who  are  most  deeply 
interested  in  it.  That  is  most  desir- 
able. I  may  point  out  that  there  is  not, 
in  the  Bill,  any  arrangement  for  eccle- 
siastical review.  It  may  be  said  that  in 
dealing  with  this  question  no  ecclesias- 
tical consent  is  required ;  that  there  is 
none  in  sales  effected  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners ;  but  then  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  are  themselves  so 
familiar  with  Church  affairs  and  Church 
property  that  no  one  would  wish  to  intro- 
duce any  further  ecclesiastical  consent. 
Now,  hotvever,  in  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, a  civil  body  is  proposed,  which 
has  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
Church,  so  that  wo  shall  have  a  needy 
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incumbent  face  to  face  with  a  civil  body, 
unconnected  with  the  Church,  and  able 
at  once  to  conclude  the  transaction.  I 
entertain  some  little  doubt,  whether  it 
is  possible  to  combine  so  entirely  the  in- 
terests of  the  buyer  and  the  seller. 
The  Land  Commissioners  are  charged  to 
sell,  if  possible,  for  the  good  of  very 
small  buyers ;  they  are  equally  charged 
to  consider  the  best  interests,  not  of  the 
seller  himself  only,  but  of  his  property 
in  the  future.  I  doubt  whether  two  such 
interests  can  be  guarded  in  one  hand. 
This  is  a  matter  which  deserves  ample 
consideration.  I  entertain  also  some 
doubt  as  to  endo foments  of  so  large  an 
amount  being  in  the  hands  of  trustees 
liable  to  perpetual  change.  It  is  a  mere 
ABC  trust,  and  the  Bank  of  England 
does  not  recognize  such  a  trust.  It 
would  regard  the  endowment  trustees 
simply  as  individuals.  I  think  there 
should  be  a  permanent  body  similar  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  or 
those  presiding  over  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  Fund,  associated  in  the  trust,  for 
there  will  be  frequent  applications  for 
the  appointment  of  a  new  trustee,  and 
constant  trouble  and  expense  would  be 
incurred.  There  are  some  other  tech- 
nical points  to  which  I  might  refer ;  but 
they  would  be  better  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. This,  I  hope,  will  not  be 
pressed  on  in  a  hurry,  but  postponed 
until  those  most  deeply  concerned  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said,  it 
was  laid  down  that  the  sale  of  the  glebe 
was  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  living. 
He  contended  that  land,  which  had 
been  the  property  of  the  Church  for  a 
longer  period  than  any  property  belong- 
ing to  their  Lordships,  ought  not  to  be 
80  readily  disposed  of  without  a  power 
of  veto  on  the  part  of  some  ecclesiastical 
authority.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
the  Commissioners  would  not  be  the  best 
judges  as  to  what  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  living,  and  would  therefore  sug- 
gest that  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  should 
have  the  power  not  only  of  expressing  his 
opinion,  and  of  exercising  a  vetoing 
power  in  regard  to  these  sales  of  glebes. 
He  also  said  that,  under  the  Bill,  the 
Commissioners  were  obliged  to  re-invest 
the  money  in  the  public  funds  and  cer- 
tain debentures.  Now,  he  knew  that  a 
great  deal  was  thought  of  the  **  sweet 
simplicity ''  of  the  Three  per  Cents ;  but 
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he  should  be  sorry  to  see  any  much 
larger  portion  of  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  invested  either  in  the  funds  or 
in  railway  stock.  He  thought  it  might 
be  desirable  to  re-invest  the  money  in 
land.  No  doubt,  land  was  at  present  at 
a  very  low  value,  but  things  in  that  re- 
spect might  hereafter  undergo  a  change, 
and  he  trusted  that  they  did  not  all  take 
the  pessimist  view  of  that  matter.  It 
might,  therefore,  be  desirable  to  give 
the  Commissioners  power  to  re-invest  in 
land.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  had  suggested  Uiat  there 
should  be  some  lay  representative  of 
the  Church  on  the  trust.  He  (the 
Bishop  of  Lichfield)  quite  agreed  with 
him ;  and  he  thought  that  it  was  unde- 
sirable that  the  Bishop  should  be  mixed 
up  with  this  purely  business  matter. 
Therefore  he  ought  to  be  out  of  the  trust 
altogether ;  but  only  if  he  had  the  right 
of  veto.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Viscount  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
(Viscount  Cross)  would  kindly  give  his 
attention  to  those  points  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
The  provision  of  allotments  for  the  la- 
bouring poor  was,  no  doubt,  an  excellent 
object;  but,  unless  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity had  power  to  purchase  land  from 
some  of  the  other  neighbouring  land- 
lords, it  might  appear  as  if  that  was  a 
measure  to  provide  allotments  for  the 
labouring  poor  at  the  expense  of  the 
Church,  and  that  glebe  lands  were  the 
corpus  vile  on  which  the  experiment  was 
to  be  made.  He  hoped  that  that  would 
not  really  be  the  case. 

LoBD  GEIMTHGBPE  said,  that  if 
any  additional  trustees  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed, they  should  neither  be  the 
churchwarden  of  the  parish  nor  any 
person  to  be  chosen  by  popular  election. 
The  moment  there  is  any  power  to  be 
wielded  it  will  be  fought  for,  and  church- 
wardens are  elected  by  Dissenters  as  well 
as  Churchmen.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
have  a  fixed  body  than  a  fluctuating  one ; 
one,  for  instance,  such  as  the  Eocleeiaa- 
tical  Commissioners,  or  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty,  would  be  far  better  because,  at 
every  change  in  a  fluotuatine  body,  there 
was  some  cost  incurred,  and  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  diminish  the 
cost  of  selling  glebes.  For  that  reason 
he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  introdoction 
into  the  trust  of  any  one  possessing  the 
churchwarden  character — an  arranse- 
ment  which  would  also  iqvoIto  aU  ttw 
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inoonTeniences   attending   a   parochial 
election. 

The  SE€RETAET  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscoaut  Cross)  said,  he  was 
glad  to  tind  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  met  with  universal  assent  from 
every  quarter  of  the  House ;  and  that, 
with  very  few  exceptious.  all  the  objec- 
tions that  had  been  raised  only  referred 
to  points  of  detail.  As  to  the  endow- 
ment trustees,  the  great  object  was  to 
have  a  body  of  trustees  who  should,  at 
all  eveuts,  be  local ;  and  that,  if  there 
was  a  sale,  the  purchase-money  should 
not  be  placed  either  in  the  hands  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  or  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty,  but  that  it  should,  to  a 
certain  extent,  be  localized  in  the  diocese 
as  far  as  possible.  Then  how  were  they 
to  get  a  simple  body  of  trustees  ?  It 
had  been  thought  wise  to  put  in  the 
Bishop,  the  patron,  and  the  incumbent; 
but,  after  the  observations  which  had 
been  made,  he  would  endeavour  to  see 
if  the  arrangement  could  be  simplified 
in  any  way.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  last  spoken  (Lord 
Grimthorpe)  in  the  idea  that  the  sug- 
g^tion  that  a  churchwarden  should  be 
included  was  open  to  the  objection  that 
they  must  have  an  election  for  the  pur- 
pose. It  was  quite  true  that  the  incum- 
bent and  the  churchwardens  might  be 
incorporated  for  that  particular  purpose ; 
but  agiiinst  the  incorporation  of  the 
trustees  in  a  case  of  that  kind  there  was 
the  objection  that,  if  they  became  incor- 
porated, they  would  not  bo  individually 
liable,  and  it  was  deemed  desirable  to 
maintain  the  individual  liability  of  those 
who  had  to  deal  with  that  particular 
money.  He  would  say,  however,  that 
the  point  urged  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  might  well  be 
brought  forward  in  Committee.  Turn- 
ing to  another  point,  it  was  intended  by 
the  Bill  that  anything  that  could  really 
be  held  to  be  necessary  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  person  who  had  the  par- 
sonage house  should  be  retained,  whe- 
ther it  was  an  outbuilding,  a  garden,  or 
other  appurtenance.  Next,  he  agreed 
that  the  proposed  power  of  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  so  long  as  it  remained,  should 
belong  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  as  a 
whole,  and  not  be  confined  to  a  com- 
mittee. With  regard  to  the  cost  of  the 
conveyance  under  the  Bill,  when  the 
Commissioners  were  satisfied  about  the 
•ale,  had  received  the  money,  and  had 


given  the  purchaser  a  certificate,  that 
gave  him  an  absolute  title  the  moment 
he  took  it  to  the  Land  Hogistry  and 
registered  it,  without  the  least  expense. 
That  was  a  great  simplification  of  th  e 
conveyance  of  the  land,  and  it  tended  to 
cheapness.  It  was  not  quite  fair  to  say, 
as  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  had  done,  that  they  pro- 
vided no  ecclesiastical  check  on  the  sale ; 
because  the  application  could  not  be 
made,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  Land 
Commissioners  without  notice  being 
given,  not  only  to  the  patron,  but  also  to 
the  Bishop.  Therefore,  the  Bishop  had 
the  power  of  laying  the  whole  case  before 
the  Land  Commissioners,  who  would  not 
sanction  the  sale  unless  they  were  satis- 
fied that  the  objections  of  the  Bishop, 
or  the  patron,  were  not  such  as  ought 
to  prevent  it.  The'rijrht  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Lichfield)  had  suggested 
that  the  purchase-money  should  be  re- 
invested in  land ;  but  as  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  those 
glebe  lands,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  well  that  the  purchase-money  should 
be  re-invested  in  other  land.  What 
had  happened  in  the  case  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  ?  They  had 
sold  Church  lands  to  the  amount  of 
£2,000,000.  By  Act  of  Parliament, 
they  were  absolutely  bound  to  re-invest 
in  land  ;  but  they  had  never  made  up 
their  minds  to  buy  the  land.  That  he 
wanted  to  avoid;  and,  therefore,  he 
objected  to  giving  any  power  by  that 
Bill  to  re- invest  in  land.  By  the  Bill 
they  allowed  the  money  to  be  invested 
only  in  Oovemmeut  securities,  or  in 
railway  stocks,  under  certain  specified 
conditions,  which  afforded  ample  gua- 
rantoes  for  its  safety.  With  regara  to 
the  safety  of  the  documents  which  were 
to  represent  the  money  invested  in  these 
new  securities,  that  money  could  only 
be  invested,  and  if  the  certificate  were 
lost  twenty  times  over  it  would  not  affect 
the  securitiesi  as  it  would  only  be  neces- 
sary to  go  to  the  Bank  of  England,  or  to 
the  Eailway  Company,  as  the  case 
might  be,  to  get  the  certificate  renewed. 
He  had  been  asked  not  to  take  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  for  some  time,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  read  and  con- 
sidered in  the  country  by  all  who  were 
interested  in  the  matter.  That  he 
thought  was  a  very  reasonable  request, 
and  if  it  would  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  their  Lordships  he  would  fix 
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the  Committee  stage  for  that  day  fort- 
nif^ht. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
et'B  were  not  bound  to  re-invest  in  land. 
They  had  a  discretion  to  retain  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  in  stock,  and 
though  a  large  portion  of  the  £2,000,000 
which  had  been  referred  to  so  remained, 
yet  a  third  at  least  had  been  invested  in 
ground  rents,  tithe  rent-charge,  and  the 
like. 

Yiscomrr  CROSS  said  it  might  be  as 
the  most  rev.  Primate  had  said  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  as  regarded  the  Com- 
missioners' obligation,  he  felt  bound  to 
adhere  to  his  previous  statements  on  the 
point. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord" 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  o^ 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  \st  of 
March  next. 

POLICE  ACTS  (IRE  LAND) -THE  COR- 
PORATION OF  LIMERICK  —  EXTRA 
POLICE. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Duke  op  ST.  ALBANS:  I 
beg  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
What  is  the  present  position  of  the  claim 
against  the  Corporation  of  Limerick  for 
extra  police ;  whether  it  can  be  legally 
enforced ;  if  so,  why  this  has  not  been 
done ;  and,  if  part  or  all  of  such  claim 
has  been  relinquished  by  the  Govern- 
ment, on  whom  this  payment  will  fall ; 
also  to  ask  whether  it  is  true,  as  reported 
in  the  newspapers,  that  the  Corporation 
of  Limerick  has  recently  repudiated  its 
liability  to  contribute  to  the  repayment 
of  the  money  advanced  out  of  the  Public 
finances  for  the  purposes  of  the  district 
lunatic  asylum  ?  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  this  is  an  old  story,  but  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  not  consider  that  I 
have  unduly  trespassed  on  your  atten- 
tion in  the  Question  which  stands  in  my 
name.  I  have  no  wish  to  embarrass 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  their  very 
difficult  task  of  governing  Ireland  in 
bringing  this  matter  forward.  The  cir- 
cumstances to  which  my  Question  refers 
occurred  during  the  Viceroyalty  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  and  not  during 
the  Administration  of  the  noble  Ean 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  or  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen).  I  have  no 
desire  of  seeming  to  censure  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  for  his  conduct  of 
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the  early  stages  of  this  dispute,  forwhioh 
I  suppose  the  noble  Earl  must  be  held 
responsible,  but  I  think  that  what  is 
known  of  this  matter  your  Lordships 
will  agree  that  it  is  a  state  of  affairs 
eminently  unsatisfactory.  The  ooet  of 
extra  police  was  resisted  by  the  Limerick 
Corporation  during  the  Yioeroyahy  of 
Earl  Spencer  ;  the  question  dragged  <m 
during  that  of  Earl  Carnarvon  and  Earl 
of  Aberdeen,  and  is  still  unsettled  usiess 
the  Gt)vernment  has  decided  to  aban- 
don their -claim.  A  contumadoiis  Cor- 
poration had  during  this  long  tame 
flouted  the  power  of  the  Executive  and 
the  authority  of  the  Courts  of  law, 
because  I  believe  this  claim  has  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Queen's  Bench  in 
Ireland.  The  facts  were  these — ^At  the 
Summer  Assizes  of  1882,  at  the  Spring 
of  1 883,  and  Summer  of  1 883,  the  Judges 
of  Assize  fiated  three  several  present- 
ments for  the  cost  of  extra  police  to  be 
raised  off  the  oily  of  Limerick,  and 
amounting  in  the  whole  to  £1,450  3t.  3if. 
The  Corporation  of  Limerick,  on  whom 
had  developed  the  fiscal  powers  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  were  bound  peremptorily 
to  raise  that  amount,  but  refused  to  do 
so.  Proceedings  were  instituted  in  the 
Court  of  Queen'tt  Bench  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  compel  them  to  do  so.  On 
the  14th  of  May,  1884,  the  Queen's 
Bench  made  an  absolute  order  for  a 
mandamus  commanding  the  Mayor  and 
Corporation  to  raise  and  pay  over  the 
amount.  The  Corporation  met  and  re- 
solved— 

*'  That  this  Council  declines  to  comply  with 
the  mandamut^  inasmuch  as  the  Oounoil  an  of 
opinion  that  the  tax  is  unjust  and  tyianniral, 
and  if  now  imposed  illegal.'' 


The  return  of  the  writ  of 
was  a  copy  of  this  resolution.  At  the 
Spring  Assizes  of  1884  the  Judges  fialed 
a  further  presentment  for  an  additional 
sum' of  £466  4«.,  and  on  July  4,  1884,  a 
second  mandamus  was  obtained  to  oomp^ 
payment  of  that  amount.  TheOorporm- 
tion,  however,  ag^n  refused  and  mada  a 
similar  resolution  and  return.  No  farther 
steps  appeared  to  have  beoi  taken,  ^e 
effect  of  this  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Limerick  Corporation,  and  that  no  slaps 
had  been  taken  to  follow  up  the  memia 
m%u — which,  1  am  afraid,  was  the  object 
desired — had  brought  the  Qovemment 
into  contempt  in  Ireland.  Thoe  ooiild 
be  no  greater  misfortune  in  the  admiai*- 
tration  of  the  affairs  of  a  countij 
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that  a  Local  Authority  should  be  able  to 
set  at  defiance  the  legal  power  of  the 
Grown  and  jurisprudence  of  a  oouotry. 
I  suppose  it  is  a  just  dain,  and,  there- 
fore, machinery  should  exist  to  enforce 
it,  otherwise  the  only  thing  which  sur- 

g rises  one  is  that  any  locality  in  Ireland 
as  paid  this  extra  police  tax.  Aa  re- 
gards the  latter  part  of  my  Question,  it 
is  founded  on  a  statement  in  the  Irish 
intelligence  of  The  Timet  to  the  effect 
that— 

'*  The  Limerick  Corporation  having  been  suc- 
oenf nl  so  far  in  their  persistent  refusal  to  pay 
the  Qoyerament  demands  for  a  portion  of  the 
costs  of  extra  police  drafted  into  the  city  daring 
the  land  agitation,  adopted  to-day  a  similar 
course  of  opposition  with  regard  to  the  claim  of 
the  Gk>vemor8  of  the  Limerick  District  Lunatic 
Asylum.  The  Town  Council  for  some  years 
past  have  been  pnetitioning  the  Lord  Laeutenant 
for  the  time  being  for  representation  on  the 
Asylum  Board  on  the  ground  that  large  sums 
of  money  for  the  cost  of  the  cit^  patients  are 
voted  annually  by  the  Corporation,  and  that 
the  latter,  through  not  having  the  power  to 
appoint  Governors,  have  no  control  over  the 
expenditure  of  the  institution.  Acting  on  the 
statements  put  forward,  the  Mayor  and  his 
successors  in  oflSoe  were  appointed  ex  officio 
Governors,  and  some  members  of  the  Town 
Council  were  from  time  to  time  appointed 
Governors  by  the  Viceroy.  This,  however,  did 
not  satisfy  the  Nationalist  Members,  who  con- 
sider that  the  Corporation  should  be  repre- 
sented directly  by  members  selected  from  the 
Town  Council  in  virtue  of  their  office,  and  as 
representing  the  city  taxpayers.  To-day  it  was 
proposed,  and  passed  unanimously,  that  the 
Corporation  should  refuse  to  grant  any  n^ore 
money  towards  the  support  of  the  asylum  until 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  granted  the  Town  Council 
a  representation  on  the  Board  of  Governors.** 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  should 
like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
say  on  whom  the  hurdens  the  Limerick 
Oorporation  refused  to  bear  would  fall  in 
the  event  of  the  victory  remaining  with 
the  Corooration  ?  Will  it  fall  upon  the 
broad  shoulders  of  the  British  taxpayer, 
which  seem  to  me  to  be  both  unjust 
and  undesirable  ?  I  should  also  like  to 
ask  what  the  Government  propose  to  do 
in  the  future  to  compel  the  Corporation 
of  Limerick  to  meet  their  liabilities.  If 
such  a  state  of  things  as  the  present  is 
to  be  tolerated,  it  seems  to  me  that 
Government  could  not  be  said  to  exist  in 
Limerick,  and  would  retain  its  title, 
conferred  by  the  late  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field,  as  the  worst  and  weakest  Executive 
in  the  world. 

Tub  LOED  PHIVY  SEAL  (Eari 
Oadogak)  said,  he  had  paused  before 
rising,  because  he  thought  that  perhaps 
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the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  would  feel 
it  his  duty  to  reply  to  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  St.  Albans).    It  was  true 
that  this  was  an  ancient  matter,  the  cir- 
cumstances to  which  allusion  was  made 
having  occurred  between  the  years  1882 
and  1884.     The  noble  Duke  had  cor- 
rectly stated  what  had  taken  place ;  but 
he  asked  what  was  the  present  position 
of  matters,  and  what  were  the  present 
powers  of  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recovery  of  the  tax  for  extra 
police,' and  which,  undoubtedly,  was  still 
owing  by  the  Corporation  of  Limerick  ? 
In    reply,    he  (Earl    Cadogan)  might 
state  that  in  December,  1 884,  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
explained  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  the  only  further  legal  procedure 
open  to  the  Government  was  to  apply  to 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  an  order 
for  the  committal  to  prison  of  the  de- 
faulting members  of  the  Limerick  Cor- 
poration— an  extreme  proceeding  that  it 
was  not  then  considered   desirable  to 
adopt.    He  (Earl  Cadogan)  was  afraid 
that  it  was  not  more  desirable  now  than 
it  was  then ;  but  he  might  inform  his 
noble  Friend  that  the  claim  on  the  Town 
Council  had  not  been  formally  relin- 
quished by  the  Government;  and  that 
in  the  meantime  the  expenses  of  these 
extra  police  had  been  charged  to  the 
Constabulary  Vote.    The  debt  had  npt 
been  increased  for  some  time  past,  inas- 
much as  the  proclamation  under  which 
the  extra  police  were  required  had  ex- 
pired some  18  or  19  months  ago.     With 
reference  to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, the  refusal  of  the  Corporation  to 
present  payment  towards  the   district 
lunatic  asylum,  the  facts  were  these — 
The  Corporation  had  demanded  on  behalf 
of  the  ratepayers  of  Limerick  a  larger 
representation  of  the  City  of  Limerick 
on  the  Board  of  (Governors  of  the  asylum 
than  they  now  possessed,  and  they  had 
adopted  a  resolution  declining  to  present 
the  maintenance  of  the  asylum  unless 
the  demand  was  complied  with.    The 
Gt)vemment,  however,  felt  that  the  Cor- 
poration had  no  ground  for  making  their 
demand,  as  an  analysis  of  the  list  of  the 
Board   of    Governors   of  the    asylum 
showed  that  the  city  ratepayers^as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  county  ratepayers-*- 
were  already  amply — if  not  unduly — re- 
presented, having  regard  to  the  popula- 
tion and  valuation  of  the  city  and  county 
respectively.     Should  the  Oorporation 
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persist  in  their  refusal  to  make  the  pre- 
sentment, there  was  an  express  statu- 
tory provision  under  which  the  Judge  of 
Assize  could  make  an  order  for  the  levy- 
ing of  the  necessary  rate,  and  which  will 
have  the  force  of  a  presentment.  With 
regard  to  the  apprehension  of  the  noble 
Duke  as  to  the  money  having  been  ad- 
vanced out  of  the  public  finances,  there 
had  been  no  such  advance.  It  is  not 
a  matter  of  '' repayment  of  money  ad- 
vanced out  of  public  finances,"  but  en- 
tirely one  of  local  finance ;  the  old  sys- 
tem of  Treasury  advances  for  the  main- 
tenance of  asylums  having  been  given 
up. 

Earl  SPENGEE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  his  duty  to  make  some  observations 
on  the  question  which  had  been  put  by 
his  noole  Friend  (the  Duke  of  St. 
Alban's),  and  the  answer  which  had 
been  given  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan).  It 
was  quite  true  that  this  unfortunate, 
and,  he  thought,  disastrous  incident  oc- 
curred during  the  time  that  he  (Earl 
Spencer)  was  Lord  Lieutenant.  He 
did  not  wish  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
by  going  over  all  the  facts  of  the  case. 
It  was  a  very  long  and  a  very  compli- 
cated history,  and  it  would  only  cause 
weariness  to  their  Lordships  if  he  were 
to  go  through  every  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. AH  he  would  say  was  this — 
that  in  consequence  of  the  disturbed 
state  of  Limerick  in  1882,  when  he  ar- 
rived ^there  he  found  that  the  Police 
Authorities  in  the  city  declared  that 
they  would  not  be  able  to  fulfil  the  ordi- 
nary duties  of  the  police  without  an  extra 
force.  There  were  two  provisions  under 
which  this  force  could  be  provided  under 
the  Act  of  William  lY.  One  of  these 
provisions  was  that  so  many  magistrates 
could  petition  the  Lord  lieutenant  for 
an  extra  force  to  be  sent  down  ;  and  the 
other  provision  was  the  ISth  section, 
which  said  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on 
the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  if  he 
considered  that  the  state  of  the  town 
was  bad  and  required  extra  police, 
should  have  power  to  send  the  extra 
force  to  the  city,  the  moiety  of  the 
charge  for  such  force  falling  on  the 
city.  It  was  his  painful  duty  on  that 
occasion  to  propose  to  the  Privy  Council, 
and  on  th«ir  advice  to  oarry  out,  the 
Proclamation  ordering  a  oertiuu  number 
of   extra   police  for  Limerick.    From 
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time  to  time  that  question  was  before 
him — indeed,  hardly  a  month  passed  in 
which  the  Limerick  police  did  not  come 
before  him.    He  was  most  anxious  to 
come  to  an  amicable  arrangement  with 
the  Corporation  on  the  matter ;  and  at 
the  earliest  moment  possible  he  took 
what  steps  he  could  to  diminish  the 
force.      He  diminished  it  first  by  20 
men,  and  then  again  by  so  many  more, 
until,  at  last,  the  moiety  the  Corporation 
had  to  pay  was  for  10  men.     Under 
another    section    of    the    Police    Acts 
power  was  given  to  the  Inspector  Oene- 
ral  to  send  from  time  to  time  from  one 
county  to  another,  or  from  a  county  to 
a  city  in  Ireland,  extra  police  if  it  was 
found  to  be  necessary.    His  Predecessor 
in  the  Yiceroyalty  had  found  it  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  force  from  time  to 
time.    When  they  found  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Limerick  were  unwilling  to 
pay  this  tax,  it  became  a  matter  of 
grave    consideration   what   should    be 
done.     He  quite  recognized  the  impor- 
tance of  getting  Acts  of  this  sort  carried 
out,  and  of  seeing  the  authority  of  the 
Government  obeyed,  and  not  set  at  de- 
fiance.     The   Irish   Government   pro- 
ceeded in  the  ordinary  way  for  obtain- 
ing  payments    of    tlus    kind.      They 
applied  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
through  the  Crown  Law  Officers;  and 
the  Court,  after  going  into  the  question, 
issued  a  mandamue.     They  had  hoped 
that  the   result  of   these   proceedings 
would  have  been  that  the  Corporation 
would  have   paid  an    imperative  tax. 
There  was  no  question  before  the  Court 
as  to  the  legality  of  it.  It  was  decided  to 
be  legal ;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  personidly* 
that  the  necessity  was  a  great  one  for 
sending  the  extra  force.    Her  Majesty's 
Government,  seeing  that  the  Corporation 
had  refused  to  obey  the  mandamuM  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  had  to  consider 
what  should  be  done.    His  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Earl  Cadogan)  stated  only  part 
of  the  decision  of  the  then  Government. 
He  stated  that  the  ordinary  course  in  the 
the  circumstances  was  to  apply  to  have  the 
mandamu9  made  absolute ;  but  the  only 
way  of  doing  that,  according  to  the  advice 
of  their  Legal  Advisers,  was  to  attach  the 
persons  of  the  Council  who  took  part  in 
these  proceedings — ^in  other  words,  to 
take  steps  for  the  arrest  of  the  Mayor 
and  Corporation   of   Limerick.     That 
would  have  been  a  very  serious   and 
grave  act.    Although  he  would  not  si^ 
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that  on  certain  occasions  it  might  not 
have  to  be  done ;  it  was  a  step  which 
would  have  created  immense  excitement, 
and  it  would  not  have  brought  the  Go- 
vernment one  whit  nearer  to  obtaining 
the  money  owing  by  the  Corporation. 
The  matter  was  referred  by  him  to  the 
Cabinet  in  London  ;  and  the  decision  of 
the  Cabinet  was  that,  instead  of  proceed- 
ing by  attachment  against  the  persons 
of  the  Corporation,  they  should  proceed 
by  way  of  legislation,  and  obtain  powers 
for  the  Government  in  such  cases  to 
levy  the  tax  themselves.  That  wss  an- 
nounced by  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  was  stated  that  the 
Government  would  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  after  Whitsuntide.  As  their 
Lordships  knew,  the  Government  came 
to  an  end ;  but  he  maintained  that,  so 
far  as  the  Gt>vemment  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  be  the  head  in  Ireland 
was  conceraed,  they  were  not  to  be  taxed 
with  having  allowed  the  matter  to  lapse ; 
that  they  took  every  step  they  could  at 
the  time  short  of  putting  the  whole  Cor- 
poration in  prison ;  and  that  they  could 
not  have  acted  in  a  different  way  to  what 
they  did.  Then  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  succeeded  to  the 
Yiceroyalty  in  Ireland,  and  received  a 
deputation  from  Limerick;  and  it  was 
understood  in  Ireland  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  practically  dropped  the  whole 
case,  and  given  up  the  claim  against  the 
town  and  Corporation. 

Thb  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadogan).  interposing,  said,  what  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  did 
was  to  suggest  a  compromise ;  he  did  not 
think  Lord  Carnarvon  relinquished  the 
claim. 

Eabl  SPENCER  said,  he  did  not 
know  what  the  compromise  was — they 
could  only  judg^  from  what  they  saw  in 
the  newspapers — but  it  was  understood 
at  the  time  that  they  had  dropped  the 
daim. 

Eabl  CADOGAN  said,  he  onlv  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Esrl  of  Carnarvon)  did  not  relin- 
quish the  daim. 

Eabl  SPENCER  said,  he  could  only 
say  that  when  the  Liberal  Government 
returned  to  Office  it  was  understood — 
and  he  made  inquiry  about  it — that  the 
claim  had  been  practicallv  relinquished ; 
and  during  the  few  months  last  summer 
when  the  Government  remained  in  Office 


the  question  was  never  even  brought  up 
for  disposal.  He  should  like  to  say  a 
word  on  the  subject  of  the  lunatic  asy- 
lums. He  disapproved  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  managers  and  governors 
of  lunatic  asylums  were  appointed  in 
Ireland.  It  was  one  of  the  things  that 
must  one  day  or  other  be  dealt  with. 
Those  j;ovemors  were  nominated  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and  there  was  con- 
siderable dissatisfaction  that  the  rate- 
payers, who  had  to  pay  towards  their 
maintenance,  had  no  voice  on  the  go- 
verning body.  He  had  himself  had  no 
little  difficulty  on  this  subject ;  because, 
while  the  liord  Lieutenant  might  be 
very  anxious  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
any  Corporation  or  other  local  body 
concerned  in  a  lunatic  asylum,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  and  the 
Viceroy  to  divest  himself  of  responsi- 
bility for  an  appointment.  It  would  be 
well,  therefore,  to  alter  the  law  in  that 
regard.  While  speaking  of  these  mat- 
ters, he  could  not  help  referring  to  a 
case  which  had  arisen  in  the  Courts  of 
Law  in  Dublin.  A  learned  Judge  iA 
this  country  inherited  property  in  Tip- 
perary,  of  which  a  lease  had  been 
granted  by  his  predecessor  in  title  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  the  pre- 
mises to  be  used  for  a  lunatic  asylum. 
The  learned  Judge  two  years  ago  failed 
to  obtain  any  rent,  and  he  accordingly 
applied  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  refused  to  pay.  Thereupon  he  ap- 
plied to  the  Courts  in  Dublin  to  mark 
judgment  against  the  Local  Government 
jBoard.  He  (Earl  Spencer)  believed  they 
did  mark  judgment ;  and  the  Local  Gt>- 
vemment  Board  would,  he  presumed, 
have  to  pay  the  money  out  of  the  sum 
voted  to  them  by  Parliament.  Now, 
that  was  a  different  case  to  the  other, 
because  here  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  power  to  levy,  although  he 
did  not  say  it  was  a  power  which  it  was 
desirable  to  enforce ;  but  he  was  curious 
to  know  what  the  Government  proposed 
to  do  with  regard  to  it.  He  imagined 
that  the  guardians  refused  to  levy  the 
rate,  and  that  in  future  it  would  be 
paid  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  was  quite  certain  that  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Spencer)  who  had  just  sat  down 
was  fully  justified  in  strengthening  Uie 
police  force  of  Limerick,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain that  any  measure  he  could  have  pro- 
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posed  to  take  to  collect  the  rate  would 
nave  been  supported  by  Parliament  and 
the  country,  ^ut  what  he  wished  to  sub- 
mit to  their  Lordships  was  this — that  it 
was  of  very  little  public  interest  whether 
it  happened  under  this  or  that  Viceroy — 
this  or  that  Government.  What  was  im- 
portant was,  what  was  the  position  of  the 
case  now,  and  in  what  way  did  it  reflect 
upon  Parliament  ?  What  was  the  posi- 
tion ?  A  rate  had  been  levied  upon  the 
town  of  Limerick,  and  the  Mayor  and 
Town  Council  bad  undertaken  not  to  pay 
it.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  the  go- 
vernment of  which  he  was  then  a  Mem- 
ber did  not  think  it  right  to  proceed  to 
arrest  the  Mayor  of  Limerick,  and  the 
following  Gt)vemment  took  the  same 
course ;  but  how  stood  the  case  ?  What 
means  were  there  of  collecting  the  rate? 
They  had  just  been  told  there  were  none 
except  by  attaching  the  Mayor  and  Cor- 
poration of  Limerick,  or  some  of  them ; 
and  what  he  had  to  ask  was  whether  the 
Mayor  of  Limerick  wan  superior  to  the 
law  of  the  country  ?  If  that  was  so — 
and  it  was  apparently  recognized  both 
by  the  late  and  present  Oovemment — 
then  he  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  said 
that  the  position  was  a  very  serious  one 
indeed.  But  let  him  leave  that  part  of  the 
q^uestion,  and  refer  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion brought  forward  by  the  noble  Duke. 
It  appeared  that  the  Town  Council  had 
been  petitioning  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for 
representation  on  the  Asylums  Board, 
on  the  ground  that  large  sums  of  money 
were  voted  annually  for  the  city  patients 
by  the  Corporation.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant appointed  the  Mayor  and  his 
successor  in  office  as  town  governors ; 
but  that  did  not  satisfy  the  Nationalists, 
and  on  the  drd  February  they  passed  a 
resolution  that  the  Corporation  refused 
to  grant  any  more  money  towards  the 
support  of  the  asylum  until  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  granted  the  Town  Council 
adequate  representation  on  the  board. 
The  Town  Council  took  up  that  position, 
not  because  they  did  not  obtain  repre- 
sentation, but  because  they  did  not  ob- 
tain it  in  the  precise  manner  in  which 
they  wanted  to  have  it.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Camperdown)  questioned  whether  it 
would  have  been  legal  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  have  granted  what  they 
wished.  If  it  was  true  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Mayor  and  Cor- 
poration had  refused  the  contribution  for 
which  the  town  was  liable ;  and  if,  as 
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they  were  told,  the  only  means  of  on- 
forcing  the  rate  was  by  issuing  a  man^ 
damui  which  the  Corporation  declined  to 
obey,  he  would  ask  their  Lordtbips  if 
Parliament  and  the  Government  were 
going  to  allow  the  Mayor  and  Corpora- 
tion of  Limerick  to  defy  the  law  ?  So 
far  as  he  saw,  it  was  without  sufficient 
reason,  for  they  did  not  contend  that 
they  had  not  obtained  what  they  asked, 
but  that  they  had  not  obtained  it  in  the 
way  they  asked  for  it. 

LoR9  FITZGEI^ALD  said,  that  the 
whole  debt  amounted  to  £1,800,  and 
the  question  was  whether  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Limerick  should  be  permitted  to 
repudiate  legal  obligations  and  defy  the 
law.  He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into 
the  policy  of  the  present  system  of  im- 
posing a  tax  for  extra  police  in  Ireland, 
although  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  whe- 
ther that  policy  was  sound.  At  all 
events,  it  was  the  law,  and  the  law  ought 
to  be  obeyed,  or,  if  it  was  erroneous, 
altered.  In  this  case  the  Town  Council 
of  Limerick  had  refused  to  levy  a  rate  to 
pay  the  demand  ma4e  upon  them  foreztra 
police  employed  during  a  period  of  al- 
leged disturbance.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Spencer)  who  had  then  been  Viceroy 
had  made  every  inquiry  as  to  whether 
any  injustice  had  been  done,  and  on  one 
occasion  had  invited  the  Corporation  of 
Limerick  to  meet  and  confer  with  him, 
in  order  that  he  might  see  whether  he 
could  reduce  the  amount  in  any  manner 
consistent  with  the  law.  The  Town 
Council  had  put  forward  a  somewhat 
contemptuous  refusal,  and  the  Ghovem- 
ment  of  the  day  could  do  nothing  but 
proceed  against  them.  Once  that  had 
been  done,  it  ought  to  have  been  carried 
on  to  the  end.  A  mandamui  had  been 
obtained  from  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  nobody  appearing  on  behalf  of 
the  Town  Council  to  show  cause  againrt 
it.  The  Town  Council  refused  to  com- 
ply with  the  mandamui  on  the  ground, 
as  stated  in  a  resolution,  that  the  tax 
was  unjust  and  had  been  illegally  im- 
posed. To  put  such  a  document  as  this 
resolution  upon  the  file  was  undoubtedly 
a  great  contempt  of  the  Court  of  Qaeen's 
Bench,  and  the  one  answer  to  it  should 
have  been  an  attachment  for  contempt. 
He  could  understand,  however,  that  ttie 
Oovemment  of  the  day  had  been  very 
unwilling  to  single  out  any  parCieQlar 
person.  The  only  other  remeay  was  to 
proceed  by  legislation,  and  to  allow  the 
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Goverument  to  make  the  rate  them- 
selves, and  then  send  it  down  to  the 
Local  Authority  to  be  collected.  As  he 
had  said  before,  he  had  some  doubt  as 
to  the  soundness  of  the  policy  of  the 
present  law  in  regard  to  mis  question ; 
but  if  the  law  was  unwise  or  unjust, 
let  it  be  altered,  but  they  must  have 
no  paltering  with  the  law,  and  they 
should  allow  neither  repudiation  or  con- 
tempt of  the  law.  In  his  opinion,  legis- 
lation such  as  he  had  suggested  was 
the  only  true  method  of  providing  against 
similar  difficulties  in  the  future. 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  ARTILLERY-RU- 
MOURED REDUCTION  OF  THE  FORCE. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIOKS. 

LoBD  NAPIEB  OF  MAGDALA,  on 
rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment,  Whether  a  considerable  reduction 
in  the  officers,  men,  and  guns  of  the 
Royal  Artillery  has  been  in  contempla- 
tion by  the  Oovemmeot ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Ooveromeot  will  reconsider 
any  such  contemplated  reduction,  seeing 
that  our  force  of  Artillery  is  at  present 
below  the  strength  necessary  for  our 
Army?  said,  they  had  heard  rumours 
of  large  Artillery  reductions ;  but  they 
had  not  been  brought  before  the  public 
except  in  Begimental  Orders.  It  was 
not  with  a  view  to  embarrass  the  Go- 
vernment that  he  had  put  this  Question, 
but  rather  in  the  hope  that  they  might 
be  induced  to  refrain  from  reducing  a 
part  of  our  most  perfect  armament,  which 
took  a  long  and  careful  training  to  bring 
to  perfection,  and  the  loss  of  which 
was  sure  to  be  followed,  at  no  distant 
time,  by  increased  expenditure,  if  by  no 
greater  eyil.  The  effect  of  the  proposed 
reductions  would  be  that  five  batteries 
of  our  force  of  Artillery  would  cease  to 
exist  as  batteries,  and  that  28  guns 
would  cease  to  be  Horse  Artillery  guns ; 
while,  with  regard  to  meo,  more  than 
600  trained  and  skiUed  artillerymen 
would  be  taken  from  that  important 
arm,  and  would  have  to  revert  to  other 
duties  which  required  much  less  train- 
ing. He  understood  that  the  ground 
on  which  the  anticipated  reduction  was 
based  was  that  our  Horse  Artillery  was 
in  larger  proportion  to  the  Field  Artil- 
lery than  in  any  other  European  Army ; 
and  as  a  considerable  reduction  of  guns 
was  said  to  be  intended,  he  presumed 
that  the  number  of  our  field  guns  gene- 
rally was  assumed  to  be  in  excess  of  our 


requirements.  He  would,  therefore,  en- 
deavour to  show  how  the  case  stood. 
He  took  the  number  of  our  batteries, 
horse  and  field,  from  the  published 
Army  List ;  and  though  a  considerable 
number  of  batteries  had  been  reduced 
from  six  to  four  guns,  yet  he  assumed 
that  on  emergency  we  might  be  able  to 
complete  them  to  six  guns  per  battery. 
According  to  The  Army  Ztst,  then,  we 
had  26  Horse  Artillery  batteries  at 
home  and  abroad,  and  80  Field  bat- 
teries, giving  a  total  of  106  batteries, 
or  636  guns.  The  troops,  according  to 
the  Establishment,  were — British  Ca- 
valry, 19,023;  Infantry,  143,093;  In- 
dian Cavalry,  22,732;  Infantry,  105,112; 
giviog  a  total  of  289,960.  Our  636 
guns  would  stand  to  them  in  the  pro- 
portion of  2.2  guns  per  1,000  men.  It 
would  be  said  that  a  large  deduction  of 
Infantry  must  be  made  for  garrisons ; 
but  against  that  they  had  to  set  off  the 
Militia  and  Heserve  —  let  them  say, 
100,000  men.  Now,  the  proportion 
which  Napoleon  laid  down  was  three 
guns  per  1,000  men,  and  that,  for  the 
present  day,  was  a  low  estimate.  Accord- 
ipg  to  that  standard  we  should  require 
869  guns,  or  233  more  than  we  possessed. 
The  Oerman  standard  was  now  3*6  guns 
per  1,000  men,  according  to  which  we 
ought  to  have  1,043  guns  instead  of  636. 
The  Oerman  proportion  of  guns  to  their 
whole  Effective  and  Reserve  Force  was 
2'5.  If  we  took  the  very  moderate 
number  of  100,000  men  as  our  Heserve 
and  Militia,  our  Artillery  would  be  for 
the  whole  Force  of  389,960  in  the  pro- 
portion of  nearly  1  '6  gun  per  1,000  men. 
As  to  our  Horse  Artillery  bearing  a 
larger  proportion  to  the  Field  Artillery 
than  in  any  other  Army  in  Europe,  he 
might  point  out  that  it  was  true  that  the 
proportion  was  larger  than  that  of  the 
German  Army,  and  slightly  larger  than 
that  of  the  French  Army ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  Horse  Artillery  had  no 
obligatory  dependence  on  the  Field  Ar- 
tillery. It  was  a  question  that  depended 
on  the  circumstances  of  a  country  and 
the  nature  of  its  warfare.  The  expe- 
rienced Artillery  officers  of  the  British 
Army  were  better  judges  of  their  require- 
ments than  any  foreign  officer  could  be ; 
and  ho  would  ask  how  many  experienced 
Artillerymen  outside  the  Department  had 
been  consulted  on  this  matter?  The 
Horse  Artillery  had  much  closer  relation 
to  the  Cavalry,  with  which  it  was  so  often 
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connected,  llian  with  the  Field  Artillery. 
The  Germans  had  4*6  guns  per  1,000 
Cavalry ;  the  English  only  3*6  per  1,000 
Cavalry.    The  Horse  Artillery  was  re- 
quired for  rapid  movement  from  one  part 
of  the  field  to  another  to  strengthen  an 
attack  or  to  prepare  the  way  for  Cavalry 
charges.    In  the  German  Army  lately 
a  practice  had  heen  adopted  which  pro- 
bably we  might  think  it  wiseto  follow 
— namely,   that  of  organizing   a   con- 
siderable body  of  Artillery  which  was 
called  Corps  Artillery.    That  Corps  Ar- 
tillery was  separate  and  independent, 
and  would  be  able  in  action  to  send  aid 
to  whatever  point  of  a  field  of  battle  it 
might  be  required.    It  was  the  opinion 
of  many  German  officers  of  repute  also 
that  Corps  Artillery  should  be  formed 
entirely  of  Horse  Artillery,  but  that  he 
thought  would  scarcely  be  possible,  be- 
cause no  country  would  be  able  to  provide 
a  sufficient  number  of  horses.  The  Field 
Artillery  could  not  change  ground  rapidly 
for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  an  at- 
tack or  preparing  the  way  for  Cavalry 
charges.    The  working  complement  of 
gunners  might  be  carried  on  the  limbers 
and  waggons ;  but  if  they'suffered  heavy 
loss  it  took  a  long  time  for  the  Foot  Ar- 
tillery to  come  any  distance  to  reinforce 
them.     He  would  refer  their  Lordships 
to  the  testimony  of  Prince  Hohenlohe, 
who  had  had  great  experience  in  active 
service  on  the  Continent,  as  to  the  value 
of  Horse  Artillery  in  the  field.   In  those 
days  of  rapid  movements  Artillery  were 
required  to  move  rapidly.     We  were 
even  thinkiog  much  of  Mounted  Infan- 
try ;  how  could  Field  Artillery  support 
them  ?    It  was  the  power  of  bringing 
up  Horse  Artillery  at  a  gallop    that 
enabled  Lord  Gough  to  complete  the 
destruction  of  the  Sikh  army  in  its  re- 
treat across  the  Sutlej  at  Sobraon.  Any- 
one who  had  seen  Horse  Artillery  in  the 
field  would  understand  how  many  valu- 
able qualities  were  required  to  fit  a 
soldier  for  that  service.  Our  Service  was 
different  from  that  of  most  other  na- 
tions, spread  about  in  every  quarter  of 
the  globe.  It  was  very  often  in  countries 
little  traversed  by  roads,  where  the  lighter 
and  more  movable    Artillery  was  re- 
qtiired.     Our  Service  was  one  of  small 
armies  and   detachments,  for  which  a 
larger  proportion  of  Artillery  was  re- 
quired, as  it  could  not  be  subdivided 
like  other  Armies.    In  the  present  un- 
settled state  of  Europe,  with  a  possi- 
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bility  of  a  demand  from  India  or  Africa, 
the  reduction  seemed  untimely  and  a 
most  wasteful  and  dangerous  one,  and 
he  trusted  the  Government  would  re- 
consider it. 

LoBD    ELLENBOBOUGH   said,    he 
fully  endorsed  all  that  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  who  had 
just  addressed  their  Lordships,  consider* 
ing  that  the  statement  just  delivered  de- 
served the  serious  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  for  the  following 
reasons — that  from  the  existence  of  short 
service  it  would  take  about  three  years 
to  replace  these  skilled  soldiers — tlutt  is, 
by  equally  efficient  ones — whose  esprii 
de  corps  would  not  be  enhanced  by  being 
removed  from  the  HiU  of  their  corps,  as 
it  were,  to  the  position  of  ordinary  ar- 
tillerymen ;  this  applies  more  or  less  co- 
gently to  the  reduction  of  Cavalry,  since 
a  lancer  or  hussar  is  not  made  in  a  day, 
which  is  further  emphasized  by  the  short 
service  in  vogue  depriving  us  of  the  effi- 
cient non-commissioned  officers  avail- 
able to  make  raw  recruits  into  efficient 
soldiers.      The  effective  use  of  Horse 
Artillery  was  evidenced  in  a  marked  de- 
gree on  the  the  occasion  referred  to  by 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  at  Sobraon 
on  a  retreating  enemy  crossing,  and  on 
the  opposite  of  the  river;  and  considering 
that  this  action  was  fought  40  years  since, 
there  are  not  very  many  to  tell  the  tale 
when  about  10,000  gallant  Seikh  soldiers 
lost  their  lives.    And  had  it  been  other- 
wise, and  also  not  been  followed  by  a 
rapid  march  of  Cavalry  and  Horse  Ar- 
tillery, the  enemy  would  doubtless  have 
made  a  stand  halfway  between,  or  at, 
Lahore,  and  thus  prevented  the  g^tes  of 
that  city  being  seized  by  Cavalry— the 
9th  Lancers — supported  by  Horse  Ar- 
tillery, and  the  city  consequently  taken 
possession  of  without  further  bloodshed. 
This  compelled  him  to  say  that  the  pro- 
posed   reduction    of    Horse    Artillery, 
coupled  with  the  24    Horse  Artillery 
lieutenant-colonels,  a  few  young  subal- 
tern officers  were  a  poor  substitute  for 
the  more  experienced  officers  reduced; 
and,  necessarily,  the  proposed  reductiuns 
were  the  height  of  folly,  considering  the 
present  state  of  Europe,  since  that  was  not 
the  time,  or  desirable,  to  thus  hastily  part 
with  such  efficient  soldiers  as  those  com- 
posing what  might  be  termed  a  portion 
of  the  iU(e  of  the  Army.    The  deficiency 
of  Horse  Artillery  tras  felt  by  the  German 
Army  in  the  late  War,  and  was  now 
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being  made  good,  and  was  further  evi- 
dence for  the  retention  of  that  efficient 
force,  which  could  not  be  replaced  in  a 
day ;  and  although  not  admitted,  Par- 
liaments and  Oovemments  acted  as  if 
money  ooly  had  to  be  voted  to  produce 
an  efficient  Army,  which  notion  led,  and 
would  lead,  to  a  further  waste  of  public 
money,  the  real  economy  being  in  the 
reduction  of  the  civilian  element  of  the 
Army  and  Navy. 

The  under  SEOEETARY  of 
bTATE  For  WAR  (Lord  Harris)  said, 
that  the  great  experience  and  knowledge 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  who  had 
introduced  the  subject  (Lord  Napier  of 
Magdala)  no  doubt  well  entitled  all  he 
said  on  military  affairs  to  the  highest 
respect.  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord, 
however,  would  not  expect  him  to  offer 
any  opinion  with  regard  to  the  propor- 
tion which  our  Artillery  ought  to  Sear 
to  other  arms  of  the  Service  as  compared 
with  the  proportions  in  other  armies. 
This  was  a  technical  matter,  on  which 
it  would  be  unwise  in  him  to  enter  into 
competition  with  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lora.  But  he  could  not,  in  his  present 
position,  admit  that  the  proposed 
chaog^  merited  some  of  the  terms  that 
had  been  applied  to  them,  such  as  un- 
necessary, wasteful,  and  dangerous.  He 
knew — and  he  thought  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  himself  must  know— that 
the  changes  could  not  have  been  under- 
taken and  brought  forward  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  without  the  closest  con- 
sideration and  full  conference  with  his 
Military  Advisers.  He  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  closest  attention 
had  been  given  to  the  whole  question ; 
and  he  must  also  say  that  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  painted  the  reduction— as 
the  change  was  in  part  simply  a  con- 
version— in  rather  too  high  a  colour. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  seemed  to  be 
under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  exact 
extent  of  the  reduction.  The  actual  re- 
duction of  the  batteries  was,  in  fact, 
only  two ;  but  there  was  a  further  con- 
version, he  admitted,  of  16  guns  which 
were  sent  into  store  in  order  that  these 
batteries  should  be  on  a  peace  footing, 
and  not  on  a  war  footing.  The  actual 
reduction  was,  therefore,  12;  in  the 
other  eight  cases  the  batteries  were 
placed  on  a  peace  instead  of  a  war  foot- 
ing. This  course  was  adopted,  he  un- 
derstood, by  most  of  the  Continental 
armies  when  they  put  the  Army  Corps 


Artillery  Establishment  upon  a  peace 
footing.  As  regarded  the  officers  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  there  was  a 
reduction,  undoubtedly,  of  24  lieutenant 
colonels ;  and  this  was  because  the  pro- 
portion in  that  rank  was  far  higher  than 
it  had  been  for  a  long  time  in  the  Ar- 
tillery, and  than  it  was  in  any  other 
branch  of  the  Army.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, it  was  in  contemplation  to  reduce 
that  reduction,  to  a  certain  extent,  by 
increasing  the  number  of  subalterns. 
As  regarded  the  Artillerymen,  there  was 
not,  taking  the  whole  Force,  a  reduc- 
tion ;  but  there  was  an  increase  of  some- 
thing like  300  men.  There  was  a  re- 
duction as  regarded  Field  and  Horse 
Artillery;  but  a  considerable  increase 
as  regarded  Garrison  Artillery,  making 
the  increase  in  the  whole  something  like 
300.  The  changes  which  were  contem- 
plated would  not  take  place  until  the 
commencement  of  the  next  financial 
year.  He  could  assure  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  that  these  changes  had 
been  contemplated  solely  with  the  idea 
of  placing  the  country  in  a  better  mili- 
tary position  than  it  had  ever  occupied 
before,  in  order  that  two  Army  Corps 
fully  equipped  might  be  placed  in  the 
field,  and  that  our  garrisons  at  home 
and  abroad  might  be  thoroughly  pro- 
vided for. 

church  sites  (compulsory  powers 
repeal)  bill,     [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  the  Church 
Building  Acts  relating  to  the  compulsory  pur- 
chase of  sites  for  churches  and  burial  grounds — 
Was  pretentedhy  The  Lord  Bishop  of  Lichfield ; 
readl*.    (No.  22.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueiday,  Ibth  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  PnivATB  Bills  {by  Order)  — 
Second  Heading  —  East  Huntingdonshire 
Water  •  ;  Newark  and  GUerton  Railway  • ; 
Sutton  District  Water. 

Third  Reading — Belfast  Main  Drainage,  and 
passed. 

PuiH-ic  'Bylls— Ordered — First  Heading  — "Met' 
chant  Shipping  (Fidhiog  Boats)  Acts  Amend- 
ment) •  [168]  ;  Waste  Lands  (Mining)  • 
[169j ;  Parish  Allotments  Committees* [170 
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Belfitt  will  bo  locked  ap  in  a  coTBrod  tank  and 

Pliir.l  TE   B  USIlfESS.  war  for  *t  least  aight  and  a-hU(  houn  daily 

, and  aig-htly.  '  No  doubt,*  wyB  the  Inte  boroa)rti 

"  inrToyor,  '  a  Byitem  of  sewer  ventilation  wonld 

BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL  abate  the  evil,  but  the  town  cannot  be  healthy 

f&u  Onfer>  while  any  deposit  is  suffered  to  accumulate  in 

"^'i'  the  Mwen.' " 

THIRD  BEiDiKG.  j^  Committee  eay— 

Order  for  Third  Eeadinff  read.  "  No  epedal  system  of  ventilation  is  provided 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '"'.^  ">'"  "^S"""-  »°?  ">«  ordinary  venUUiion 

"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  8^t^?."l-'l»<»nt.nuousIyg.v.nBoffpouon- 

^  ''I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Sir,  Belfast  fMr.  Ewart),  whom  I  see  in  his 
I  hare  coraplaTiied  on  preTious  occasions  place,  how,  in  the  face  of  this  opinion,  he 
to  the  House  that  this  scheme,  intro-  gets  over  the  fact  that  out  of  every  12 
dttcedby  the  Town  Ctouncil  of  Belfast.  hoursthesewageofBelfastwillbelocked 
has  been  promoted  and  pushed  forward  np  jn  s  sewer  and  a  covered  tank  for  at 
without  due  opportunity  having  been  leasteightanda-halfhours.  The  Lagan 
aBtirded  for  its  proper  consideration  by  pollution  Committee  say  that  no  apecial 
the  ratepayers  of  the  town.  I  think  system  of  ventilation  is  provided  for  in 
that  after  the  few  words  which  I  propose  this  scheme,  and  that  the  strest  ventila- 
te address  to  the  House  on  the  present  tion  gratings  will  be  continually  giving 
occasion,  it  will  be  admitted  that  the  off  obnoxious  gases.  The  second  reason 
complaints  which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  is  contained  in  these  words— 

to  make  were  only  too  well  founded.    I       .,  t^.^i..  ,l„  .„%. v„       ■  ■     *. 

3       t         t        ,  T>  1  Kurtoer,  the  acbeme  makes  no  provision  for 

raoBlved  only  a  few  days  ago  a  Report  the  Falls  and  Sbankhill  Road  Distnct,  the  most 

on  the   sewerafce  of  Belfast,  which  has  denselypopulatcdportionsaf  the  town." 

been  issued  by  the  Lagan  Pollution  Com-  -^       i  happen  to  represent  that  district, 

milteo.     They  say  m  that  Report-  i  ^^ed  not  further  identify  it,  because 

"  They  approached  the  investipation  of  this  we  have  heard  it  very  frequently  in  quite 

"^^i?*?"  '^"*'v.-*".*J'.v"'dT,'"^  7,T  a  dififerent  connection;  but  I  may  say, 

Domplated  the  msin  object  of  the  Bill  woold  be  __3  t  h,;„i,  *(,-»  .k„  i,«-     -ut^^vi. 

efferted.     Further  examination,  however,  con-  *"*.  ^  ^^}^'^  "/^  *'»®  ^°^-   H^*".?"^  °^' 

viooed  them  that  anch  would  not  be  the  case."  posite  Will  connrm  me,  that  this  divisioa 

Now.  what  is  the  conolueion  at  which  "  inhabited  by  workpeople  that  a  great 

many  manufactories  are  situated  there  ; 

and  that,  so  far  au  the  public  health  is 

..I.  .I.-      1.        ■         ■  1  ■  .     «■  .  .1  considered,   this  in  the  division  of  the 

"If   this   scheme  is  earned  into  effect  the  ^  l-  t.  ■         •■  •    i  ji 

town  will  have  e.ponded  £300,000  thereon,  and  *<"'°  "'"'*  requires  the  moat  close  and 

it  will  not  even  then,  according  to  the  late  and  constant    administrative    care.     But     if 

preaent  borough  surveyors,  be  healthy.     Vast  this   scheme  is  carried    into   effect,    the 

districU  of  it  will   remain  unaffected  l>y  the  Falls   and  Shankhill  Eoad  District  will 

sn^^urroT^^Tt^sTrdThent  ?^"  ^«  <^-'-^  '^^.^M^^^Tf--,,  '''^ 

mtothBL»gan:Bnd,intheopinionotthiBUom-  borough  surveyor,   when   the    Bill    was 

mittee.the  object  of  the  Act  will  not  have  been  first  promoted,  gave  evidence  that  if  the 

gained,  end  the  River  Lajtan  will  still  remain  scheme  was  carried  out  the  Elver  Lagan 

poUuted  and  unsanitary.     The  Lagan  Pollution  »o„id  be  entirely  free  from  the  present 

Committee,  alter  long  ana  careful   eoneidera-  j.    -l »      _   _    -   i     -i    mi.     -n  n 

tlon.  aid  fortified  by  e:ice]lent  le^l  and  engi-  d'schargesof  sewage  into  it.  The  Pollu- 

neering  advice,  aro  convinced  that  the  main  *'<»»   Committee  say,   however,  that  the 

drainage  scheme  would  entail  an  enormous  ex-  Falls  and  Shankhill  Hoad  District   will 

penditure  without  any   corresponding  advan-  be  Still    drained   into  the  Lagan  liver, 

tage.     They  are.  therefore,  compelled  to  oH;er  ^^^    therefore,   the  main  object  of  the 
the  most  strenuous  opposition  to  the  Bill  in  its        .  '  .„       '  .        ™    .  j      i. 

present  form."  scheme  wiU  not  be  effected.    It  appears 

— .  .     .    ,   ,.  ,    ■      ,      ,  that  a  further  scheme  is  in  contempla- 

They  arrived  at  this  conclusion  for  three  ^^^^  ^y  the  Corporation  of  Belfast,  be- 

reasons.     Dirst—  came,   although  the  borough  surveyor 

"  The  Corporation  may  not  discharge  any  last  May  told  ns  that  the  Biver  Lagan 

sewage  into  the  lough,  except  between  tho  com-  would    be   completely    puri&ed   by   this 

^^u'T^^-A  *•'  ■*'*'\f  **"  ""i  \  "^r^'  """;  scheme,  on  the  27tli  of  October,  in  a  P.e- 
naif  ebb-tide ;  in  other  words,  the  discharge  of  i     -,.   j    i       ,v    .  i 

the  sewage  is  limited  to  three  and  a-half  hours  P^''   submitted   by  that   gentleman  to 

outofthel2,aDdtheentirosewBgeofthetowDof  the  Corporation,  he — 
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*' Advocates  an  expenditure  of  £108,000,  in  stated  that  I  was  convinced  of  the  ob- 

addition  to  the  cost    of   the   main   drainage  y^Qug  justice  of  the  case,  but  that  I  was 

scheme,  and  exclusive  of   the  cost  of  taking  _.  ^o.«-:««^/i  ^p;«.-  «^»rvl»:4»       t*  i, 

lands  and  Parliamentary  expenses  necessary  fo?  not  convinced  of  its  necessity.     If  here- 

the  additional  work  involvingthis  expenditure;"  alter,  it  should  be  necessary  to  take  ex- 

and  for  what  ?    His  Eeport  says —  treme  actioninordertosecure  an  extended 

-  The    much-needed   improvement    of    the  municipal  fraii^i«e  for  the  body  of  the 

River  Lagan."  ratepayers  of  Belfast,  I  shall  not  hesi- 

Then,  are  we  to  have  another  Bill  next  ^f\^  ^^  ^  ?  ^'^.*'  tI^^^Pw'''  ^'"^l 

year  with  a  similar  clause  ?    If  for  this  ^l  ""?•  ^  '^^^i'''''^  ^  think  that  men  of 

reason  it  has  been  found  that  some  such  ^l  ff,'*««  ^\  ^f-f  ^'^^  me    after 

scheme  was  necessary,  why  was  it  not  ^I,*'^ J  ^?,rK'**l        he  present  scheme, 

included  in  the  present  Bill?    The  Be-  J^f^V^^J  p!1^  "1.  T    "^f  "S^^/*  ^  •?.' 

nort  ffoes  on  to  sav—  Corporation  of   Belfast  with 

Jr  *,«,,.  ^     ^  ^      J  *^®  carrying  out  of  important  sanitary 

-The  waters  of  the  BlacksUff  and  Pound  reforms  involving  the   expenditure  of 

Bum  are  utilized  by  many  manufacturers  and  ,  •      »  ►^  ^  ».*«    v* 

millowners  along  their  courses.    They  have  ^f^g®  ^'^P^®  ?}  money,  and,  at  the  same 

rights  and  powers  existing  and  vested  in  them  time,  to  forbid  the  townspeople,  who  are 

which  prevent  interference  with  the  directions  obliged  by  law  to  raise  the  money  for 

or  levels  of  the  streams,  or  interception  of  their  executing  them,  from  having  any  control 

waters.     *  These  streams  \says  the  kte  borough  over  the  expenditure, 
surveyor,  *  will  never  be  in  a  satisfactory  state         q_  ^  .  n^vTo  rif\^-k^  ,  .  i    ■»,.  ,x 

so  long  as  they  contain  weirs  and  obstructions,         k3ib  J  AMlliS  LQKRY  (Armagh,  Mid)  : 

and  the  manufacturers  foul  them  with  refuse  I  cannot  support  the  views  which  the 

and  warm  and  impure  water.*'  .  hon.    Member  for   West    Belfast   (Mr. 

The  Committee  add —  Sexton)  has  just  expressed ;  nor  do  I 

"There  is  no  power  sought  by  the  Main  think  he  is  better  informed  as  to  the 

Drainage  Bill,  or  existing  in  any  Act  of  Parlia-  wants   and    necessities  of  the   town   of 

ment,  authorizing  interference  with  these  rights  Belfast  than  I  am,  or  of    the  circum- 

^Mnh  fl^'nw'l?^  f^&.  "  ^'^  ^"""^  ''*^"  »^^c®«  w^i«^  ^ed  to  the  introduction  of 

which  flow  into  the  Lagan.  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.     The  fact 

Therefore,  the  fact  appears  to  be  this,  is  that  this  scheme  has  not  only  been 

that  if   the  present  scheme    be    fully  approved  of  by  the  borough  surveyor, 

carried  into  effect,  there  will  be  a  lock-  but  by  one  of  the  most  eminent  engi- 

mg  up  of  the  deposited  sewage  in  a  neersof  the  day— Mr.  Joseph  Bazalgette. 

covered  tank  and  sewer  for  eight  and  The    whole  matter    was  submitted   to 

a-half  hours  out  of  every  12,  and  that  that  genUeman  and  thoroughly  inquired 

the  Eiver  Lagan  will  not  be  entirely  into,  and  he  satisfied  himself,  from  the 

free    from    all    discharge    of    sewage,  investigation  he  gave  to  the  subject,  that 

Further  the  scheme  now  proposed  is  the  very 

"  That  the  waters  of  the  Blackstaff  and  the  best  which  could  be  brought  forward  for 

Pound  Bum,  which  are  utilized  by  many  manu-  the  town  of  Belfast.     The  hon.  Member 

facturera  and  millowners,  will  not  be  ma  very  i,^„  .  .^ ^   a     ^.i.      -d         ^     c       r^ 

satisfactory  state  so  long  as  they  contain  weii  *^*^  referred  to  the  Eeport  of  a  Com- 

and  obstructions ;  and  the  manufacturers  foul  niittee  called  the  Lagan  Pollution  Com- 

them  with  refuse  or  warm  and  impure  water."  mittee.     Now,  a  number  of  the  gentle- 

These  are  three  of  the  reasons  which  ^^^  who  composed  that  Committee  are 

induced  the  Lagan  Pollution  Committee  personal  friends  of  my  own,  and  I  have 

to  arrive  at  the    conclusion  that    the  had  an    opportunity  of   hearing  their 

measure  promoted  by  the  Corporation  of  reasons  for  putting  forward  a  scheme  of 

Belfast,  and  which  comes  before    the  their  own.    They  have  stated,  most  dis- 

House  to-day,  violates  every  one  of  the  tinctly,  that  they  are  not  opponents  of 

conditions  which  the  borough  surveyor  the  main  drainage  scheme,  but  that  all 

has  declared  to  be  necessary.    That  is  a  they  want  is  some  additional    scheme, 

brief  statement  of  the  case.    I  do  not  such  as  the  hon.  Member  has  referred 

propose   to  divide  the    House  on  the  to,  for  keeping  the  waters  of  the  Eiver 

present  occasion ;    but  I  will  conclude  Lagan  banked  up  and  made  into  a  lake, 

with  this  observation,  that  when  I  asked  Speaking  personally,  I  should  be  glad  to 

the  House,  and  the  House  agreed,  last  see  something  of  that  kind  done,  be- 

Session  to  extend  the  municipal  fran-  cause    I  believe    that  it  would  be   of 

chise  in  Belfast,  from  the  very  limited  great  advantage  to  the  town.     At  the 

body  who  now  possess  it  to  the  general  same  time  I  could  not  give  any  sanction 

body  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  town,  I  to  the  scheme  which  has  been  proposed. 
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BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL 

{by  Order). 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beadinfi;  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (5^#r  Charki  Forster,) 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Sir, 
I  have  complained  on  previous  occasions 
to  the  House  that  this  scheme,  intro- 
duced by  the  Town  Council  of  Belfast, 
has  been  promoted  and  pushed  forward 
without  due  opportunity  having  been 
afforded  for  its  proper  consideration  by 
the  ratepayers  of  the  town.  I  think 
that  after  the  few  words  which  I  propose 
to  address  to  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion,  it  will  be  admitted  that  the 
complaints  which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  make  were  only  too  well  founded.  I 
received  only  a  few  days  ago  a  Report 
on  the  sewerage  of  Belfast,  which  has 
been  issued  by  the  Lagan  Pollution  Com- 
mittee.   They  say  in  that  Report — 

**  The^  approached  tho  investigation  of  this 
scheme  in  the  belief  that  if  the  works  were 
completed  the  main  object  of  the  Bill  would  be 
effected.  Further  examination,  however,  con- 
vinced them  that  such  would  not  be  the  case." 

Now,  what  is  the  conclusion  at  which 
the  ratepayers  have  arrived.  They  say 
that— 

''If  this  scheme  is  carried  into  effect  the 
town  will  have  expended  £300,000  thereon,  and 
it  will  not  even  then,  according  to  the  late  and 
present  borough  surveyors,  be  healthv.  Vast 
districts  of  it  will  remain  unaffected  by  the 
scheme,  vast  quantities  of  sewage  will  flow  into 
the  Blackstaff  and  other  streams,  and  thence 
into  the  Lagan ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Com- 
mittee, the  object  of  the  Act  will  not  have  been 
gained,  and  Uie  River  Lagan  will  still  remain 
polluted  and  unsanitary.  The  Lagan  Pollution 
Comttittee,  after  long  and  careful  considera- 
tion, and  fortified  by  excellent  legal  and  engi- 
neering advice,  are  convinced  that  the  main 
drainage  scheme  would  entail  an  enormous  ex- 
penditure without  any  corresponding  advan- 
tage. They  are,  therefore,  compelled  to  offer 
the  most  strenuous  opposition  to  the  Bill  in  its 
present  form.*' 

They  arrived  at  this  conclusion  for  three 
reasons.    First — 

"The  Corporation  may  not  discharge  any 
sewage  into  the  lough,  except  between  tho  com- 
mencement of  ebb-tide  and  3Q  minutes  after 
half  ebb-tide ;  in  other  words,  the  discharge  of 
the  sewage  is  limited  to  three  and  a-half  hours 
out  of  the  1 2,  and  the  entire  sewage  of  the  town  of 


Belfast  will  bo  locked  up  in  a  covered  tank  and 
sewer  for  at  least  eight  and  a-half  hours  daily 
and  nightly.  *  No  doubt,'  says  the  late  borough 
surveyor,  '  a  system  of  sewer  ventilation  would 
abate  the  evil,  but  the  town  cannot  be  healthy 
while  any  deposit  is  suffered  to  accumulate  in 
the  sewers.'  '* 

The  Committee  say — 

''No  special  system  of  ventilation  is  provided 
for  in  this  scheme,  and  the  ordinary  ventilation 
grating  would  be  continuously  giving  off  poison- 
ous gases." 

I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast  (Mr.  Ewart),  whom  I  see  in  his 
place,  how,  in  the  face  of  this  opinion,  he 
gets  over  the  fact  that  out  of  every  12 
hours  the  sewage  of  Belfast  will  be  locked 
up  in  a  sewer  and  a  covered  tank  for  at 
least  eight  and  a-half  hours.  The  Lagaa 
Pollution  Committee  say  that  no  special 
system  of  ventilation  is  provided  for  in 
this  scheme,  and  that  the  street  ventila- 
tion gratings  will  be  continually  giving 
off  obnoxious  gases.  The  second  reason 
is  contained  in  these  wordi 


"  Further,  the  scheme  makes  no  provision  lor 
the  Falls  and  Shankhill  Road  District,  the  most 
densely  populated  portions  of  the  town.'* 

Now,  I  happen  to  represent  that  district. 
I  need  not  further  identify  it,  because 
we  have  heard  it  very  frequently  in  quite 
a  different  connection ;  but  I  may  aay, 
and  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite will  confirm  me,  that  this  division 
IS  inhabited  by  workpeople,  that  a  great 
many  manufactories  are  situated  there ; 
and  that,  so  far  as  the  public  health  ia 
considered,  this  is  the  division  of  the 
town  which  requires  the  most  close  and 
constant  administrative  care.  But  if 
this  scheme  is  carried  into  effect,  the 
Falls  and  Shankhill  Eoad  District  will 
still  be  drained  into  the  Lagan.  The 
borough  surveyor,  when  the  Bill  was 
first  promoted,  gave  evidence  that  if  the 
scheme  was  carried  out  the  Biver  Lagan 
would  be  entirely  free  from  the  present 
discharges  of  sewage  into  it.  The  Pollu- 
tion Committee  say,  however,  that  the 
Falls  and  Shankhill  Boad  District  wiU 
be  still  drained  into  the  Lagan  river, 
and,  therefore,  the  main  object  of  the 
scheme  will  not  be  effected.  It  appears 
that  a  further  scheme  is  in  contempla- 
tion by  the  Corporation  of  Belfast,  be- 
cause, although  the  borough  surFcyor 
last  May  told  us  that  the  Kiver  Lagan 
would  he  completely  purified  by  this 
scheme,  on  the  27th  of  October,  in  a  Ke- 
port  submitted  by  that  gentleman  to 
the  Corporation,  he — 
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'*AdT0cate8  an  expenditure  of  £108,000,  in 
addition  to  the  cost  of  the  main  drainage 
scheme,  and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  taking 
lands  and  Parliamentary  expenses  necessary  for 
the  additional  work  invoMngthis  expenditure  ;** 
and  for  what  ?    His  Eeport  says — 

"The  much-needed  improvement  of  the 
River  Lagan." 

Then,  are  we  to  have  another  Bill  next 
year  with  a  similar  clause  ?  If  for  this 
reason  it  has  been  found  that  some  such 
scheme  was  necessary,  why  was  it  not 
included  in  the  present  Bill  ?  The  He- 
port  goes  on  to  say — 

"  The  waters  of  the  Blackstaff  and  Pound 
Bum  are  utilixed  by  many  manufacturers  and 
millowners  along  ttieir  courses.  They  have 
rights  and  powers  existing  and  vested  in  them 
whic^  prevent  interference  with  the  directions 
or  levels  of  the  streams,  or  interception  of  their 
waters.  '  These  stoeams '  says  the  late  borough 
surveyor, '  will  never  be  in  a  satisfactory  state 
so  long  as  they  contain  weirs  and  obstructions, 
and  the  manufacturers  foul  them  with  refuse 
and  warm  and  impure  water.** 

The  Oommittee  add — 

**  There  is  no  power  sought  by  the  Main 
Drainage  Bill,  or  existing  in  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, authorizing  interference  with  these  rights 
to  the  extent  of  purifying  these  polluted  waters 
which  flow  into  the  Lagan." 

Therefore,  the  fact  appears  to  be  this, 
that  if  the  present  scheme  be  fully 
carried  into  effect,  there  will  be  a  lock- 
ing up  of  the  deposited  sewage  in  a 
covered  tank  and  sewer  for  eight  and 
a-half  hours  out  of  every  12,  and  that 
the  Biver  Lasan  will  not  be  entirely 
free  from  all  discharge  of  sewage. 
Further— 

**  That  the  waters  of  the  Blackstaff  and  the 
Pound  Bum,  which  are  utilized  by  many  manu- 
facturers and  millowners,  will  not  be  in  a  very 
satisfactory  state  so  long  as  they  contain  weirs 
and  obstructions;  and  Uie  manufacturers  foul 
them  with  refuse  or  warm  and  impure  water.** 

These  are  three  of  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  Lagan  PoUution  Committee 
to  arrive  at  tbe  conclusion  that  the 
measure  promoted  by  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast,  and  which  comes  oefore  the 
House  to-day,  violates  every  one  of  the 
conditions  which  the  borough  surveyor 
has  declared  to  be  necessary.  That  is  a 
brief  statement  of  the  case.  I  do  not 
propose  to  divide  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion;  but  I  will  conclude 
with  this  observation,  that  when  I  asked 
the  House,  and  the  House  agreed,  last 
Session  to  extend  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Belfast,  from  the  very  limited 
body  who  now  possess  it  to  the  general 
body  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  town,  I 


stated  that  I  was  convinced  of  the  ob- 
vious justice  of  the  case,  but  that  I  was 
not  convinced  of  its  necessity.  If,  here- 
after, it  should  be  necessary  to  take  ex- 
treme action  in  order  to  secure  an  extend  ed 
municipal  franchise  for  the  body  of  the 
ratepayers  of  Belfast,  I  shall  not  hesi- 
tate to  do  so ;  but,  at  the  present  time 
I  will  only  say,  aijd  I  think  that  men  of 
all  Parties  will  agree  with  me,  after 
what  I  have  said  of  the  present  scheme, 
that  it  will  be  absurd  and  unjust  to  en- 
trust the  Corporation  of  Belfast  with 
the  carrying  out  of  important  sanitary 
reforms  involving  the  expenditure  of 
large  sums  of  money,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  forbid  the  townspeople,  who  are 
obliged  by  law  to  raise  the  money  for 
executing  them,  from  having  any  control 
over  the  expenditure. 

Sm  JAMES  COERY  (Armagh,  Mid): 
I  cannot  support  the  views  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  has  just  expressed;  nor  do  I 
think  he  is  better  informed  as  to  the 
wants  and  necessities  of  the  town  of 
Belfast  than  I  am,  or  of  the  circum- 
stances which  led  to  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The  fact 
is  that  this  scheme  has  not  only  been 
approved  of  by  the  borough  surveyor, 
but  by  one  of  the  most  eminent  engi- 
neers of  the  day — Mr.  Joseph  Bazalgette. 
The  whole  matter  was  submitted  to 
that  gentleman  and  thoroughly  inquired 
into,  and  he  satisfied  himself,  from  the 
investigation  he  gave  to  the  subject,  that 
the  scheme  now  proposed  is  the  very 
best  which  could  be  brought  forward  for 
the  town  of  Belfast.  The  hon.  Member 
has  referred  to  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee called  the  Lagan  Pollution  Com- 
mittee. Now,  a  number  of  the  gentle- 
men who  composed  that  Committee  are 
personal  friends  of  my  own,  and  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  their 
reasons  for  putting  forward  a  scheme  of 
their  own.  They  have  stated,  most  dis- 
tinctly, that  they  are  not  opponents  of 
the  main  drainage  scheme,  but  that  all 
they  want  is  some  additional  scheme, 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to,  for  keeping  the  waters  of  the  River 
Lagan  banked  up  and  made  into  a  lake. 
Speaking  personally,  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  something  of  that  kind  done,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  it  would  be  of 
great  advantage  to  the  town.  At  the 
same  time  I  could  not  give  any  sanction 
to  the  scheme  which  has  been  proposed. 
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If  carried  out  it  would  seriously  inter- 
fere with  the  navig:atioQ  of  the  river, 
and  the  Harbour  Commissioners,  who 
are  themselves  the  conservators  of  the 
river,  would  certainly  oppose  any  such 
scheme.  It  is  quite  unnecessary  after 
what  the  hon.  Member  has  stated  that  I 
should  say  any  more  on  this  subject.  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  House  will  accept 
the  opinion  of  the  borough  surveyor 
rather  than  that  of  any  amateur  engi- 
neers who  have  not  had  the  same  means 
of  arriving  at  a  conclusion,  and  that  they 
will  allow  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time.  There  will  be  a  further  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  when  the  measure  goes  before  a 
Committee  ofthe  House  of  Lords,  and  that 
I  think  would  be  the  proper  opportunity 
for  entering  into  the  details  which  have 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  I 
hope  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  a  word 
in  reference  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
tSexton)  towards  the  close  of  his  speech 
— namely,  the  question  of  the  extension 
of  the  municipal  franchise  in  Belfast. 
The  Corporation  of  Belfast  are  asking  by 
this  Bill  for  large  Parliamentary  powers, 
and  the  hon.  Member  states  that  the 
whole  of  the  people  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  as 
to  the  propriety  of  conferring  these 
powers  upon  the  Corporation.  I  am 
not  sufficiently  familiar  with  legislation 
upon  the  subject  to  express  concurrence 
with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  effect  of 
assimilating  the  municipal  franchise 
to  the  Parliamentary  franchise  by  in- 
corporating an  additional  clause  for  that 
purpose  in  the  Main  Drainage  Bill. 
Whether  that  would  be  the  best  way  of 
carrying  out  that  object  or  not  I  am  un- 
able to  say,  but  if  a  distinct  Bill  is  in- 
troduced to  confer  municipal  privileges 
on  those  who  are  at  present  excluded 
from  them  in  Belfast,  1  think  that  would 
be  a  better  course  than  to  deal  with  the 
question  by  a  clause  in  a  Main  Drainage 
Bill,  which  might  imperfectly  define  the 
conditions  under  which  such  privilege 
should  be  exercised.  The  main  question 
raised  by  the  Bill  is  one  of  engineering, 
and  being  an  engineering  question  it  is 
difficult  for  a  layman  to  give  any  opinion 
upon  it.  The  subject  was  investigated 
by  an  influential  Committee  designated 
the  Lagan  Pollution  Commissioners,  and 
I  know  that  they  put  forward  intelligent 
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and  strong  grounds  why  the  scheme  thej 
advocated  should  be  adopted  in  prefer- 
ence to  that  which  is  provided  in  this 
Bill.  As  to  the  extension  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise,  I  shall  be  quite  prepared 
to  act  in  concurrence  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite,  or  with  any  other  hon. 
Member  or  Party  in  this  House  who  will 
seek  to  accomplish  that  just  and  neces- 
sary object  by  a  general  measure. 

Me.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.):  I  am 
able  to  corroborate  from  my  own  per- 
sonal knowledge  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton],  that  the  present 
scheme  is  not  at  all  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  it  is  intended  to  effect.  It  is 
perfectly  notorious  that  by  far  the 
greatest  nuisance  in  connection  with  the 
sewerage  of  Belfast  is  to  be  found  in 
that  part  of  the  district  which  is  pro- 
posed to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Iiagaa 
Pollution  Committee.  That  Committee 
proposes  to  purify  the  water  in  that  part 
of  the  Lagan  which  lies  above  Belfast. 
Anyone  who  has  the  misfortune  to  pass 
over  the  Eiver  Lagan  in  that  part  of  it 
which  lies  near  the  residence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De 
Cobain),  must  know  that  it  is  a  most 
painful  nuisance.  What  occurs  is  this — 
every  time  the  tide  recedes  the  mud 
banks  are  left  perfectly  bare,  and  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  noxious  gases 
emanates  from  them.  In  point  of  fact, 
these  banks  are  very  much  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Thames  used  to  be  oppo- 
site the  Houses  of  Parliament  before  the 
present  Embankment  was  made.  After 
the  tide  has  receded  the  banks  are  left 
bare,  and  gases  are  emitted  from  them 
which  are  not  only  foul,  but  highly 
dangerous  to  the  health  of  the  inhabi- 
tants. I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
ISorth  Belfast  (Mr.  Ewari)  is  bound  to 
declare  that  he  will  give  every  assistance 
in  his  power  to  the  additional  scheme 
proposed  by  the  Laean  Committee,  which 
I  believe  would  only  cost  some  £18,000, 
in  addition  to  the  £108,000  proposed  to 
be  expended  under  the  present  scheme. 
By  that  means  the  drainage  of  Belfast 
would  be  rendered  far  more  complete, 
and  the  town  would  be  placed  in  a 
proper  sanitary  condition.  It  certainly 
seems  to  me  highly  improper  that  we 
should  assent  to  a  large  and  expensive 
scheme  which  will  only  partially  remedy 
the  grievance  complained  of.  When  a 
scheme  of  main  drainage  is  being  pre- 
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posed,  I  think  it  ought  <o  be  rendered 
fully  adequate  to  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Corry)  has  referred  to  obstacles  which 
may  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  any  tho- 
rough drainage  for  sanitary  purposes 
in  the  town  of  Belfast,  by  the  action  of 
the  Harbour  Oommissioners.  Now,  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  for  Belfast  are 
elected  by  means  of  an  exceedingly  nar- 
row franchise  —  so  scandalously  and 
ridiculously  narrow  that  it  does  not 
represent  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
inhabitants  of  that  town.  In  addition  to 
that,  it  is  notorious  that  there  is  more 
jobbery  committed  by  them  than  by  any 
other  Corporation,  except,  perhaps,  the 
City  of  liondon.  It  is  supposed  that 
the  City  of  London  may  be  found  more 
than  equal  to  the  Corporation  of  Bel- 
fast in  the  way  of  jobbery,  and  in  con- 
ferring special  favours  upon  themselves. 
I  do  not  charge  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site with  having  accepted  personal 
favours ;  but  I  think  he  is  called  upon 
to  promise,  in  the  interests  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  town  of  which  he  is  a 
native,  and  which  he  formerly  repre- 
sented, to  do  all  in  his  power  to  insist 
upon  the  town  being  placed  in  a  proper 
sanitary  condition,  and  not  being  tied 
down  by  small  and  unimportant  matters 
connected  with  the  navigation  of  the 
Biver  Lagan.  My  own  opinion  is,  that 
it  would  be  perfectly  proper  to  make  the 
Biver  Lagan  navigable,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  take  satisfactory  measures  for 
rendering  the  sanitary  state  of  that  river 
much  better  than  it  is  at  present. 

Mb.  EWABT  (Belfast,  N.) :  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  either  as  to  the  necessity  of  pass- 
ing this  Main  Drainage  Bill,  or  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  scheme  before  the  House. 
After  what  has  been  stated  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
(Sir  James  Corry),  I  think  I  need  not 
refer  to  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  has  favoured 
the  House  with  the  opinions  of  a  Com- 
mittee, called  the  Lagan  Committee, 
who  have  some  other  objects  in  view. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down,  I  have  certainly 
no  difficulty  in  saying  that  I  shall  be 
glad  to  support  any  Bill,  no  matter  by 
whom  it  may  be  introduced,  for  the 
farther  improvement  of  the  drainage  of 
Belfast.    ^Perhaps  I  ought  to  say  a  word 


in  reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  with  re- 
gard to  the  municipal  franchise.  I  will 
remind  the  hon.  Oentleman  that  in  the 
last  Parliament,  when  this  Bill  was 
before  the  House,  I  undertook,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  other  Members 
for  the  town  of  Belfast,  that  if  the  Bill 
were  allowed  to  go  through  we  would 
do  our  best  to  secure  the  passing  of  a 
Bill  to  assimilate  the  Irish  franchise  to 
that  in  England.  That  proposal  of 
mine  was  rejected  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast,  otherwise  this  Bill 
would  have  been  passed  early  in  the 
month  of  July  last  year,  and  these  very 
necessary  works  would  have  been  in 
effective  operation  some  months  ago. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
think  a  very  strong  case  has  been  made 
out  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  It  is,  how- 
ever, satisfactory  to  find  the  hon. Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  pledging  himself, 
and  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  to  support 
any  further  scheme  for  rendering  the 
drainage  effective  for  the  objects  for 
which  it  is  intended.  I  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  whether  or  not 
he  and  the  other  promoters  of  the  Bill 
will  undertake,  when  this  Bill  goes  to 
**  another  place,"  to  give  their  support  to 
any  project  which  may  be  submitted  to 
the  House  of  Lords  for  extending  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  and  remedying  the  de- 
fects which  have  been  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Queen's  Coment  signified. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

SUTTON  DISTBICT  WATER  BILL, 
(Ay  Order), 

SECOND   EEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* — {Sir  Charles  Forster,) 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  It  may,  perhaps,  surprise 
some  hon.  Members  that  I,  as  an  Irish 
Member,  should  oppose  this  Bill,  which 
relates  entirely  to  a  suburban  district  of 
the  Metropolis ;  but  I  think  that  if  the 
facts  which  have  come  under  my  obser- 
vation are  made  known  to  any  unbiassed 
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Member,  whether  English  or  Scotch,  he 
will  feel  it  his  bounden  duty  to  object  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
fact  is  that  some  months  ago  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Local  Board  of  Health  for 
the  Sutton  District,  to  obtain  land  for 
the  formation  of  a  cemetery,  at  a  certain 
place  called  Bose  Hill,  that  site  over- 
laying the  sources  of  the  water  supply 
of  the  district — ^the  sources  of  the  water 
supply  of  the  Company  promoting  the 
present  Bill.  Such  was  the  character  of 
the  site,  and  such  were  the  circum- 
stances of  the  district,  that  the  Home 
Office  was  moved  to  institute  an  inquiry 
as  to  the  desirability  of  sanctioning  the 
cemetery.  The  inquiry  was  held  by  an 
officer  of  the  Home  Department  — Dr. 
Hoffman — and,  in  consequence  of  his 
Beport,  the  assent  of  the  Home  Office 
to  the  scheme  was  withheld.  Upon  that 
occasion  Dr.  Hoffman  invited  the  Sutton 
Water  Works  Company  to  take  part  in 
the  inquiry,  but  without  effect,  and  the 
absonce  of  any  representative  of  the 
Sutton  Water  Company  was  commented 
upon  in  the  course  of  the  investigation. 
The  Company  were  presumably  as  much 
interested  as  any  other  persons  in  pre- 
serving the  purity  of  the  water  which 
they  gathered,  and  which  they  dis- 
tributed to  the  consumers,  but  they 
did  not  think  it  incumbent  on  them  to 
protect  the  interests  of  their  customers, 
and  consequently  the  local  people  were 
obliged  to  act  in  their  own  defence.  So 
strong  was  the  case  that  they  made  out 
against  this  particular  site  that  the  Oo- 
vernment  sanction  was  necessarily  with- 
held. Well,  Sir,  later  on  it  was  proposed 
to  utilize  another  site  for  the  same  pur- 
pose, and  learning  the  facts  of  the  case, 
I  ventured  to  put  a  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  as 
to  what  the  Home  Office  was  prepared 
to  do  in  the  matter.  In  consequence  of 
that  Question,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was  good  enough  to  cause  another  in- 

?uiry  to  be  made,  which  was  conducted, 
think,  by  Mr.  Harrison,  a  civil  en- 
g'lneer,  and  an  inspector  of  the  Local 
ovemment  Board.  In  consequence  of 
Mr.  Harrison's  Beport,  the  sanction  of 
the  Home  Office  was  refused  to  this 
second  site,  which  was  called  the 
Brighton  Boad  site.  On  this  occasion 
also  the  Water  Company  failed  to  be 
represented,  or  to  take  any  part  in  the 
proceedings.  Under  these  circumstances 
seeing  that  the  present  Bill  is  promoted 

Mr.  Arthur  0*  Connor 


by  the  Water  Company,  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  examine  the  provisioDs  of 
the  measure,  and  ascertain,  if  possible, 
what  its  object  is.  Now  the  object  of  it 
will  be  immediately  understood  by  re- 
ference to  the  Act  of  1871,  whereby  the 
present  Company  were  incorporated.  By 
that  Act,  the  principal  Act  of  this  Com- 
pany, the  Sutton  District  Water  Works 
Act  of  1871,  the  Company  was  incor- 
porated for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
with  water  certain  parishes  within  the 
limits  laid  down  by  the  Act,  which,  by 
Section  6,  comprised  the  town  and 
parish  of  Sutton,  and  the  parishes  of 
Cheam,  Carshalton,  Ewell,  BeddingtoQ« 
&c.,  all  of  them  in  the  County  of  Surrey. 
By  the  same  Act,  the  Company  was  au« 
thorizod  to  create  an  original  share 
capital  of  £20,000,  but  with  power  to 
raise  an  additional  capital  of  £40,OOU, 
more  by  the  issue  of  oidinary  or  prefer- 
ence shares,  or  stock.  They  were  also 
granted  borrowing  powers  to  the  extent 
of  25  per  cent  of  their  paid-up  capital. 
Now,  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1871  is  very 
simple.  It  provides  for  the  incorpora- 
tion of  the  Company  which  is  to  supply 
water  to  a  certain  dearly  defined  and 
limited  district.  What  is  the  object  of 
the  present  Bill  ?  The  present  BUI  pro- 
poses altogether  to  alter  the  character  of 
the  undertaking.  Instead  of  supplying 
water  to  its  own  district,  for  which  the 
present  Company  and  their  resources  are 
amply  adequate,  it  is  proposed 


"  The  Company  may  from  time  to  time  enter 
and  carry  into  elSect  oontracta  and  arrangeoMots 
wiUi  any  urban  or  rural  sanitary  authority  and 
thQ  trustees  of  any  turnpike  or  other  road  or 
any  highway  boaxd  or  any  sunreyor  of  any 
highway  and  any  railway  *  company  and  any 
other  companies  Ixidies  or  persona  with  respeei 
to  the  supply  of  water  in  bulk  (without  aa  wtU 
as  within  the  Company's  limits  of  Boppiy  aa  de- 
fined bv  the  Act  of  1871)  aa  the  Company  think 
fit  and  every  such  contract  and  arrangement 
may  be  maae  for  such  period  on  such  tanas 
pecuniary  or  otherwise  and  ooaditaovia  aa  the 
Company  think  fit  and  the  Company  may  br 
agreement  vary  suspend  or  rescmd  any  auciL 
contracts  or  arrangements  and  make  others  in 
lieu  thereof  and  in  addition  thereto.*' 

That  is  to  say  that  whereas  the  original 
intention  was  that  this  Company  should 
supply  the  district  of  Sutton  with  water 
for  domestic  and  other  purposes,  they 
are  now  to  be  recast  as  it  were,  and  to 
have  power  to  supply  from  their  Sutton 
resources  water  in  bulk  to  an  indefinite 
and  unascertained  area  beyond  the 
limits  of  their  own  original  district  whe- 
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ther  the  districts  outside  the  limits  are 
already  provided  for  or  not,  or  whether 
they  are  already  supplied  with  water  by 
any  other  Company.  There  is  a  proviso 
to  the  Clause  22  which  further  extends 
the  power  of  the  Company.  That  pro- 
viso is  as  follows : — 

"Provided  always  that  the  Company  shall 
not  supply  water  in  balk  to  any  corporation 
body  or  person  beyond  the  Company's  limits  of 
supply  nor  to  any  person  within  thoso  limits  for 
other  than  domestic  purposes  if  and  so  long  as 
in  either  case  the  affording  such  supply  would 
prevent  the  Company  from  giving  a  full  and 
offieient  supply  for  domestic  purposes  within 
the  Company's  limit  of  supply.*' 

The  efiEect  of  that  is  simply  this — that 
this  Company  asks  power  to  draw  upon 
the  Sutton  water  resources,  not  only  for 
their  present  wants  within  the  district, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water 
in  bulk  for  domestic  and  other  purposes 
outside  their  own  district.  They  are  not 
to  be  allowed  to  supply  water  in  bulk  if 
by  doing  so  they  trench  upon  the  domes- 
tic supply  of  Sutton  itself ;  but  they  are 
to  be  allowed,  if  they  should  think  fit,  to 
sell  the  Sutton  water  supply  for  the  do- 
mestic consumption  of  districts  outside 
the  original  limits,  even  though  it  be  at 
the  expense  of  the  Sutton  consumers 
themselves.  Well,  some  such  a  proposal 
as  that  is  not  only  novel,  but  perfectly 
monstrous.  At  pref^nt,  the  supply  ac- 
corded to  the  people  of  the  district  is 
sufficient.  There  has  been  no  complaint 
whatever  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  water 
supply  of  Sutton,  and  it  is  a  very  notice- 
able fact  that  the  Company  has  not  yet 
exhausted  its  borrowing  powers.  There* 
for,  it  is  clear  that  this  Bill  is  not  pro- 
posed in  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers, 
or  in  the  interests  of  Sutton  itself.  It 
remains  to  be  ascertained  in  whose  in- 
terests the  Bill  is  promoted.  I  think 
it  is  not  very  difficult  to  see  that  one 
party,  at  any  rate,  will  be  very  consider- 
ably benefited  by  the  Bill,  and  that  is 
the  Company  itself.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment the  Company  is  paying  a  dividend 
of  7^  per  cent.  They  have  an  original 
capital  of  £20,000  extended  under  their 
first  Bill  by  a  further  sum  of  £40,000  in 
share  capital,  and  they  have  borrowed 
£9,000  out  of  the  £15,000  they  were 
entitled  to  borrow.  Consequently,  they 
have  not  exhausted  their  borrowing 
powers,  and  they  are  now  paying,  or  did 
pay  as  their  last  dividend,  7^  per  cent. 
The  Company  now  seeks  to  obtain  power 
to  extend  indefinitely  the  area  which  is 


to  be  supplied.  It  seeks  to  have  the 
capital  of  the  Company,  not  only  in- 
creased, but  absolutely  doubled — to  raise 
it,  in  fact,  from  £60,000  to  £120,000 
for  these  utterly  unnecessary  pur- 
poses. The  condition  of  the  issue 
of  this  new  capital  is  that  those  to  whom 
the 'shared  are  allotted  shall  receive  a 
dividend  of  7  per  cent.  What  does  that 
mean?  It  probably  means  this:  that 
if  the  persons  to  whom  the  shares  are  to 
be  allotted  at  par  take  them  in  the 
market  at  a  guaranteed  interest  of  7  per 
cent,  making  each  share  worth  £180 
in  the  market,  is  given.  That  is  the 
whole  explanation  of  this  Bill;  and  I 
defy  anyone  to  show  what  possible  good 
the  measure  can  do  to  anybody,  except 
to  the  promoters  of  it,  in  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view.  There  is,  however,  an- 
other aspect  in  the  case  which  is  very 
important.  I  am  precluded,  by  the 
Bules  of  Procedure,  from  going  behind 
the  Beport  of  the  Examiner  of  Private 
Bills.  Now,  the  Examiner  has  reported 
to  this  House  that  all  the  Standing 
Orders  have  been  complied  with,  and, 
therefore,  I  cannot  question  the  fact 
that  they  have  been  complied  with.  The 
Standing  Orders  provido  that  certain 
notices  shall  be  given  in  order  that  any 
scheme  of  this  nature  shall  not  be  sprung 
with  surprise  upon  the  public.  The 
Standing  Orders  technically  have  been 
complied  with ;  but  I  maintain  that  the 
object  of  the  Standing  Orders  has  not 
been  secured,  inasmuch  as  this  BiU 
comes  on  the  inhabitants  of  Sutton  and 
the  surrounding  district  altogether  as  a 
surprise.  [  Criea  o/  **  No ! "]  The  Local 
Board  ha^e  had  no  information  with  re- 
gard to  it.  The  Chairman  of  the  Local 
Board  had  no  information  with  regard 
to  it  until  very  recently,  and  that  he 
obtained  casually;  the  Clerk  of  the 
Local  Bo^rd  has  never  received  any 
official  information  of  the  measure ;  he, 
also,  has  had  nothing  but  a  casual  inti- 
mation, not  from  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  but  from  other  parties.  Although 
one  of  the  Directors  of  the  Company  is 
a  member  of  the  Local  Board,  he  never 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  state 
what  was  being  contemplated  by  the 
Company.  There  is  another  point  which 
I  ought  not  to  omit.    If  the  Bill  had 

Provided  for  drawing  water  from  the 
tiver  Wandle  it  would,  under  the 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House,  have 
been  incumbent  upon  the  promoters  to 
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give  ample  notice  to  the  owners,  lessees, 
and  occupiers  along  that  river.  But  the 
Bill  does  not  provide  for  drawing  water 
direct  from  the  Wandle ;  it  provides  for 
power  to  sink  wells  over  an  enlarged 
extent  of  area.  Now,  the  River  Wandle 
is  supplied,  not  by  tributaries,  or  from 
certain  waters,  but  by  springy,  and* the 
efiPect  of  sinking  wells  in  the  Valley  of 
the  Wandle  will  be  to  cut  off  the  water 
from  the  Wandle  itself.  But  inasmuch 
as  the  water  is  not  taken  direct  from  the 
river,  the  necessity  of  g^viog  notice  to 
the  owners,  lessees,  and  occupiers  was 
evaded,  and  the  proprietors  and  occu- 
piers along  the  Valley  of  the  Wandle 
nave  only  by  accident  ascertained  the 
danger  by  which  they  are  threatened. 
Then  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  the 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House  have,  as 
they  have  been  no  doubt,  technically 
observed,  nevertheless  the  spirit  of  these 
Orders  has  been  entirely  evaded.  More- 
over, it  will  be  within  the  recollection  of 
some  Members  of  this  House  that  a  Bill 
was  promoted  some  years  ago  on  a  simi- 
lar question,  called  the  London  and 
South  Western  Spring  Waters  Bill ;  but 
among  the  opponents  of  that  Bill  in 
1882  was  this  very  Company — the  Sut- 
ton District  Water  Company,  which  now 
proposes  to  take  the  very  same  powers 
which  they  then  objected  to.  The  in- 
habitants of  Sutton  are  desirous  of  ob- 
taining the  control  of  their  own  water 
supply.  Sooner  or  later  they  will  be  in  a 
position  to  do  so,  just  as  the  inhabitants 
of  London,  we  may  hope,  will  be  able 
to  take  over  the  water  supply  of  London. 
It  is  a  matter  of  immense  concern  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  district  that  they 
should  have  the  control  of  their  own 
water  supply,  and  that  this  House 
should  not,  without  good  cause,  allow  a 
large  increase  of  the  capital  which  has 
already  been  sunk  in  the  water- works. 
Whatever  the  additional  capital  may  be, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  the  locality  to 
buy  it  out:  and  if  it  is  artificially  and 
without  good  cause  increased  now,  so 
mlich  the  larger  will  be  the  amount 
which  the  inhabitants  of  Sutton  will 
have  to  pay  in  the  future.  Sir,  on  all 
these  grounds  I  think  the  Bill  is  not 
one  which  commends  itself  to  the  judg- 
ment or  the  conscience  of  this  House, 
and  I  beg,  therefore,  to  move  that  it  be 
read  a  second  time  on  this  day  six 
months. 

Mb.SPEAK£E:  Does  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman second  the  Motion? 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


Mr.  EICHAEDS  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.) :  Tes,  Sir,  I  will  second  the 
Amendment.  I  represent  a  constitn- 
ency  which  is  very  deeply  interested  in 
this  scheme.  It  may  be  said  that  no 
Petition  has  been  presented  against  the 
Bill  from  any  Local  Authority  whidii 
has  any  interest  in  the  measure.  That 
I  think  is  easily  accounted  for,  and  is 
not  to  be  wondered  at.  On  the  22nd  of 
January  last  I  find  that  a  local  news- 
paper announced  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rity would  meet,  I  think,  to-morrow, 
for  the  purpose  of  consideriDg  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  and  deciding  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  oppose  it. 
Therefore,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing that,  although  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House  have  probably  been  tech- 
nically observed,  there  has  been  a  se- 
crecy about  this  matter  which  requires 
some  explanation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Doneg:al  ( Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  has 
told  the  House  that  a  Director  of  the 
Water  Works  Company  is  also  a  member 
of  the  Local  Board  of  Health,  but  al- 
though he  attended  the  meetings  of  the 
Board  he  never  said  a  word  a^ut  this 
scheme,  although  the  Bill  was  depo- 
sited weeks  and  weeks  ago.  Surely 
there  was  some  motive  for  that  reser- 
vation. Certainly  those  who  are  deeply 
interested  in  opposing  the  scheme  should 
have  had  an  ample  opportunity  of  know- 
ing what  the  scheme  was,  and  of  elioitiog 
the  feeling  of  the  inhabitants  in  regaxd 
to  it.  May  I  be  allowed  to  remind  the 
House  that  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood of  Sutton  there  is  an  important 
institution,  which  will  be  larglely  af- 
fected by  this  BiU,  an  institution  which 
makes  provision  for  2,000  pauper  diil- 
dren.  If  this  Bill  is  allowed  to  pass,  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  water  supply 
now  enjoyed  by  this  school  will  be  ab- 
solutely taken  away.  As  I  understand, 
there  are  no  persons  in  a  position  of 
authority  who  are  opposing  this  BiU, 
and  the  Water  Company  will  conse- 
quently be  in  a  position  to  dictate  what^ 
ever  bargain  they  like.  The  Local  Board 
of  Health  is  no  longer,  I  believe,  in  a 
position  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  to  say 
what  the  conditions  shall  be  nnder  which 
the  Company  are  to  carry  on  their  under- 
taking. At  present  they  propose  to  take 
power  to  sell  as  much  water  as  thej  caa 
— to  sell  to— 

**  Any  urban  or  mral  sanitary  authority  and 
the  trustees  of  any  turnpike  or  other  road  or 
any  highway  board  or  any  •urrejror  ol  any 
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highway  and  any  railway  company  and  any 
other  companies  bodies  or  persons  with  respect 
to  tho  supply  of  water  in  bulk  as  the  Company 
think  fit/* 

There  is  a  proviso  which  says — 

'*  Provided  always  that  the  Company  shall 
not  supply  water  in  bulk  to  any  corporate  body 
or  person  beyond  the  Company's  limits  of 
supply  nor  to  any  person  within  those'  limits 
for  other  than  domestic  purposes  of  and  so  long 
as  in  either  case  the  affording  such  supply 
would  prevent  the  Company  from  giving  a 
full  and  efficient  supply  for  domestic  purposes 
within  the  Company's  limits  of  supply.*' 

This  is  a  peculiar  and  a  somewhat  sug- 
gestive provision.  The  Company  who 
come  here  to  ask  for  these  extraordinary 
powers  wish  to  appear  in  a  favourable 
light,  but  I  venture  to  think  that  they 
are  attempting  to  throw  dust  into  the 
eyes  of  this  House.  They  have  inserted 
a  clause  in  this  Bill  which  provides  that — 

'*  The  Company  shall  not  under  the  powers  of 
this  Act  without  the  consent  of  tne  Local 
Government  Board  purchase  or  acquire  in  any 
city  botough  or  other  urban  sanitar>'  district 
or  in  any  parish  or  part  of  a  parish  not  being 
within  an  urban  sanitary  district  ten  or  more 
houses  which  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  have 
been  or  on  tho  fifteenth  day  of  December  last 
were  occupied  either  wholly  or  partially  by 
persons  belonging  to  tho  labouring  class  as 
tenants  or  lodgers.** 

Now,  the  Company  never  could,  under 
any  circumstances,  want  to  do  anything 
of  the  kind,  and  it  is  well  known  that 
they  are  already  in  possession  of  land 
which  would  afford  ample  scope  for  any 
extension  of  their  machinery  or  enlarge- 
ment of  their  works.  Therefore  I  say 
that  this  is  an  attempt  to  throw  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  the  House.  Attention  has 
already  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
Company  propose  to  raise  an  additional 
capital  of  £60,000  to  that  which  they 
have  already  raised.  This  sum  of 
£60,000  if  to  be  raised  at  their  own 
option  by  the  issue  of  new  ordinary  or 
preference  shares :  but  there  is  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the  present 
limited  number  of  shareholders  from 
appropriating  the  whole  of  the  new 
shares  to  themselves.  Now  I  ask  the 
House  why  this  Company  with  a 
monopoly  already  and  a  dividend  of 
7  per  cent,  should  be  allowed  to 
secure  a  further  monopoly  which  will 
deprive  the  governors  of  the  Orphan 
School  of  their  water  supply  without 
fnving  them  compensation  of  any  kind. 
I  deny  that  there  are  any  merits  what- 
ever in  this  Bill.  I  may  be  asked  why 
I  take  the  unusual  course  of  second- 


ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  I  say  that,  viewed  in  every  pos- 
sible aspect,  it  is  a  Bill  of  a  most  unusual 
character  and  one  which  cannot  possibly 
recommend  itself  to  any  Member  of  this 
House. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  six  months"  —  {Air,  Arthur 
G*  Connor,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CUBITT  (Surrey,  Mid) :  I  am 
sorry  that  I  am  compelled  to  ask  the 
House  for  its    indulgence  for    a   few 
moments  while  I  endeavour  to  answer 
some  of  the  allegations  which  have  been 
made  by  the   hon.   Member  for  East 
Donegal    (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor).      I 
know  that  the  House  is  anxious  to  pabs 
to  more  important  business,  and  there- 
fore I  will  put  what  I  have  to  say  into 
the  smallest  poEsible  compass.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  a  matter  of  some  difficulty  to 
find  out  what  the  ground  of  opposition 
is.     There  was  a  reference  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  something  which 
happened  last  year  in  reference  to  the 
proposed  formation  of  a  local  cemetery. 
The  Water  Company  have  been  charged 
with  neeligence  in  that  case,  but  it  is 
impossible  to  sustain  such  a  charge,  be- 
cause the  Committee  communicated  at 
once  with  the  Home  Office  and  requested 
that  its  assent  might  be  withheld,  if, 
after  inquiry,  it  should  be  found  that  the 
proposed  site  would  prejudicially  affect 
the  water  supply.      The  hon.  Member 
blamed  the   Water  Company    for  not 
taking  steps  to  guard  themselves  against 
any  damage  the  formation  of  a  cemetery 
in  that  position  was  likely  to  do.      The 
answer  of  the  Home  Office  to  the  letter 
of  the  Water  Company  stated  that  be- 
fore approving  of  the  site  for  the  pro- 
posed Cemetery  every  proper  precaution 
would  be  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  ^very  representation  that  might  be 
made  on  the  matter  would  be  carefully 
considered.    In  regard  to  the  immediate 
question  before  the  House,  I  have  been 
given  to  understand,  from  all  the  infor- 
mation I  have  been  able  to  collect,  that 
this  is  an  ordinary  Water  Bill;  and  that 
it  does  nothing  except  to  ask  for  powers 
to  raise  additional  capital  for  the  purpose 
of  placing  Sutton  in  a  proper  position  so 
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far  as  its  water  supply  is  concerned.  Now 
Sutton  is  a  village  which  has  rapidly 
grown  into  a  town  with  a  population  of 
more  than  10,000— or  one-fifth  of  the 
population  of  the  entire  division.  There- 
fore, it  is  only  natural  to  suppose  that 
the  Water  Company  having  fulfilled  its 
duties  in  the  past,  now  find  themselves 
compelled  to  extend  their  operation.  I 
may  say  also  that  this  is  a  hond-fide 
Company.  The  chairman  of  the  Com- 
pany is  an  experienced  man  of  business 
— the  vice-chairman  is  also  an  experi- 
enced man  of  business,  and  the  three 
other  directors  are  local  gentlemen 
living  in  Sutton.  It  w.ould  be  impossible 
to  bring  a  better  Directorate  before  the 
House,  and  as  I  have  said  already,  this 
is  simply  a  Bill  to  authorize  the  raising 
of  additional  capital  which  contains  no 
extraordinary  clauses  whatever.  The  hon. 
Members  for  East  Donegal  and  North 
Oamberwell  have  devoted  some  pains  and 
a  considerable  amount  of  ingenuity  to  an 
interpretation  of  Clause  22.  Now  I  am 
told  by  the  highest  authority  I  have  been 
able  to  consult,  that  this  is  the  usual 
clause  inserted  in  nearly  every  Water 
Bill  which  is  brought  before  this 
House.  It  gives  no  right  6f  entry  into 
places  beyond  the  district,  and  there  is 
nothing  of  a  novel  character  in  it,  and  it 
has  not  tlie  wide  scope  which  the  hon. 
Oentlemen  have  attached  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  says  that 
this  Company  is  ambitious  to  supply  one 
half  of  London  with  water.  Their 
powers,  however,  are  limited  to  supply- 
ing water  in  bulk  to  adjacent  Local 
Boards.  That  disposes,  I  think,  of  the 
second  allegation  of  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill.  As  to  the  parity  of  the  water, 
that  has  recently  been  certified  by  com- 
petent analysts.  On  these  grounds  I 
appeal  to  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  The  bon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  not  being  able  to  find  any 
fault  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as 
they  stand,  has  endeavoured  to  imply 
that  the  promoters  have  gone  behind 
the  provisions  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
and  have  done  something  which, 
although  technically  regular,  practi- 
cally amounts  to  a  contravention  of 
thoso  Standing  Orders.  In  reply  to 
that  accusation,  I  may  say  that  there 
has  been  no  secrecy  whatever  in 
regard  to  the  promotion  of  this  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Examiners  have 
reported  that  the  notices  by  advertise- 
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ment  properly  insisted  upon  by  the 
Standing  Orders  have  been  duly  given, 
and  the  advertisements  themselves 
quite  put  out  of  the  question  any 
notion  of  secrecy.  I  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Sutton  Local 
Board  as  to  the  course  which  was  in- 
tended to  be  taken  to-day.  I  told  him 
where  I  should  be  during  the  day,  bat  I 
have  received  no  communication  from 
him.  Therefore  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
is  likely  to  be  very  strongly  opposed  by 
the  Local  Board.  But  I  make  this 
appeal  to  the  House  to  read  the  BDI  a 
second  time  on  higher  grounds.  I  believe 
it  is  the  wish  of  this  House  that  ques- 
tions of  Local  Oovemment  shall  be  re- 
moved from  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  I  would  therefore  appeal  to  the 
House  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  wise  at  a  time  like  this  when  the 
House  is  so  greatly  embarrassed  by  a 
pressure  of  business  in  raising  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  sort  upon  a  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  a  Private  Bill. 
I  would  appeal  also  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Standing 
Orders,  and  to  my  right  hon.  Friends  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  to  know  if  this  is 
not  a  proper  view  to  take  of  the  matter. 
With  these  remarks  I  am  perfectly 
prepared  to  leave  the  question  with 
full  confidence  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House. 

SiE  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  (Surrey, 
Reigate) :  I  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent the  district  in  which  these  works  are 
situated  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years  up  to  the  election  of  1885,  and  as 
I  am  intimately  acquainted  with  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  district  I  will 
venture  to  trouble  the  House  with  a 
very  few  words  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  has  told  the  House  that 
the  present  water  supply  is  fully  ade- 
quate for  the  wants  of  the  inhabit- 
ants. Now,  that  is  not  so  at  all.  It 
is  not  adequate  for  the  inhabitants 
at  present  supplied;  and  there  exists 
a  necessity  for  making  provision  for 
a  largely  increased  supply  for  the  in- 
creasing numbers  of  inhabitants  the 
Company  are  required  to  supply.  When 
I  first  had  the  honour  of  representing 
this  part  of  the  County  of  Surrey,  the 
population  was  less  than  one*haIf  of  what 
it  IS  now.  Everyone  who  is  acquainted 
with  the  neighbourhood  of  Sutton  will 
be  aware  that  house  building  has  been 
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going  on  at  a  very  rapid  rate  ndeed,  and 
that   there    has    been    a   remarkable 
increase    in    the   number    of    inhabi- 
tants.   So  far  as  the  Directors  of  the 
Water  Company  are  concerned,  I  am 
personally  acquainted  with  them,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  House  will  be  at  all 
inclined  to  doubt  that  they  are  all  of 
them  good  men  of  business  and  perfectly 
honourable  and   straightforward  men. 
With  regard  to  the  Sutton  Local  Board 
of  Health,  I,  like  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Epsom  Division  of 
Surrey  (Mr.  Cubitt),  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Chairman,  who  in- 
forms me  that  there  undoubtedly  exists 
an  idea  that  some  day  or   other  the 
Local  Board  may  find  it  necessary  to 
purchase  the  Water  Works;  but  the 
chance  of  this  should  not  be  allowed 
to    interfere  with  the  Company's  de- 
sire to  secure  all  the  means  of  supply 
for   the  district  that  it  is  possible  to 
obtain.    I  think  the  Local  Board  would 
be  extremely  remiss  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  if  in  a  place  like  Sutton  they 
did  not  take  cognizance  of  everything 
done  by  the  Company  or    any  other 
Public  Body.     But  it  is    a  matter  of 
public  notoriety  that  no  Public  Company 
can  conceal  what  it  is  doing  in  a  small 
neighbourhood  like  this,  and  therefore 
the  fact  that  the  Water  Company  were 
introducing  this  Bill  and  applying  for 
increased  powers  under  it,  has  been  for 
a  long  time  notorious  in  the  town .    I  Mr. 
Arthur    O'Connor:    No.]     The  non. 
Gentleman  says  ''  No."    I  am  a  resident 
in  the  neighbourhood,  which  he  is  not, 
and  I  think  I  am  better  acquainted  with 
the  facts  of  the  case  than  he  is.    Then 
again  in  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member    for  North  Camberwell 
(Mr.  Kelly),  what  he  said  in  reference  to 
the  wells  of  the   Orphan  School  is  a 
matter  of  pure  imagination.    I  do  not 
believe  that  the  water  which  the  Com- 
pany desire  to  take  and  distribute  will 
affect  those  wells  in  the  slightest  degree. 
As  to  the  sources  of  the  Kiver  Wandle, 
that    also   is    a  mere   imaginary   evil 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site.   So  far  as  those  who  are  interested 
in  the  Wandle  are  concerned  —  and  I 
have  a  personal  interest  in  that  river 
myself  —  we  are  all  of  us  anxious  to 
retain  it  as  a  trout  stream — one  of  the 
few  which  now  exist  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  London.    Those  who  are  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  the  Wandle  are, 
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however,  perfectly  satisfied  that  no  in- 
jury will  be  done  to  it  by  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  If  any  injury  is  done,  those 
who  consider  that  they  are  likely  to 
suffer  will  have  a  locus  standi  to  be  heard 
in  opposition  to  the  measure.  I  appeal, 
then,  to  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  and  refer  it  to  the  proper 
tribunal,  upstairs,  for  considering  its 
details.  I  venture  to  think  that  thin 
House  ought  to  be  very  chary  indeed 
how  it  prevents  a  growing  neighbour- 
hood from  taking  measures  to  provide 
itself  with  an  adequate  supply  of  water, 
when  it  is  established  that  there  is  an 
urgent  necessity  for  an  increased  supply. 
For  these  reasons  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  reject  the  Amendment  and  consent 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMIT- 
TEES  (Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions to  the  House  before  a  Division  is 
taken.  I  certainly  hope  that  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  will  not  be  re- 
jected, but  that  the  House  will  adhere 
to  its  ordinary  rule  in  regard  to  Bills  of 
a  similar  character  to  this — namely,  to 
send  it  to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs, 
where  the  allegations  contained  in  it  can 
be  properly  investigated.  There  are, 
however,  one  or  two  things  which  I 
think  it  would  be  as  well  to  clear  up  at 
once.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  preferred  a 
charge  against  the  Water  Company  in 
reference  to  the  course  which  they  pur- 
sued last  year  when  a  proposal  was  made 
for  the  formation  of  a  cemetery  on  a  site 
which  forms  part  of  their  source  of  sup- 
ply. An  answer  has  already  been  given 
to  the  charge  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Epsom  Division 
of  Surrey  (Mr.  Cubitt) — namely,  that  the 
Water  Company  did  write  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  replied  that  the  subject 
would  be  carefully  considered,  and  who 
ultimately  decided  upon  refusing  its 
sanction  to  the  proposed  site. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR :  What 
I  said  was  that  the  Water  Works  Com- 
pany was  not  in  any  way  represented 
upon  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  The  Company 
took  the  most  efficacious  means  of  se- 
curing the  careful  investigation  of  the 
matter,  and  in  the  end  the  site  suggested 
was  not  approved  of.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  says  that  the  Company  is  seek- 
ing to  enlarge  its   original  sphere  of 

3  D 


1539 


Sutim  District 


{COMMONS} 


Water  Bill 


1040 


operations.  I  think  that  was  the  main 
point  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  is 
an  entire  mistake.  The  area  of  the 
Company  is  not  enlarged  at  all  by  the 
present  Bill.  It  will  remain  as  before, 
m  its  own  area,  and  will  have  no  power 
to  break  up  roads  and  lay  mains  out- 
side their  present  area.  All  that  the 
Company  asks  for  is  power  to  supply 
water  in  bulk  outside  its  present  limits, 
and  the  clause  they  propose  is  one  which 
is  frequently  inserted  in  Water  Com- 

Sanies'  Acts.  It  does  not  enlarge  the 
istriot,  but  it  grants  power  to  the  Com- 
pany to  sell  the  water  outside  the  exist- 
ing area.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Camberwell  (Mr.  Kelly),  who  spoke 
with  such  energy  upon  the  question,  ac- 
cused the  Company  of  having  attempted 
to  hoodwink  both  the  public  and  this 
House.  The  hon.  Member  has  acted 
with  the  greatest  simplicity  in  the 
matter  because  the  clause  to  which  he 
objects  is  one  which  is  absolutely  essen- 
tial and  insisted  upon,  and  one  which 
the  Company  could  not  avoid  putting 
into  the  Bill.  Then  some  difficulty  has 
been  raised  as  to  want  of  notice.  Now, 
I  have  here  Th$  London  Gazette  of  the 
dOth  of  November  last,  in  which  full 
notice — which  is  a  notice  to  all  the  world 
— is  given  of  the  intention  of  the  Com- 
pany to  introduce  the  Bill.  Further,  the 
Examiner  has  reported  that  all  the 
Standing  Orders  have  been  duly  com- 
plied with.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  hesitate  for  a 
moment  in  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool. 
Scotland) :  I  think  that  the  statements 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  are  such  as 
to  require  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House.  Let  me  take  the  first  of  those 
statements.  I  think  when  the  House 
considers  it,  it  will  be  induced  to  pause 
before  giving  a  serious  support  to  the 
progress  of  this  measure.  My  hon. 
IViend  has  pointed  out  that  the  effect  of 
passing  this  Bill  will  be  to  enable  a 
limited  number  of  gentlemen  to  put 
£40,000  or  £50,000  into  their  pockets. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  has  not  controverted  that 
statement  at  all,  nor  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cubitt)  who  spoke  earlier 
in  defence  of  the  Bill.  It  is  broadly 
asserted  that  if  the  House  passes  the 
Bill   it  will  put    £40,000  or  £50,000 
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into  the  pockets  of  a   certain    limited 
number  or  gentlemen  who  are  promo- 
ting it.     This  property  has  already  been 
able  to  pay  7  per  cent,  and  the  Bill  will 
enable  the  Company  to  offer  nominally 
in  the  market,  but  really  to  a  certain 
number  of  themselves,  additional  shares 
in  regard  to  which  a  dividend  of  7  per 
cent  is  to  be  guaranteed,  so  that  if  they 
obtain  this  bargain  they  will  be  able  t) 
realise    a    handsome    sum    of  money. 
What  is  the  importance  of  that  ?    The 
importance  of  it  is  this :  This  question 
of  the    supply  of  water   is   one   that 
is  becoming  very  important    through- 
out all  the  communities  of  the  coun- 
try,   and   it   is    becoming   more    and 
more     important     every    year.      We 
are  fast  approaching  the  time    when 
Local  Boards  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  will    insist    upon    securing    a 
supply  of  water  for  the  benefit  of  the 
ratepayers,  and  will  further  insist  upon 
that  supply  being  entirely  under  the 
control  of  the  ratepayers.    I  find  that 
already,  according  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  £e  Beigate  Bivision  of 
Surrey  (Sir   Trevor   I^wrence),    who 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  ihere  is  a 
movement  in  the  district  of  Sutton  for 
securing  the  water  supply  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  placing  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  town  authorities  of  Sutton.    The 
Local  Board  say  that  they  are  oonsider* 
ing  the  question,  and  it  would  be  most 
unfortunate  if  they  should  be  prevented 
from  taking  action  in  the  matter  without 
being  compelled    to    pay  £40,000    or 
£50,000    more    than    they    would    be 
called  upon  to  pay  now,   which  sum 
would  dearly  go  into  the  pockets  of  a 
limited  number  of  persons.     I  maintain 
that  it  is  monstrous  to  put  the  town  and 
the  ratepayers  of  Sutton  to  a  prospective 
cost  of  £40,000  or  £50,000  before  they 
are  able  to  get  into  their  own  hands  the 
control  of  the  water  supply  of  their  dis- 
trict.   The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Epsom  Division  (Mr. 
Cubitt)  says  that  a  feeling  is  growing 
up  in  this  House  in  favour  of  removing 
questions  of  a  local  character  from  the 
discussion  of  the  House  of  Commons.    I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman on  a  recent  occasion  did  not  ex- 
press any  extreme  amount  of  willingness 
to  relieve  the  House  of  a  large  portion 
of  its  Business.    At  the  same  time,  I 
gladly  welcome  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man as  approaching  to  some  extent  the 
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character  of  a  Home  Baler  ia  thia 
Houae.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man doea  not  aee  in  thia  oaae  ia  that  the 
tendency  of  feeling  and  intelligence  out 
of  the  Hooae  ia  not  only  to  warda  placing 
the  deciaion  of  theae  mattera,  bat  the 
entire  control  of  them  into  the  hands  of 
local  bodiea  inatead  of  dealing  with 
them  in  an  Aaaembly  like  thia.  And  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  pi^poaing  to 
paah  through  a  Bill  like  thia,  ia  endea- 
vouring to  poatpone  the  advent  of  that 
happy  day  when  the  entire  water  aupply 
of  the  country  will  be  in  the  handa  of 
the  ratepayera.    I  feel  bound  to  aup- 

S^rt  my  hon.  Friend  in  oppoaing  thia 
ill.  I  will  only  make  aUuaion  to  one 
point  which  waa  raiaed  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committeea  (Mr.  Courtney).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Epaoni  (Mr.  Cubitt)  did  me  the  honour 
to  oonault  me  with  regard  to  the  proa- 
pecta  of  thia  Bill,  and  I  urged  him  not 
to  aecure  the  advocacy  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committeea.  The  advocacy  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman  haa  been  univeraally 
fatal  to  the  cauae  he  haa  aupported. 
Allow  me  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
pointa  which  have  been  referred  to  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committeea.  He  haa 
told  the  Houae  that  thia  Bill  doea  not 
enlarge  the  eziating  powera  of  the  Water 
Company.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the 
dauae  on  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Donegal  relied  for  the 
atatement  whidi  he  made— Clause  22  of 
the  Bill— 

"Sabject  to  the  proyifions  of  thii  Act  the 
Company  may  from  time  to  time  enter  into  and 
carry  into  effect  such  contracts  and  arrange- 
ments uith  any  urban  or  rural  sanitary  autho- 
rity and  the  trustees  of  any  turnpike  or  other 
roiui  or  any  highway  board  or  any  surveyor  of 
any  highway  and  anjr  railway  company  and  any 
ot£er  companies  bodies  or  persons  with  respect 
to  the  supply  of  water  in  bulk  (without  as  well 
as  within  the  €k>mpany's  limits  of  supply  as 
defined  by  the  Act  of  1871)  as  the  Company 
think  fit  and  every  such  contract  and  arrange- 
ment may  be  for  such  period  on  such  terms 
pecuniary  or  otherwise  and  conditions  as  the 
CkMnpany  think  fit  and  the  Oom^y  may  bv 
agreement  vary  suspend  or  rescmd  any  such 
contracts  or  arrangements  and  make  others  in 
lieu  thereof  and  in  addition  thereto." 

Therefore  thia  Company  can  go  out- 
aide  ita  own  limita  and  aupply  water 
in  bulk  to  other  diatricta;  and  in 
that  way  prevent  the  formation  of 
other  watenrorka  in  other  localitiea. 
Thia  Bill,  in  fact,  ffivea  to  thia  Company 
one  of  the  moat  valuable  and  one  ox  the 


leaat  ezcuaable  monopoliea  ever  aaked 
foi^  even  by  a  Water  Company  from  an 
Aaaembly  like  thia.  Thia  22nd  clause 
givea  the  Company  power  to  job  away 
ita  water  to  Companiea  outaide,  and  it  ia 
perfectly  monstroua  that  auch  a  Bill 
ahould  be  allowed  to  come  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
aite  gave  the  Houae  ample  reaaon  for 
believing  that  the  local  authoritiea  of 
Sutton  have  not  been  consulted ;  and  we 
have  had  it  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
repreaenta  the  diviaion  of  the  county  in 
which  Sutton  ia  aituated  that  the  Town 
Board  haa  not  yet  discusaed  the  matter, 
but  that  it  will  meet  for  the  considera- 
tion of  it  for  the  first  time  to-morrow. 
Under  theae  circumstancea,  are  we  aak- 
ing  the  House  too  much  if  we  ask  it  to 
poatpone  ita  judgment  until  the  Town 
Authority  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
considering  the  meaaure.  I  feel  quite 
justified  in  moving  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King'a  Co.,  Birr) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  put, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
---{Mr.  T.J\  O'Connor.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  99 ;  Noea 
224:  Majority  126.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  7.) 

Original  Queation  again  propoaed, 
*'  That  the  word '  now  '  atand  part  of  the 
Queation." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
eal,  E.) :  After  the  deciaion  which  haa 
juat  taken  place  I  cannot  blind  myaelf 
to  the  fact  that  I  have  no  hope  of 
aecuring  a  majority  in  favour  of  the  re- 

J'ection  of  the  aeoond  reading  of  the  Bill. 
'.  |will  therefore  aak,  with  the  leave  of 
the  Houae,  to  withdraw  it.  I  under- 
atand  that  it  ia  the  intention  of  an  hon. 
Member  who  aita  on  theae  Benchea  to 
move  an  Inatruction  to  the  Committee, 
which  mav  in  aome  degree  limit  the  pre- 
ference which  would  be  given  under  the 
proviaiona  of  the  Bill  in  regard  to  the 
diapoaal  of  the  new  aharea  of  the  Com- 
pany. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King'a  Co.,  Birr) : 
Am  I  to  underatand  that  now  ia  the 
proper  time  for  moving  an  Liatruction 
to  the  Committee  upon  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  BiU  muat  in 
the  firat  place  be  read  a  aeoond  time,  and 

3  P8 


1543 


Merchant 


{COMMONS} 


Shipping  Aeti. 


1514 


the  hon.  Member  may  then  give  Notice 
of  an  Instruction. 

Original  Question  put. 

,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

Q  UESTIONS. 

COURT  OF  BANKBUPTCY  (IRELAND) 
MR.  L.  H.  JAMES,  LATE  OFFICIAL 
ASSIGlirEE., 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, How  it  happened  that  the  existing 
powers  of  having  the  accounts  of  Offioiiu 
Assignees  in  Bankruptcy  audited  were 
not  exercised  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Lucius 
H.  James'  accounts ;  and,  whether  they 
are  at  present  being  availed  of  as  regards 
the  accounts  of  the  existing  Official  As- 
signees ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  This  Question  refers  to  a 
matter  as  to  which  I  have  no  special 
means  of  knowledge.  I  believe,  however, 
that  an  audit  is  now.  and  has  always 
been,  had  in  each  bankruptcy  proceeding; 
and  if  it  has  proved  inadequate  in  some 
oases,  this  must,  I  think,  have,  to  a 
great  extent,  arisen  from  the  assignee 
nominated  by  the  creditors  and  his  soli- 
citor not  having  used  due  care  and 
attention. 

IRISH  lAND  COMMISSION— SALES  OF 
HOLDINGS— RESERVATIONS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  (for  Mr.  O'Doheety)  (Donegal,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  nu- 
merous sales  of  holdings  in  Ireland 
have  been  sanctioned  by  the  Irish  Land 
Commission,  in  which  all  bogs  and  tur- 
baries have  been  reserved  to  the  land- 
lord vendor;  whether  it  has  been  re- 
peatedly decided  in  Ireland  that  such  a 
reservation  reserves  also  the  subsoil  on 
which  the  bog  or  turbary  rests ;  whether 
many  of  the  holdings  sold  are  almost 
entirely  covered  with  bog  or  peat ;  and, 
whether  public  money  is  being  advanced 
for  the  purchase  of  land  which  is  by  the 
reservations  contained  in  the  contract 
retained  by  the  vendor? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
verity)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that,  as  a  general 
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rule,  all  the  estate  and  interest  which 
before  sale  the  landlord  has  in  the  hold- 
ing is  upon  the  sale  vested  in  the  tenant 
purchaser.  Occasionally  the  holding? 
may  include  uncut  bog,  upon  which 
other  tenants  had  before  the  sale  limited 
rights  of  turbary.  Such  rights  would, 
upon  the  sale  of  the  holding,  be  pre- 
served for  such  tenants.  No  advance  is 
made  for  the  purchase  of  any  holding 
unless  the  land  comprised  therein  is, 
for  agricultural  or  pastoral  purposes,  in 
the  oj>inion  of  the  Commissioners,  ample 
security  for  the  sum  to  be  advanced,  and 
advances  are  never  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  privilege  of  cutting  torf 
where  the  soil  is  retained  by  the  vendor. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  gentleman 
inquire  whether  in  Donegal  and  other 
counties  in  the  West  of  Ireland  the  bog 
often  represents  75  or  80  per  cent,  of 
the  total  holding  ? 

[No  reply."| 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CITY  OF  LONDON 

COURT. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.}  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  the 
City  of  London  Court  insist  on  havinc^ 
receipt  stamps  on  sums  under  £2, 
but  made  up  to  that  amount  by  the 
expenses  of  Uie  said  Court ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Gt>vemment  will  interfere 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  proceedings  and  fees 
charged  thereon  in  the  City  of  London 
Court,  as  well  as  in  the  whole  of  the 
County  Courts  of  England  and  Wales, 
are  at  present  regulated  by  the  County 
Court  Rules  and  Treasury  Orders,  1886, 
and  I  am  informed  by  the  officials  of 
the  Court  that  they  act  strietly  in  ac- 
cordance with  those  Rules.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  the  particulars  of 
any  case  in  which  he  has  reason  to 
believe  that  these  Rules  have  not  been 
followed,  I  will  take  care  that  inqoiiy 
is  made  into  the  matter. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS -LOSS  OP 
THE  **KAPUNDA." 

Mr.  ATHERLEY.J0NE8  (Durham. 
N.  W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  purposed  thai 
an  official  inquiry  should  be  held  into 
the  droumstances  attending  the  loss  of 
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the  S.S.  JCapunda,  on  her  passage  to 
Western  Australia;  and,  if  so,  within 
what  period  it  maj  be  expected  that 
such  inquiry  will  be  commenced  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henby  Db 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  (who 
replied)  said  :  An  inquiry  has  been 
ordered  into  the  circumstances  attending 
the  loss  of  the  Kapunda,  and  will  be  held 
as  soon  as  the  survivors  and  the  crew  of 
the  vessel  with  which  she  was  in  colli- 
sion have  arrived  in  this  country. 

INDIA— REFORM  IN  THE  INDIAN 
TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  kino  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
What  steps  are  being  taken  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  Oouncil  to  carry  out 
the  reforms  in  the  Regulations  of  the 
Indian  Telegraph  Department  which 
have  been  repeatedly  urged  on  his  at- 
tention; whether  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  urgency  of 
the  oase  for  reform;  whether  the  Oo- 
vemment  of  India  is  understood  to  have 
admitted  the  justice  of  the  complaints 
of  the  members  of  the  Indian  Telegraph 
Service,  and  the  necessity  for  a  speedy 
redress  of  those  grievances ;  and,  if  so, 
what  reasons  there  are  for  delaying  to 
remove  these  gprievanoes;  and  when  a 
decision  may  be  expected  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  GorstJ  (Chatham) : 
A  scheme  relating  to  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment in  India  was  prepared  by  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  and 
transmitted  to  India  on  July  8,  1886. 
The  Government  of  India  was  autho- 
rized to  give  effect  to  it  if,  after  obtain- 
ing the  views  of  the  Commission  which 
is  now  considering  the  possibility  of 
effecting  reductions  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure, they  should  think  it  right  to 
do  so.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  re- 
cently requested  the  (Government  of 
India  to  obtain  a  Report  on  the  subject 
from  the  Commission.  Until  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Covemment  of  India  has 
been  received,  it  is  impossible  to  give 
information  to  the  House  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  communications  that  have 
taken  place. 

CRIME  AND   OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
ASSAULTS  IN  WEX1?'0RD  COUNTY. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin, 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  { 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
three  emergency  men  employed  on  the 
Brooke  estate  iu  County  Wexford  and  one 
of  Mr.  Brooke's  keepers,  named  Harris, 
attacked  a  man  named  McDonnell,  on 
his  way  home  at  night,  a  short  time 
since ;  whether  they  were  heard  to  say, 
before  he  came  up,  that  **  they  would  do 
for  this  fellow,''  and  whether  the  police 
authorities  mean  to  prosecute  them,  and 
when ;  whether  they  have  attacked  other 
people ;  and,  if  so,  how  often ;  whether 
these  men  are  continually  about  the 
roads  in  a  state  of  semi-intoxication, 
armed  with  rifles  and  revolvers,  insult- 
ing the  people  they  meet,  and  endea- 
vouring to  provoke  them  to  breaches  of 
the  peace ;  and,  if  so,  how  long  are  they 
to  be  permitted  to  do;  and,  whether 
they  have  licences  for  the  rifles  and 
revolvers  they  carry  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  I  am  in- 
formed that  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  Mr.  Brooke's  under-agent  and 
gamekeeper  are  constantly  walking 
about  the  estate,  and  that  they  have 
licences  for  the  arms  they  carry.  They 
are  sometimes  accompanied  by  one  emer- 
gency man  employed  by  Mr.  Brooke. 
The  police  have  no  information  to  sub- 
stantiate the  allegation  that  these  men 
are  in  the  habit  of  acting  in  the  un- 
lawful and  unruly  manner  attributed  to 
them  in  the  Question.  With  regard  to 
the  alleged  threatening  of  a  man  named 
McDonnell,  it  appears  that  he  made 
no  report  of  it;  but  a  week  after  the 
alleged  occurrence  the  police  heard  of  it, 
and  they  are  making  inquiries  on  the 
subject. 

IRELAND— COLLECTOR  OF  RATES' 
OFFICE  (IRELAND). 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  work 
is  performed  in  the  Collector  of  Bates' 
Office ;  if  there  are  10  clerks  employed 
there,  with  salaries  ranging  from  £150 
to  £700  a-year;  and,  if  a  lieutenant  of 
Militia  has  been  lately  appointed  to 
assist  them,  what  his  salary  is,  and 
what  his  occupation  ? 

The  ATT()ENET  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  The  work 
of  the  Department  is  that  imposed  upon 
it  by  the' statute— namely,  the  collection 
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of  tbe  Taring q  rates  imposed  within  the 
City  of  Dublin.  The  work  could  not  be 
described  in  detail  within  the  limits  of 
the  answer  to  a  Question.  The  office 
staff  consists  of  nine  clerks,  with  salaries 
ranging  from  £90  to  £400  a-year.  To 
meet  a  temporary  pressure,  an  assistant 
clerk  has  been  employed  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  two  months.  He  is  con- 
versant with  the  work  of  the  office, 
having  been  employed  there  before  in  a 
similar  capacity.  This  gentleman  holds 
a  commission  as  lieutenant  in  an  Irish 
Militia  reeiment ;  but  there  is  no  likeli- 
hood of  his  duties  to  his  regiment  inter- 
fering with  his  limited  official  engage- 
ment. 

HABBOUKS  AND  PASSING  TOLLS  ACT, 
1861— GUABANTEE  OP  LOANS. 

Mr.  0.  T.  DYKE  ACLAND  (Corn- 
wall,  Launceston)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
will  entertain  the  question  of  the  expe- 
diency of  extending  to  county  rating 
authorities  the  powers  already  possessed 
by  municipal  authorities  of  guaranteeing 
the  interest  of  loans  granted  under  the 
provisions  of ''  The  Harbours  and  Pass- 
ing Tolls  Act,  1861  ;"  and  will  insert  in 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Bill  for  this 
Session  a  provision  for  this  purpose  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  fear  I  cannot  promise  to 
insert  a  provision  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  in  the  Public  "Works 
Loans  Bill;  but  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  shall  be  borne  in 
mind. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IBELAND)— MILL- 
STBEET  PETTY  SESSIONS  —  SEB- 
GEANT  MOBONEY. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  two  car  drivers  named  Riordan 
were  summoned  by  Sergeant  Denis 
Moroney  at  the  Millstreet  Petty  Ses- 
sions, held  on  the  8th  February,  and 
fined  for  an  alleged  refusal  to  give  road 
to  the  police ;  whether  the  alleged  ob- 
struction was  caused  by  a  procession 
accompanying  the  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  on  the  occasion  in  question ;  whe- 
ther the  police  are  bound  by  their  rules 
to  give  way  to  the  public  on  such  occa- 
sionb;  whether  the  gravamen  of  the 
offence  was,  that  a  young  boy  played 
Jiarvey  Luff  upon  the  cornet ;  whether 
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Sergeant  Moroney  is  the  same  individual 
who  had  damages  for  false  arrest  re- 
cently given  against  him  at  the  Macroom 
Sessions ;  whether  it  has  been  the  usual 
and  almost  invariable  custom  during  the 
past  few  months  for  a  car-load  or  two  of 
police  to  follow  Dr.  Tanner  while  visit- 
ing his  constituency;  whether,  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  they  were  following 
him  as  usual ;  and,  whether  he  will  have 
the  case  investigated  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  vm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  From  the 
reports  submitted  to  the  (Government,  it 
appears  that  a  party  of  police  returning 
off  duty  overtook  a  procession  aoeom- 
panying  the  hon.  Member.  The  pro- 
cession consisted  of  four  common  carta, 
two  side  cars,  and  a  number  of  people 
on  foot.  The  drivers  of  the  .oars  refosed 
to  make  way  to  allow  the  police  car  to 
pass.  For  this  obstruction  they  were 
summoned,  as  stated.  The  playing  of 
Harvey  Duff  on  a  cornet  had  no  oon- 
neotion  with  the  prosecution.  Damages, 
to  the  extent  of  3«.,  were  recently  g^ven 
at  Macroom  Quarter  Sessions  against  the 
sergeant  named,  for  wrongful  arrest. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND—"  BOYCXXTTING  •• 
AT  MITCHELSTOWN. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  following  placard, 
which  has  been  extensively  posted 
throughout  the  district  of  Mitchels- 
town: — 

"Boycott!  Boycott!!  Boycott!!! 
"  Fellow  Coantrymen, 

"Be  not  deceived,  boycotting  ib  not  done 
away  with.  Disregard  the  langoage  of  cowardioe 
no  matter  by  whom  uttered.  Stand  firmly  by 
your  homes,  by  our  wives  and  little  ernes! 
Strike  at  your  tyrants!  All  yoor  hopes  uid 
fortunes  are  centred  in  this  fight.  Strike  *  now 
or  never,  now  and  for  ever,*  at  every  one  who 
a&sists  Anna  Kingston,  Lady  Kingston,  to  re- 
cover  oppressive  rents,  or  who  pays  them. 

'*  Boycott'  that  dis^ce  to  her  sex — Anna 
Kington,  the  grass  widow,  the  hard-hearted- 

<*  Boycott  Frend,  the  ag^t,  the  ]^g-headed 
representative  of  the  Church  Body,  who  dia* 
missed  the  labourers. 

**  Boycott  BuUdog  <  Maria '  O'Oradr,  soUcitor, 
who  betrayed  every  client  who  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  associated  with  him. 

"  Boycott  Benson,  the  insolent  whelp,  whose 
insolence  and  extortion  all  of  yon  hare  ei^e- 
rieneed. 

«<  Strike  at  the  outpoeU  of  the  Castle :  yov 
know  who  they  are. 
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<<  Boycott  Jim  Neill,  the  haogmaD,  and 
family ;  Neddy  Kelly,  the  ez-farmer ;  Dicky 
Fitzmbbon,  clerk  of  the  Union,  the  only  land* 
grabber  in  the  district,  and  his  brood  of  up- 
starts ;  GK>mbeen  man  Gouche  and  his  apostate 
wife,  the  only  associates  of  Benson  and  all 
bailiffs  on  the  estate.  Shun  them.  Let  others, 
too,  take  warning  and  beware  of  their  fate,  or 
their  turn  will  surely  come. 

**  By  order  of  the  Vigilance  Committee. 

"K.B. — John  Coughlan,  of  Flemingstown, 
has  paid  his  rent.  Boycott  him,  and  his  short- 
horns and  dairy  farms.    Dairymen  beware !  '* 

and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  ensure 
the  protection  of  the  Law  to  the  persons 
thus  threatened  ? 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  Before 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
answers  the  Question,  may  I  ask  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  whether 
this  placard  was  not  printed  and  posted 
in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin,  Uni- 
Tersity)  (who  replied)  paid :  The  notice 
quoted  in  the  Question  was  posted 
during  the  night  of  the  5th  instant,  in 
the  outlying  district  of  the  Kingston 
estate  near  Mitchelstown,  and  was  torn 
down  by  the  police.  The  police  have 
trustworthy  information  as  to  its  origin, 
and  are  following  up  their  inquiries. 
The  persons  named  are  given  all  possible 
encouragement  and  support  and  protec- 
tion when  required. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)-TH0MA8 
SCULLY  AND  ROBERT  KELLY. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther two  young  men  named  Thomas 
Scully  and  Robert  Kelly  have  been  re- 
turned for  trial  at  Bantry  on  a  charge  of 
threatening  to  shoot  a  gamekeeper  to 
the  Earl  of  Kenraare,  named  Keohane; 
if  the  alleged  offence  had  been  com- 
mitted six  weeks  previous  to  the  depo- 
sitions of  Keohane  having  been  taken  ; 
whether  Keohane,  who  is  the  principal 
witness  for  the  Crown,  is  a  man  of  bad 
repute,  having  been  imprisoned  for  18 
months  on  a  cmarge  of  homicide,  and  six 
months  for  sheep  stealing;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  character  of  Keo- 
hane, these  young  men  will  be  admitted 
to  baU  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  It  is  the  fact  that  Thomas 
Scully  and  Robert  Kelly  have  been  re- 
turned for  trial  on  a  charge  of  threaten- 


ing to  shoot  a  man  called  Keohane ; 
and,  this  beiog  so,  I  must  decline,  pend- 
ing the  trial,  to  give  any  opinion  as  to 
the  character  of  the  witnesses,  or  other- 
wise to  discuss  the  case. 

THE  LAND  (IRELAND) -REDUCTION  OF 
INTEREST  ON  MORTGAGES,  &c. 

Me.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  bring  in  a  measure  to  reduce 
the  interest  on  charges  and  mortga^^es 
on  Irish  estates  in  the  same  proportion 
as  the  rents  have  been  reduced ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  allow  the 
payments  in  respect  of  tithe  rent-charges, 
quit  rents,  and  Crown  rents  to  be  reduced 
in  the  same  proportion  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  This  matter, 
which  is,  undouDtedly,  of  great  import- 
ance, has  been  under  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  especially 
with  reference  to  family  charges  on 
estates ;  but  I  am  not  at  present  able  to 
give  any  pledge  as  to  legislation  upon  it. 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND)  —  DEATH  OF  A 
PRISONER  IN  CALTON  GAOL,  EDIN- 
BURGH. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  published 
Reports  of  the  inquiry  into  the  death  of 
Robert  Hume,  an  untried  prisoner  in 
Calton  Gaol,  Edinburgh,  on  the  2nd 
instant,  that  the  prisoner  in  question, 
described  as  maniacal,  confined  on  a 
charge  of  shooting,  and  at  times  re- 
quiring four  men  to  hold  him,  was  locked 
up  for  48  hours  in  a  cell  with  two  other 
prisoners ;  whether,  on  the  first  night  of 
his  confinement,  he  was  discovered  **  ver^ 
violent,"  and  ''on  top  of  the  other  pri- 
soners ; "  whether,  on  the  second  even- 
ing, he  was  agafai  found  **  very  violent," 
and  having  torn  the  clothing  off  one  of 
the  other  prisoners;  whether,  on  the 
second  nignt,  he  became  *' extremely 
violent,"  *'  shouting  and  bawling  "  from 
12  till  4  in  the  morning,  when  he  fell 
asleep,  and  that  three  hours  later,  his 
appearance  having  alarmed  his  fellow 
prisoners,  he  was  discovered  to  be  dead; 
whether  there  is  an  infirmary  attached 
to  the  Calton  Gaol;  and,  if  so,  why 
Hume  was  not  sent  there ;  whether  the 
men  shut  up  with  Hume  were  untried 
prisoners ;  and,  whether  it  is  in  accord- 
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ance  with  fhn  Prison  Eules  to  expose 
prisoners  to  the  clangers  and  annoyance 
incidental  to  confinement  with  violent 
and  maniacal  persons  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  am  informed  Ly  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioner that  Bohert  Hume  was  received 
into  Calton  Gaol,  Edinburgh,  about 
3.30  p.m.  on  January  31  last.  He  was 
examined  by  the  medical  officer  of  the 
prison.  No  symptom  of  insanity  ap- 
peared until  late  on  the  evening  of 
February  1.  He  had  been  associated — 
i.e.f  placed  in  a  cell  with  other  prisoners 
— by  the  medical  officer's  orders  from 
the  time  of  his  reception,  as  he  appeared 
to  be  suffering  merely  from  the  effects 
of  drink.  He  was  quiet  during  the 
first  night  of  his  confinement.  About 
9.30  p.m.  on  the  second  night  he  was 
suddenly  attacked  with  acute  mania,  and 
assaulted  one  of  the  prisoners  in  asso- 
ciation with  him,  when  a  canvas  restraint 
jacket  was  put  upon  him.  He  was 
violent  from  12  till  4  a.m.  on  the  second 
night,  and  then  fell  asleep,  from  which 
he  did  not  awake.  He  was  under  fre- 
quent observation  by  an  officer  all  this 
time.  There  is  a  room  in  the  prison 
used  as  an  infirmary.  Hume  was  not 
sent  there,  as  be  was  not  considered  a 
case  for  it  till  the  attack  of  mania  began; 
and  the  medical  officer,  who  was  for 
some  time  on  the  staff  of  a  district 
asylum,  did  not  then  think  it  prudent  to 
remove  Hume  to  the  infirmary,  as  he 
would  have  disturbed  other  patients,  one 
of  whom  was  seriously  ill  of  heart  dis- 
ease. There  is  no  padded  cell  in  the 
prison ;  but  the  builaing  is  not  yet  com- 
pleted, and  the  Commissioners  propose 
to  provide  such  a  cell.  Two  of  the  three 
prisoners  shut  up  with  Hume  were  un- 
tried. The  prisoners  whom  the  Board 
have  been  able  to  question  say  that  they 
had  no  objection  to  be  left  with  Hume 
and  were  not  frightened.  One  of  them 
had  acted  as  assistant  hospital  nurse  in 
Perth  Prison.  Prisoners,  as  a  rule,  are 
placed  singly  in  cells ;  but  are  associated 
when  the  cells  are  full,  or  if  it  is  so 
ordered  by  the  medical  officer. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  (MARINE  DEPART- 
MENT)  — WRECK  OF  THE  "TALLY 
HO"— ROCKET  STATION  AT  EAST- 
BOURNE. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne)   asked   the    Secretary   to    the 
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Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  subjoined 
reply  from  his  Department  to  the 
Deputy  Coroner  at  Eastbourne,  respect- 
ing the  **  rider  "  of  the  jury  present  at 
the  inquest  on  four  sailors  drowned  at 
the  wreck  of  the  Tally  JETo,  because,  in 
their  opinion,  no  life  -  saving  rocket 
apparatus  was  available,  really  em- 
bodies the  views  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  his  own — 

"Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  Lon- 
don, S.W.,  3l8t  January,  1887. — 'Life-saring 
Apparatus.' — Sir, — With  reference  to  the  in- 
quMt  recently  held  by  you  on  the  bodies  of  the 
four  seamen,  part  of  the  crew  of  the  Taily  /lo, 
wrecked  near  the  Redoubt,  at  Eastbourne,  when 
the  jury  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  lives 
would  have  been  saved  had  there  been  a  life- 
saving  apparatus  at  Eastbourne,  I  am  directed 
by  the  B<Mrd  of  Trade  to  state  that  they  hare 
caused  careful  inquiries  to  be  made,  uid  are 
advised  that  probably  no  life  would  have  been 
lost  had  the  crew  known  how  to  make  use  of  the 
lines,  of  which  there  were  plenty  at  hand ;  and 
that  the  rocket  apparatus  would  havebeen  of  no 
assistance  on  the  occasion,  as  the  vessel  was  not 
more  than  10  or  15  yards  from  the  shore.  Hie 
Board  desire  me  to  add  that  the  rocket  appara- 
tus station  at  Eastbourne  was  abolished  in  De- 
cember, 1878,  because  no  services  had  been 
rendered  by  it  during  a  period  of  80  years;  and 
thev  are  advised  that  the  probability  of  the 
usefulness  of  the  rocket  apparatus  at  East- 
bourne is  not  sufficient  to  warrant  the  expendi- 
ture which  the  re-establishment  of  the  station 
would  entail.— I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 
Thomas  Gray. — E.  Hulman,  Esq.,  Deputy 
Coroner  for  iSussex,  Lowes." 

And,  whether,  in  oonsequence  of  such 
lamentable  loss  of  life  within  easy  reach 
of  the  shore,  he  will  at  once  give  in- 
structions to  supply  the  usual  rocket 
apparatus  for  future  use  when  required, 
seeing  that  there  is  an  excellent  Coast- 
guard Force  at  Eastbourne  to  take 
charge  of  the  same,  and  that  such  ap- 
pliances are  generally  to  be  found  at  all 
coast  towns  ? 

The  8E0KETABY  (Baron  HnraT 
Db  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtath) : 
The  letter  referred  to  was  written  with 
the  authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
they  see  no  reason  to  depart  from  its 
tenonr;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
confer  with  as,  possibly  an  arrangament 
may  be  come  to  in  concert  with  the 
Admiralty  and  Local  Authoritiee. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) — 
MYLES  MARTIN,  CROFTER,  A  PEI- 
SONER  IN  INVERNESS  GAOL. 

Db.  CAMERON  (OUsgow,  GoUe«) 
asked  the  SecretarV  of  State  for  3w 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten* 
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tion  has  been  called  to  the  following 
certificate  as  to  the  mental  condition  of 
Myles  Martin,  a  crofter,  at  present 
undergoing  three  months'  imprisonment 
(in  addition  to  two  months'  confinement 
previous  to  trial)  for  having  been  one 
of  a  crowd  guilty  of  mobbing  and 
rioting— 

<*  Manse  oi  Kilmuir,  December  4th,  1886. 

'*  Myles  Martin,  now  in  the  prison  of  Inver- 
ness, and  indicted  to  stand  his  trial  in  the  High 
Court  of  Jasticiary  on  the  Idth,  is  a  weakling 
and  the  son  of  a  weakling,  and  a  pauper  the 
son  of  a  pauper.  A  deceased  uncle  was  a  re- 
ported lunatic. 

*'  Certified  at  Kilmuir,  this  fourth 

**  day  of  December,  1886,  by 
"  Jas.  Grant, 

**  Minister  of  the  Parish  and  Chair- 
«  man  of  the  Parochial  Board ;  " 

whether  Mr.  M'Phail,  Free  Church 
minister  at  Kilmuir,  corroborated  this 
by  a  written  statement,  dated  3rd  De- 
cember, 1886 — 

"  That  Myles  Martin  is  a  poor  weak-minded 
lad,  who  has  been  regarded  as  imbecile  from  his 
birth,  and  has  been  supported  by  the  Parochial 
Board  of  the  parish ; " 

whether  those  Certificates  had  been 
communicated  to  the  Crown  authorities 
when  they  authorized  Martin's  prose- 
cution; and,  whether,  considering  that 
Martin  committed  no  act  of  violence, 
and  if  an  imbecile  could  hardly  be  sup- 
posed to  understand  the  law  of  mob- 
bing and  rioting,  he  will,  if  he  finds 
the  facts  stated  in  the  certificates  to 
be  well  founded,  take  steps  for  the  re- 
mission of  the  remaining  term  of  his 
sentence  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  nave 
seen  the  certificates  in  question ;  and  I 
am  informed  by  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
they  were  intimated  to  the  Crown  Autho- 
rities four  days  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  trial.  An  inquiry  was  at 
once  ordered  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
was  undertaken  by  a  medical  officer  of 
long  experience  and  high  reputation, 
who  reported  that  there  was  no  ground 
for  holding  the  prisoner  to  be  imbecile 
or  unfit  for  trial.  It  also  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
this  same  man  had  a  short  time  pre- 
viously conducted  his  own  defence  in  a 
trial  for  theft  in  the  Summary  Court 
very  intelligibly  and  successfully.  I 
concur  with  the  Lord  Advocate  in 
thinking  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  the  prisoner  was  not  fully  aware 


of  every  act  he  was  doing,  and  I  can 
advise  no  interference. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked,  whether  any 
evidence  had  been  tendered  as  to  the 
man's  condition  before  the  decision  was 
pronounced  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that,  so  far 
as  he  was  aware,  no  such  evidence  had 
been  tendered. 

ARTERIAL  DRAINAGE  (IRELAND)— 
DRAINAGE   DISTRICTS  IN  KILKENNY 

Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  state  of  things  in  reference  to  the 
extensive  Drainage  Districts  of  Erling- 
ford,  Johnstown,  CuUohill,  and  Durrow, 
in  North  Kilkenny,  embracing  some  24 
miles  of  the  county  of  Tipperary,  Queen's 
County,  and  the  county  of  Kilkenny  ; 
that  the  tenant  farmers  of  these  locali- 
ties   promoted    an    arterial    drainage 
scheme,  about  four  years  ago,  at  their 
own  serious  expense;  that,  thereupon, 
the  engineer  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  reported  favourably  of  the  pro- 
ject, to  the  extent  of  the  expenditure  of 
£32,000 ;  that,  owing  to  the  present  de- 
fective Drainage    Code,    unaer    which 
''  statutory  termors  '*  are  excluded   as 
«  owners  "  of  Drainage  Districts,  a  small 
proportion  of  the  percentage  of  *'  as- 
sents "  is  needed  to  ensure  the  technical 
formation  of  a  Drainage  District  in  the 
above  locality,  inasmuch   as  two  land 
proprietors    have    withheld    their    co- 
operation ;  that,  to  remedy  the  deficient 
legislation,  a  Land   Improvement  and 
Arterial    Drainage  (Ireland)   Bill  has 
been  introduced  by  successive  Govern- 
ments, but  has  not  been  passed ;  that  a 
representation  to  this  effect  has    been 
made  on  behalf  of  the  above-mentioned 
tenant  farmers  to  the  Royal  Commission 
of  Inquiry  as    to  Harbours,    Arterial 
Drainage,   &c.,   with  the  request  that 
they  would  inspect  the  locality  or  re- 
ceive evidence  upon  the  subject,  but 
they  have  not  acceded  to  either  course ; 
whether  he  is  able  to  state  the  reason 
for  this  refusal;   whether  the  scope  of 
the  inquiry  of  this  Royal  Commission 
extends  to  arterial  drainage  in  Ireland 
generally,  or  in  limited  to  the  same  only 
where  it  afEects  *'the  improvement  or 
preservation  of  any  necessary  facilities 
for  inland  navigation,"  or  is  such  the  in- 
terpretation or  was  such  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and,  whe- 
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thor,  in  the  latter  case,  the  Government 
are  prepared  forthwith  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
amending  the  Drainage  Code,  and  to 
sanction  there  under  advances  by  the 
Treasury  for  Arterial  Drainage  at  3f 
per  cent,  same  as  under  the  Public 
Health  Act  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  Such  a 
scheme  has  been  promoted  in  the  matter 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  under- 
stand it  is  not  intended  to  hold  a  special 
inquiry  into  the  scheme ;  but  if  the  boji. 
Member  desires  it,  an  arrangement  can  be 
made  for  examining  witnesses  in  London 
in  about  a  week  from  the  present  date. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  METROPOLIS-UN- 
EMPLOYED  DOCK  LABOURERS  AT 
POPLAR. 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  600  starving  dock  labouren 
applied  for  some  relief  at  the  Poplar 
Workhouse  on  Wednesday  last;  whe- 
ther any  relief  was  afforded  to  these 
destitute  persons ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  thousands  of  dock  labourers  are 
out  of  work,  with  no  reasonable  hope  of 
employment  in  the  near  future ;  whether, 
since  November  last,  200  of  the  children 
of  these  men  have  been  daily  supplied 
with  breakfasts  by  private  charity,  ad- 
ministered by  Rev.  James  Ohadbum, 
Poplar ;  and,  if  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  will  take  any  steps  to  insure  that 
none  of  these  destitute  men,  women, 
and  children  shall  perish  from  hunger  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's) :  I  un- 
derstand that  from  200  to  300  persons 
attended  at  the  Poplar  Workhouse 
on  the  8th  instant,  when  the  Relief 
Committee  were  sitting,  and  requested 
that  a  deputation  should  be  received  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  before  the  Guar- 
dians the  opinions  held  by  the  unem- 
ployed as  to  the  measures  necessary  for 
the  relief  of  the  congested  labour  in  the 
district.  The  Guardians  received  a 
deputation  of  six.  They  made  no  ap- 
plication for  Poor  Law  relief,  and  ex- 
pressed themselves  as  fully  aware  that 
the  Guardians  had  no  power  to  start 
works;  but  they  urged  that  the  Guar- 
dians should  do  what  they  could  to  in- 
duce those  who  had  the  power  to  provide 
them  with  employment.    I  learn  from 
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an  Inspector  of  the  Board  who  attended 
the  Relief  Committee  at  Poplar  this 
morning,  that  there  were  no  able-bodied 
applicants  for  relief.  The  Board  do  not 
doubt  that  at  the  present  time,  espeoiaUy 
in  connection  with  dock  labour,  there  is 
a  considerable  number  of  persons  oat  of 
employment.  I  am  assured,  however, 
that  every  application  which  has  be^i 
made  to  the  Guardians  has  been  attended 
to ;  and  I  have  no  reason  whatever  to 
doubt  that  any  person  who  applies  for 
relief,  and  whose  destitution  is  such  as 
to  entitle  him  to  receive  relief  from  the 
Guardians,  will  be  duly  received  by 
them.  It  is  the  case,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
that  breakfasts  are  given  by  private 
charity  to  a  number  of  children  in  this 
district,  as  in  other  districts  in  the  East 
End. 

BOYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY— DIS- 
TBICT  INSPECTOR  GREENE. 

Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.^ 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Greene,  now  stationed  in 
Bruff,  County  Limerick,  is  the  same 
officer  with  reference  to  whom  Colonel 
Forbes,  R.M.  gave  evidence  before  the 
Royal  Commission  in  Belfast,  to  the 
effect  that  he  *^  invariably  neglected  his 
duty  by  not  having  his  men  on  duty  in 
proper  time ; "  and,  if  so,  will  District 
Inspector  Greene  be  retained  in  his  pre- 
sent responsible  position  in  Limerick 
County? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  No,  Sir; 
District  Inspector  Greene,  now  stationed 
at  Bruff,  County  Limerick,  never  served 
in  Belfast. 

FREE  LIBRARIES  AND  MECHANICS* 
INSTITUTIONS  —  SUPPLY  OP  PAR- 
LIAMENTARY REPORTS. 

Mk.  C.  WRIGHT  rLancashire,  8.W.. 
Leigh)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  provide 
in  the  Budget  for  the  expense  of  sop- 
plying,  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
indicated  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  ths 
Exchequer,  on  the  9th  of  September 
last.  Parliamentary  Reports  of  Educa- 
tion, Crime,  Pauperism,  County  Expen- 
diture, and  other  Returns  connected 
with  County  Government,  also  Retnns 
of  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  to  Free 
Libraries  and  Mechanics'  Institotions? 
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Thb  chancellor  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (B(r.  Gk)8CHEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that 
his  Predecessor  had  promised  to  submit 
a  Vote  to  the  House  to  enable  the  House 
to  decide  whether  a  gift  should  be 
made  of  Parliamentary  Papers  to  Free 
Libraries.  He  would  submit  a  Vote  to 
the  House  for  this  purpose,  in  some 
form;  but,  in  the  meantime,  as  only 
seyen  libraries  had  applied,  and  each 
set  of  Parliamentary  Papers  only  cost 
about  £15,  he  thoueht  that  the  amount 
might  be  furnished  by  economies  in  the 
Stationery  Office,  and  a  reduction  in 
the  cost  of  distributing  Parliamentaty 
Papers. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRBLAND)- 

GRANGE  PBOGESSSIONS  IN 

NORTH  ANTRIM. 

Mb.  PINKEBTON  (Qalway)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  was 
a  procession  of  Orange  bands  in  Bally- 
money,  North  Antrim,  on  Saturday 
night;  whether  windows  were  broken 
in  the  houses  of  leading  supporters  of 
the  Liberal  candidate;  Whether  the 
Besident  Magistrate  (Mr.  Butherford) 
had  a  sufficient  force  under  his  charge 
to  maintain  order;  and,  what  steps,  if 
any,  were  taken  to  prevent  injury  to 
properly,  and  bring  the  perpetrators  to 
justice  f 

The  attorney  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼ersity)  (who  replied)  said :  This  Ques- 
tion is  down  without  Notice,  and  cannot 
be  answered  without  local  inquiries. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)~THB  RQBY  MINES. 

Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  From  whom  the  communication 
was  received,  and  at  what  date,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  telegraphed  the  Viceroy,  18th 
November,  1886— 

**  Ruby  J^lines.  I  gather  that  arraogements 
are  not  finally  concladed ; " 

and,  whether  those  words  referred  to 
arrangements  for  leasing  or  working 
the  Buby  Mines,  and  with  whom  such 
arrangements  were  then  being  nego- 
tiated? 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
The  result  of  answering  these  Questions 


would  be  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
draw  from  me  information  respecting 
negotiations  not  yet  concluded,  which  I 
stated  a  few  days  ago  could  not,  in  tho 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  be 
conveniently  made  public.  When  the 
Qovemment  of  India  has  aecertained 
its  rights  in  the  Buby  Mines,  and  has 
determined  how  it  will  make  use  of 
them,  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  any 
Questions  which  may  be  put. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  RUBY  MINES 
—MILITARY  OPERATIONS. 

Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  after  28t^  November, 
when,  in  consequence  of  the  greater 
probability  of  resistance  to  the  Buby 
Mines  Expedition,  General  Stewart's 
command  of  1,100  men  and  four  guns 
was  strengthened,  there  was  any  Beport 
from  General  Stewart  prior  to  24th  De- 
cember ;  and,  whether  the  whole  of  the 
Military  Beports  as  to  the  Buby  Mines 
Expedition  are  included  in  the  Papers 
already  circulated  ? 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham): 
The  answer  to  the  first  Question  is  No ; 
to  the  second.  Yes. 

MADAGASCAR— EXPULSION  OP  

WILKINSON. 

Me.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Mr.  Wilkinson  defied  the  Malagasy 
Government  by  returning  from  Mauri- 
tius to  Antananarivo ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Foreign  Office  has  instructed 
the  British  Consul  to  support  the  Mala- 
g^y  authorities  in  this  matter  or  other- 
wise ? 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jakes  Feegusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  Mr.  Wilkinson's  expul- 
sion was  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Mauritius  not  to  have  been  justified  by 
the  terms  of  the  Treaty  between  Great 
Britain  and  Madagascar.  In  conse- 
quence of  this  decision,  which  is  binding 
on  the  British  Consular  officers,  he  re- 
turned to  Madagascar.  The  British 
Consul  has  supported  the  Malagasy 
Authorities  throughout  these  proceed- 
ings. Since  the  return  of  WilHnson  he 
has  been  charged  with  a  crime  more  ' 
grave  than  that  for  which  he  was  before 
expelled,  on  conviction    of   which   he 
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would  be  liable  to  expulsion  under  the 
Treaty. 

DISTRESS  IN  LANARKSHIRE. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
otate  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, in  yiew  of  the  great  distress 
amongst  the  Lanarkshire  miners,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  any 
steps  to  relieve  it,  either  by  appointing 
a  Boyal  Commission  or  othery^ise  ? 

This  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
heard  with  very  great  regret  of  the 
existence  of  distress  among  the  Lanark- 
shire miners;  but  there  is  no  ground 
for  thinking  that  it  arises  from  causes 
that  will  be  permanent,  or  with  which 
it  is  in  the  power  of  this  or  any  other 
(Government  to  interfere. 

ARMY— MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Sib  GUYEE  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  in  the  recent  Army 
Warrant,  any  alteration  has  been  made 
in  the  relative  rank,  position,  or  titles 
of  medical  officers  to  those  heretofore 
held  by  them  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle):  Relative  rank  has  been  abo- 
lished for  all  departments ;  but  medical 
officers  retain  all  the  privileges  hereto- 
fore attaching  to  it.  In  other  respects 
their  status  is  unchanged. 

ARMY  WARRANT— CYPRUS  MAIL 
SERVICE. 

Sib  EDMUND  LECHMERE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Bewdley)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
into  consideration  the  expediency  of 
renewing  the  mail  service  with  the 
Island  of  Cyprus,  which  was  interrupted 
in  December,  1884 ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  GK>yernment  will  also  consider 
the  expediency  of  capitalizing  the  annual 
rent  (£92,800)  paid  to  the  Sultan  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hexrt  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The 
subject  of  re-establishing  weekly  mail 
communication  between  Cyprus  and 
England  is  under  consideration ;  but  it 
is  not  proposed  to  renew  the  service  on 
the  same  footing  as  that  referred  to  in 
the  Question.  With  reference  to  the 
second  part  of  this  Question,  1  have  to 
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state  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  liad  under  their  careful  considera- 
tion proposals  for  lightening  the  burden 
of  the  tribute  of  £92,800;  but  the  sub- 
ject is  surrounded  with  considerable 
difficulties,  which  at  present  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  been  able 
to  overcome. 

THE  NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES— REPORT 
OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  When  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  inquire 
into  the  depredations  by  Foreign  on 
English  fishermen  in  the  North  Sea  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  HsintT  Dk 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  I 
hope  to  lay  the  Keport  of  the  Committee 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  early  next  week, 
certainly  as  soon  as  possible. 

TRADE   AND   COMMERCE  —  INTERNA- 

TIONAL      CONFERENCE      ON      THE 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  any  further  Correspondence 
has  passed,  or  steps  taken,  with  Con- 
tinental Governments,  with  a  view  to  an 
International  Conference  on  the  subject 
of  the  Sugar  Bounties;  and,  whether 
there  are  any  further  Papers  he  can  lay 
upon  the  Table,  if  moved  for  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  HsnT  Ds 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
Certain  Oovernments  have  been  ap- 
proached upon  this  subject,  and  some 
have  replied  not  unfavourably.  The 
proceedings  are  not,  however,  at  such  a 
stage  that  any  statement  can  be  made  at 
present,  nor  can  any  Papers  be  laid  oa 
the  Table. 

COAL  MINES -EXPLOSION  AT   THE 

WOOD  END  PITS,  LANCASHIRE. 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Special  Report  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector,  on  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  explosion  of  fire-damp  whicli 
took  place  m  the  Crumbouke  Mine,  at 
Wood  End  Pits,  in  Lancashire;  and, 
whether,  seeing  that  that  exploskm  i* 
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proved  to  have  occurred  by  gaa  libe-  j 
rated  from  the  strata,  '*  in  consequence 
of  props  being  drawn,"  he  will  issue 
instructions  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  such  a 
dangerous  practice,  in  mines  known  to 
oontaib  fire-damp,  while  the  miners  are 
at  work  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
seen  the  Report  of  the  Inspector,  and  I 
think  that  t^e  point  raised  by  the  hou. 
Member  is  an  important  one.  The  In- 
spectors of  Mines  will  hold  their  annual 
meeting  next  week,  and  I  have  asked 
them  to  consider  whether  this  matter 
had  better  be  dealt  with  by  general  or 
by  special  rule. 

EGYPT— PORT  DUES  ON  SHIPPING. 

Mb.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trad6»  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  demand 
relief  for  shipowners  from  the  very  heavy 
dues  they  are  now  called  upon  to  pay  in 
Egyptian  ports,  in  contravention  of  the 
arrangements  entered  into  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Khedive  (wherein  it  was 
declared  that  the  tariff  should  be  in- 
creased or  lowered  according  to  the 
state  of  the  Lighthouse  Budget) ;  whe- 
ther approximately  the  dues  thus  levied 
amount  to  about  £90,000  per  annum, 
while  the  total  expenditure  falls  below 
half  that  sum ;  and,  whether  the  dues 
in  question  ought,  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  said  agreement,  to  be  less 
than  half  the  amount  at  present  levied 
on  British  shipping? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  lost 
site  of  this  question;  but  they  do  not 
feel  justified  in  pressing  a  reduction  of 
the  light  Dues  in  view  of  the  present 
state  of  the  Egyptian  Revenue  and  of 
the  urgent  claims  upon  it  arising  from 
the  military  necessities  of  the  situation 
in  that  country.  But  the  earliest  favour- 
able opportunity  will  be  taken  to  remind 
the  Egyptian  Government  of  the  arrange- 
ment referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
From  the  Lighthouse  Accounts  that  have 
been  received,  it  would  appear  that  the 
receipts  and  expenditure  are  practic- 
ally as  stated  in  the  second  and  third 
paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. 


THE    IMPERIAL   INSTITUTE  —  DOCK- 
YARD SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  following  Letter  in  77*4 
Western  Daily  Mercury/  of  the  14th  in- 
stant, relating  to  the  collection  of  sub- 
scriptions to  the  Imperial  Institute :  — 

**  The  Jubilee  and  Dockyard  Constraint 
"  Sir, — Whatever  may  be  said  in  favour  of 
Admiral  Grant*s  action  in  the  Dockyard,  many 
of  OS  feel  that  we  are  constrained  to  act  in  a 
way  with  which  we  have  no  sympathy.  It  inay 
be  wrong,  but  we  cannot  help  the  impression 
that  if  anyone  refuses  to  contribute  he  will  be 
at  once  a  marked  man There  are  hun- 
dreds in  the  yards  who  have  no  sympathy  with 
the  movement  Then  why  should  they  be 
marked  men  if  they  act  up  to  their  convictions  ? 

**  (Signed)  A  Gbudoino  Givbh." 
"  Devonport,  Feb.  12." 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  leading 
men  of  the  Dockyards  have  been  fur- 
nished with  collecting  cards;  whether 
such  collecting  cards  have  written  upon 
them  the  names  of  all  the  men  employed 
under  such  leading  men;  whether  the 
names  of  those  who  subscribe  are  marked 
ofiP  on  such  cards  and  the  amount  sub- 
scribed written  against  each  name,  and 
the  cards  then  returned  to  the  head  offi- 
cials ;  and,  whether  he  will  issue  instruc- 
tions to  the  Military  and  Naval  autho- 
rities at  all  our  Dockyards,  directing]: 
that  the  canvassing  of  the  employh  shall 
be  discontinued  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Iiord  Georob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
is  no  truth  whatever  in  the  allegations 
that  any  pressure  or  influence  has  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  employis  of  the 
Dockyard  at  Devonport  to  contribute  to- 
wards the  Imperial  Institute.  The  Ad- 
miral Superintendent  informs  me  that 
an  open  meeting  of  the  workmen  was 
held  last  night;  that  the  workmen,  by 
a  large  majority,  decided  to  contribute 
to  the  Imperial  Institute ;  and  that  all 
arrangements  connected  with  such  con- 
tributions are  in  their  hands  and  under 
their  control. 

Mr.  ILLINQ WORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
thought  officers  of  high  position  should 
not  interfere  with  the  employis  of  the 
Dockyards  in  this  matter,  as  it  would 
deprive  their  action  of  all  spontaneity. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMHiTON  said, 
he  saw  no  reason  whatever  for  inter- 
fering with  the  action  of  the  Admiral 
Superintendent.     He  merely  gave  the 
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opporfcunity  to  the  Dockyard  employis  to 
decide  whether  they  should  subscribe  to 
the  Institute  or  not. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— THE  *  *  ANDREW 
JOHNSON  "  AND  THE  *'  THIRL- 
MERE.»* 

Mr.  PBOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  How  it  is  that  no  Board 
of  Trade  inquiry  has  yet  been  made  into 
the  running  down  by  the  British  vessel 
Thirlmere  of  the  American  vessel  Andrew 
Johnson,  by  which  17  lives  were  lost,  in 
October  1884 ;  and,  when  it  is  intended 
to  hold  the  inquiry  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Heney  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Andrew  Johnson  was  an  American  ship ; 
the  Thirlmere  was  a  British  ship.  The 
collision  took  place  in  the  South  Atlan- 
tic ;  this  is  outside  the  limits  of  British 
territorial  jurisdiction.  We  have  the 
statements  of  the  master  and  extracts 
from  the  log  of  the  Thirlmere,  We  have 
no  statements  from  the  Andrew  Johnson^ 
and  have  no  means  of  getting  any.  It 
is  not  possible,  therefore,  to  hold  inquiry 
by  a  Wreck  Court  with  the  evidence  of 
only  one  side,  and  no  inquiry  will,  there- 
fore, be  held  into  the  collision.  Certain 
allegations  have  been  made  involving 
imputations  of  the  fitness  of  the  master 
to  hold  a  certificate.  Whether  investi- 
gation will  be  ordered,  or  a  prosecution 
ordered,  by  this  Board  in  the  matter  in- 
volved in  these  imputations,  is  a  sepa- 
rate question,  and  will  depend  on  the 
action  "  Smith  v,  Labouchere "  now 
pending. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)-BAITER. 

SEA  PARK. 

Mr.^  SEAGER  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  Whether  the  amount  due  for 
arrears  of  interest  on  the  Battersea  Park 
debt  represents  interest  actually  unpaid ; 
if  BO,  to  whom,  add  from  where,  are 
these  arrears  due  ;  and,  why  the  interest 
has  been  kllowed  to  accumulate  to  its 
present  enormous  amount  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  The  ar- 
rears of  interest  on  the  Battersea  Park 
debt  mentioned  in  the  Question  remain 
unpaid.  Thev  are  due  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Office* of  Works  to  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners.  The  Bat- 
tersea Park  Estate  was  the  security  upon 
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which  the  money  was  advanced.  The 
interest  wa:s  allowed  to  accumulate,  bo- 
cause  the  income  derived  from  the  sale 
or  letting  of  parts  of  the  estate  were  for 
many  years  not  sufficient  to  pay  that 
charge ;  but  it  more  than  suffices  now 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  arrears  of 
interest  are  being  gradually  reduced. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— GRANT  OP  QUAR- 
TER  SESSIONS  TO  BLACKBURN. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON 
(Lancashire,  Rosseodale)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  the  grant  of  separate 
Quarter  Sessions  was  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ptivy  Council,  on  the  27th 
August  last,  to  the  borough  of  Black- 
burn; whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
number  of  Petitions  were  presented 
against  the  said  Orant  by  the  County 
Justices,  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
other  Local  Authorities;  whether  the 
said  Petitioners  had  an  opportunity  of 
appearing  to  state  their  grounds  of 
opposition  before  the  said  Grant  was 
made ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
bring  in  or  support  a  Bill  to  remedy  the 
injustice  caused  by  the  said  Grant  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  whereby  the  Borough 
of  Blackburn  is  relieved  from  oonnty 
rates,  exceeding  £3,200  per  annum ;  that 
additional  amount  of  rates  being  thrown 
upon  the  Poor  Law  Unions  of  Has- 
lingden,  Burnley,  ditheroe,  Pteeton, 
and  other  parts  of  the  county  of  Lan- 
caster? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  K),  in  reply, 
said  that  the  step  referred  to  in  the  Qnon 
tion  was  taken  on  the  recommendation  of 
his  Predecessor  in  July  last.  The  groands 
upon  which  the  Grant  was  given  ware 
the  size  and  population  of  the  borovigh, 
and  certain  considerations  rdating  to 
the  administration  of  justice.  Nnmeroaa 
Petitions  were  presented  against  the 
Grant.  It  did  not  appear  that  any 
deputation  of  Petitioners  was  reoetved 
at  the  Home  Office ;  but  all  thePketitioiia 
were  considered.  The  points  to  whieh 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  noble  Max^ 
quess's  Question  referred  would  have  to 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
County  Government  Bill;  and  It  was 
not  necessary  to  anticipate  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  by  the 
duction  of  a  special  Bill, 
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ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
CONTRACT  FOR  CARTRIDGES  FOR 
QUEENSLAND. 

BIr.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surreyor  General  of  the  Ordnance,  At 
what  dates,  and  in  what  quantities,  the 
respective  instalments  of  their  contract 
for  cartridges  are  to  be  completed  by 
Messrs.  Latimer  Clark,  Muirhead,  and 
Co.? 

The  8URVEY0E  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northoote)  (Exeter) :  One  hundred  and 
twenty  thousand  cartridges  are  to  be 
delivered  by  February  25,  and  the  same 
number  will  be  delivered  weekly  until 
the  contract  is  completed. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-RE- 
LIGION  OP  JURORS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HE  ALT  (Cork)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  ''due  inquiry"  which  Crown 
Solicitors  in  Ireland  are  directed  to 
make  in  reference  to  jurors  includes  in- 
quiry as  to  the  religion  of  jurors  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): The  rule  under  which  the 
Crown  Solicitors  act  itself  indicates  the 
matters  to  which  the  inquiry  is  to  be  di* 
rected,  and  these  do  not  include  the  re- 
b'glon  of  jurors. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY(Cork)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther in  England  the  Act  enabling  of- 
fences committed  in  counties  of  cities  or 
counties  of  towns,  to  be  tried  in  the  ad- 
joining counties,  does  not  apply  to  the 
Metropolis;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  said  Act  was  originally  passed  in 
England  because  of  the  restricted  nature 
of  the  jury  panel  available  in  certain 
English  counties  of  cities  and  towns; 
whether  the  Government  recently  caused 
the  Winter  Assizes  for  six  Irish  counties 
to  be  held  in  the  city  of  Dublin ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  propose  to  as- 
similate Uie  Irish  Law  to  the  English  by 
excluding  the  Irish  Metropolis  and  the 
centre  of  the  Irish  legal  system  from  the 
operation  of  the  said  Act  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  I  cannot  undertake  to  say 
what  was  the  reason  of  the  enactment  of 
a  statute  that  became  law  about  90  years 


ago.  That  Act  does  not  apply  to  the 
City  of  London,  the  City  of  Westmin- 
ster, or  the  borough  of  Southwark ;  but 
it  applies  to  many  populous  places,  and 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  make  projposals  for  any  change  in 
this  respect  m  the  existing  law.  The 
Winter  Assizes  for  several  neighbouring 
counties  were  recently  held  in  the  City 
of  Dublin.  This  was  in  accordance  with 
law  and  precedent. 

MERCHANT  .SHIPPING  —  DETENTION 
OF  THE  «*TELEGRAPHO"  BY  THE 
DOMINICAN  GOVERNMENT. 

SiE  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  What  is  the  amount  of 
money  payable  by  the  Dominican  Go- 
vernment in  respect  of  the  detention  of 
the  Te'egrapho ;  now  much  of  this  sum 
has  alre^y  been  paid ;  and,  what  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Tth^ 
grapho  was  detained  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Ferousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  TeUgrapho^  a 
British  vessel,  was  seized  in  1870,  on 
the  ground  of  piracy  in  Dominican 
waters.  The  charge  being  disproved, 
the  Donlinican  Government  was  called 
on  to  pay  damages.  A  compromise  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  whole  amount  has 
now  been  paid  off. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS    (SCOT- 
LAND)—POLLING  PLACES- 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  many  voters  in  the 
parishes  of  Ettrick  and  Yarrow,  in  the 
county  of  Selkirk,  have  to  travel  from 
17  to  20  miles  to  record  their  votes  at 
Parliamentary  elections,  in  consequence 
of  the  law  being  that  they  must  vote  in 
the  parish  in  which  they  reside,  although 
there  are  polling  stations  within  a  few 
miles  of  their  residences ;  and,  whether, 
in  such  circumstances,  which  are  not 
peculiar  to  the  county  of  Selkirk,  he  will 
take  steps  to  remedy  what  is  a  very  great 
inconvenience  to  voters  so  situated  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.H.  a. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities),  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  was  aware  that  in  some  parts  of  Scot- 
land  the  voters  had  a  long  distance  to 
go  before  they  could  reach  the  polling 
stations  in  their  own  parish,  while  they 
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woiild  only  have  to  go  a  short  distance 
if  thoy  were  allowed  to  vote  in  the 
neighbouring  parish.  He  promised  to 
consider  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  the 
introduction  of  a  remedy. 

METROPOLIS  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

Mr.  PIOKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  When  the  Coal 
and  Wine  Dues  Continuance  Bill  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  ;^  whether  the 
Bill  has  yet  been  approved  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  itself ;  and,  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  many  n^embers  of 
the  Board  are  strongly  opposed  to  the 
Bill? 

The  CHAIRMA.N  (Sir  James 
M*Gaeel-Hogo)  (Middlesex,  Hornsey) : 
I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues  Continuance 
Bill  has  received  the  approval  of  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  Board,  who  were 
authorized  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  to 
deal  with  it,  and  I  trust  the  Bill  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  of  the  House 
in  a  few  days.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
many  members  of  the  Board  are  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Are  any  members  of  the 
Board  strongly  opposed  to  the  Bill  ? 

Sm  JAMES  M*GAREL-H0GG  :  I 
am  not  the  keeper  of  the  consciences  of 
my  colleagues ;  and,  therefore,  I  cannot 
say. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  Might  I  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  have  expressed  their 
hostility  to  the  Bill  ? 

[No  reply.] 

INLAND  REVENUE— A  RATING  CLAUSE 
FOR  HOARDINGS. 

Me.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  will  introduce  into  any  Bill  this 
Session  a  Clause  to  rate  for  Local  and 
Imperial  purposes  hoardings  on  vacant 
lands  let  for  advertising  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  profits  derived 
from  hoardings  on  vacant  lands  let  for 
advertising  would,  for  the  purposes  of 
Imperial  Taxation,  come  under  Schednle 
D.  of  the  Income  Tax ;  but  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  is  probably 
intended   to  refer    to  the  decision    in 

Mr,  J.  U,  A.  Ilacdonald 


'*  Reg.  V,  The  Assessment  Committee  of 
St.  Pancras."  In  that  case  the  Court 
held  that  a  person,  by  reason  of  his 
having  a  licence  in  the  nature  of  an 
easement  for  the  mere  temporary  use  of 
land  for  the  purpose  of  advertising,  was 
not  an  occupier  of  land  who  was  liable 
to  be  rated.  The  case  does  not  afford 
any  ground  for  supposing  that  if  land 
were  let  for  an  advertising  station  so 
that  the  tenant  became  the  occnpier, 
he  would  not  be  liable  to  pay  rates  in 
respect  of  such  occupation. 

BURMAH    (UPPER)-REPORTED 
CHINESE  INVASION. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire.  S.W.,  New- 
ton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  report  that  Chinese  troops 
have  entered  Upper  Burmah  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
No  information  has  been  received  at  the 
India  Office  corroborating  the  report 
that  Chinese  troops  have  entered  Upper 
Burmah. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  information  had  not  for 
some  time  been  in  the  possession  of  the 
India  Office,  showing  that  Chinese  troops 
were  being  massed  on  the  frontier  ? 

Sib  JOHN  GORST:  So  far  as  I  know, 
there  has  been  no  such  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  India  Office ;  bnt 
if  the  hon.  Member  gives  Notice  of  a 
Question,  I  will  answer  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THB 
JURY  SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES  tS 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  aiOced 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  has  made  inquiries  to  ascertain 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Crown  Soli* 
citors  in  Ireland,  when  a  jury  has  dis- 
agreed in  any  criminal  case  of  a  par- 
ticular character,  cause  inquiries  to  ba 
made  to  ascertain  the  names  of  the 
jurors  in  favour  of  an  acquittal,  and 
afterwards  exclude  such  iurors  from 
serving  on  criminal  trials  by  ordering 
them  to  stand  by ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  do  so  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  cMr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  I  have  alreadv  stated,  (torn 
my  own  knowledge  of  the  busineas  of 
my  Department,  that  no  such  pnctios 
exists,  and  I  have  nude  no  inquints 
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from  individuals.  If  a  written  communi- 
cation containing  specific  statements  is 
made  to  me,  I  will  give  it  the  fullest 
consideration ;  but  I  shall  not  institute 
an  inquiry  involving  an  implied  censure 
of  certain  public  officials,  upon  the  sug- 
gestion of  an  allegation  of  which  I  have 
never  beard,  and  in  support  of  which 
not  a  single  fact  is  stated. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  make  any 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  will  he  inform 
me  how  it  was  that  he  was  able  to 
assure  the  House  that  no  such  practice 
existed  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  have  stated  that, 
from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  Depart- 
ment,  no  such  practice  exists.  I  have 
made  no  inquiry  from  individuals,  nor 
shall  I  do  so,  unless  a  specific  charge  is 
brought  against  them. 


IMPERIAL  AND  COLONIAL  DEFENCES- 
COALING  STATIONS  IN  THE  EASTERN 
COLONIES. 

Sir  WILLIAM  CEOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  state  the 
amounts  that  have  been  voted  by  the 
Colonial  Le^cislatures  of  Hong  Kong, 
Singapore,  Ceylon,  and  Mauritius,  for 
the  defences  of  the  coaling  or  naval 
stations  in  those  Colonies;  how  much 
has  been  expended  by  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment for  the  armaments  of  the  de- 
fences of  those  stations ;  how  much  will 
be  required  to  complete  those  arma- 
ments; how  much  has  been  expended 
by  the  Imperial  Government  on  the 
other  coaling  stations  for  Her  Majesty's 
Fleet  abroad ;  and,  how  much  will  be 
required  to  complete  the  defences  of 
those  other  stations  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  £.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  hope 
the  hoo.  Member  will  understand  that  it 
is  not  desirable  to  give  complete  details 
as  to  the  several  stations ;  but  I  can  say 
that  the  Legislatures  of  the  Colonies 
named  have  voted  £270,820  towards 
their  defences.  The  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, for  the  armament  of  those  de- 
fences, has  expended  £183,630,  and 
contemplates  a  further  expenditure  of 
£206,565.  On  other  coaung  stations 
the  Imperial  Government  have  spent 
£192,164,  and  expects  to  spend  a  fur- 
ther sum  of  £513,306. 

VOL.  CCCX.        [tuird  srrieh.] 


IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION— LEGISLA. 

TION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Report  of  the  Commission  on 
Irish  Land  will  be  completed  and  pre* 
sented  to  the  House,  and  how  soon  he 
expects  that  tbe  Government  will  be 
able  to  introduce  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
announced  on  Friday  last  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land? 

Thk  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
informed  that  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  will  be  delivered  at  the 
Home  Office  on  Saturday  next.  It  is,  of 
course,  impossible  for  me  to  say  when  it 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
as  the  Government  must  have  some  little 
time  for  its  consideration;  but  I  can 
promise  that  there  shall  be  no  delay. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  when 
legislation  will  follow  upon  the  Report, 
it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  say  now 
when  that  Bill  will  be  introduced. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W,):  Might 
I  ask  if  the  Report  will  be  accompanied 
by  the  Evidence  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sion? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  I  am 
not  able  to  say.  No  doubt  the  Evi- 
dence will  follow  soon ;  but  I  have  a 
letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission stating  that  the  Report  will  be 
signed  and  deuyered  at  the  Home  Office 
on  Saturdav. 

BULGARIA— THE  CORRESPONDENCE. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  further  Papers  containing  the 
Correspondence  relating  to  Bulgaria 
during  the  months  of  November  and 
December  will  be  presented ;  and  par- 
ticularly the  communications  which  have 
passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Governments  of  Austro- 
Hungary,  Germany,  and  Russia  subse- 
quent to  the  declarations  of  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  made  upon  9th  November 
of  last  year  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  In 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that,  having 
regard  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
negotiations  in  reference  to  the  Bulga- 
rian Question,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
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say  when  the  further  Correspondence  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
can  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

DEPRESSION  OF  TRADE  AND  AGRI- 
CULTURE—COST OF  THE  COMMIS- 
SION. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  state  to  the 
House  the  probable  cost  to  the  nation 
of  the  late  Commission  on  the  Depres- 
sion of  Trade  and  Agriculture  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H 
Smith)  (Strand.  Westminster):  The 
Expenditure  in  respect  of  salaries,  &c., 
has  been  as  follows : — Salaries,  £468  ; 
travelling  and  incidents,  £535  ;  short- 
hand, £558--total  £1.561.  To  this 
has  to  be  added  the  cost  of  stationery 
and  printing^,  which  at  present  can  only 
be  estimated  at  £1,500— total.  £3,111, 
or,  speaking  generally,  £3,000. 

RAILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARGES  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  when  the  Raihray  Rates  and 
Charges  Bill  would  be  introduced  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  in  reply,  said,  the  Bill 
would  be  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Lords.    He  could  not  exactly  say  when. 

NOTICES  OP  MOTION. 

Ordered^  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  the  Notices  of  Motion  and 
Orders  of  the  Dav.  —  (Jfr.  William  Henry 
Smit/t,) 

ORDER   OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS   IN  ANSWER   TO   HER 
MA.TESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.       [fOITRTEENTH 

NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND). 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  at 
the  end  of  the  1 2th  paragraph,  to  insert 

the  words — 

**  And  humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that  recent  events  in  Skye  and  Tiree,  and  the 
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general  administration  of  justice  in  the  High- 
lands, have  caased  serious  concern  to  the  people 
of  Scotland,  and  demand  full  inquiry,*' 

said,  that  he  had  made  the  scope  of  his 
Amendment  sufficiently  wide,  in  order 
that  the  discussion  might  not  be  inter- 
rupted by  any  technical  rules.  The 
Amendment  he  proposed  to  move  covered 
a  wide  field;  but,  as  he  had  a  large 
number  of  facts  to  marshal,  he  would 
in  his  observations  confine  himself  to 
he  case  of  the  expedition  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  Ifdand 
of  Skye.  That  expedition  afforded  an 
illustration — by  far  the  most  convincing 
and  cogent  proof— of  all  the  grievances 
to  whidi  he  should  have  to  call  atten- 
tion, and  into  which  he  thought  an  in- 
quiry  was  needed.  Hon.  Members  who 
had  seats  in  the  last  Parliament  would 
recollect  that  a  large  portion  of  the  time 
of  that  Parliament  was  taken  up  in  the 
passing  of  the  Crofters  Act,  a  pleasure 
which  had  been  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land (Mr.  A.  T.  Balfour)  as  having  con- 
ferred on  the  crofters  of  Scotland  ad- 
vantages greater  than  those  enjoyed  by 
the  occupying  class  in  any  other  portion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  or  in  any 
part  of  the  civiUzed  world.  When  Par- 
liament passed  that  Act  it  knew  that 
rents  were  excessively  in  arrear ;  it  knew 
the  circumstances  of  the  Highlands,  and 
that  in  many  cases  there  had  been  re- 
sistance to  the  service  of  writs ;  it  knew 
that  collisions  between  the  crofters  ani 
the  authorities  had  been  frequent  in 
connection  with  the  service  of  these 
writs;  and  yet,  with  a  full  knowledge 
of  these  facts,  it  had  passed  the  Act  to 
which  he  had  referred.  Eecognixing 
that  the  question  of  land  tenure  lay  at 
the  root  of  the  diffioul^^,  it  enacted  fixity 
of  tenure  subject  to  fair  rent.  It  ap- 
pointed a  Commission  to  say  what  the 
fair  rent  shoiild  be,  and  it  gave  that 
Commission  power  to  adjudicate  on 
arrears,  to  remit  them  altogether  or 
curtail  them  as  it  thought  proper.  In 
the  interests  of  the  landlord.  Parlia- 
ment made  bankruptcy  a  bar  to  enjoy- 
ing the  benefits  of  the  Act.  For  the 
protection  of  the  tenant,  however,  it 
placed  a  provision  in  the  Act  authorixiDg 
the  Commission  to  stay  proceedings  for 
the  recovery  of  rent  and  arrears  nntil 
it  coiild  commence  its  operations.  Bat, 
owing  to  the  defective  drafting  of  the 
Act,  and  the  absence  of  any  maehimrry 
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for  calling  this  power  into  operation,  this 
provision  had  been  a  dead  letter;  but 
the  fact  that  it  was  in  the  Act  left  no 
doubt  as  to  the  beneficent  intentions  of 
Parliament  in  the  matter.  The  Act  was 
passed  by  the  authority  and  with  the 
sanction  of  both  Parties  in  this  House, 
and  he  held,  therefore,  it  was  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  to  assist 
in  its  loyal  administration.  Parliament 
had  prescribed  a  remedy  for  a  chronic 
state  of  disorder,  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  avoid  interference 
with  its  operation,  especially  by  apply- 
ing any  counter  remedy  hostile  to  its 
spirit,  such  as  the  application  of  phy- 
sical force  or  martial  law.  But,  with- 
out excuse,  the  Oovernment  chose 
the  very  moment  almost  preceding  the 
sitting  of  this  Commission  to  send  a 
military  expedition  to  8kye  to  assist  in 
the  service  of  writs ;  the  result  of  which 
was  cither  to  compel  the  crofters  to  pay 
arrears,  and  thus  to  withdraw  them  from 
the  Ecope  of  the  Coounission,  or  to  com- 
pel them  to  become  bankrupt,  and  thus 
rob  them  of  the  benefit  of  the  Act. 
They  put  that  expedition  in  the  charge 
of  a  gentleman  whose  antecedents  made 
it  clear  that  he  was  utterly  unfit  for  the 
post,  and  who  adopted  tactics  that  were 
calculated  to  drive  law-abiding  subjects 
to  resistance.  They  exercised  that  irre- 
sponsible power  which  the  law  of  Soot- 
land  entrusted  to  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
his  subordinates  with  an  ostentatious 
violence  and  severity — with  a  disregard 
to  the  Constitutional  rights  of  the  lieges 
— calculated  to  render  law  regarded 
as  an  engine  of  tyranny  and  oppres- 
sion thau  as  the  handmaid  of  justice  and 
fair  play.  During  a  large  porticm  of  the 
time  this  expedition  lasted  Skye  had 
been  described,  and  rightly  described, 
as  in  a  state  of  siege.  Whole  villages 
were  ransacked  by  the  police — some- 
times at  midnight — without  warrants. 
The  presence  of  sickness  or  death  was 
no  stop  to  the  proceedings,  and  consti- 
tuted no  protection.  Something  akin  to 
the  curfew  law  was  established,  under 
which  peaceable  citizens,  going  about 
their  business  after  nightfall,  were 
arrested.  Marines  were  marched  and 
counter-marched  throughout  the  Island, 
gunboats  were  manoeuvred  round  its 
shores,  military  demonstrations  were 
made,  suspected  offences  of  speech  and 
publication  were  visited  by  arbitrary 
imprisonment,  medals  were  promised  in 


commemoration  of  the  campaign,  pro- 
clamations were  issued,  and,  in  short, 
a  travesty  of  pomp  and  circumstance  of 
glorious  war  was  set  up.  This  action 
of  the  Goyernment  on  Skye,  to  his  mind, 
constituted  a  most  dangerous  precedent 
for  the  administration  of  criminal  law  in 
any  civilized  country,  and  demanded  the 
impartial  investigation  which  it  was  the 
object  of  his  Amendment  to  secure  for 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  received  a  deputa- 
tion in  regard  to  these  proceedings  in 
November  last,  and  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  them  to  the  expedi- 
tion sent  to  the  Island  of  Skye  in  1884 
by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
the  then  Home  Secretary,  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  imagined  that  would  be 
quoted  to-night  as  a  precedent  for  the 
expedition  of  last  year.  But  the  cir- 
cumstances were  totally  different.  What 
were  the  principles  which  the  Liberal 
Government  haa  laid  down  as  applic- 
able to  military  intervention  in  civil 
administration  in  the  Highlands  ?  In 
1882  the  state  of  matters  in  Skye  was 
very  bad.  Numerous  deforcements  of 
police  had  taken  place  in  connection 
with  the  service  of  writs.  Bepeated 
application  had  been  made  to  Govern- 
ment for  military  aid,  and  in  November, 
1882,  the  then  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour),  by  direction  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  the  then  Home 
Secretary,  wrote  a  letter  to  Sheriff  Ivory 
— who  was  throughout  the  medium  of 
negotiation  for  the  military — in  which 
was  laid  down  the  proper  principles 
which  should  guide  the  Government  in 
dealing  with  such  a  request.  The  duty 
of  the  County  Authority,  it  said  was  to 
provide  a  Police  Force  for  the  service  of 
writs,  and  recourse  should  not  be  had 
to  military  aid  unless  in  cases  of  sudden 
riot  or  extraordinary  emergency,  where 
the  Police  were  unable  to  cope  with  it. 
The  Liberal  Government  refused  to  send 
military  aid  to  the  Authorities,  stating 
that  it'  they  had  not  sufficient  Police 
Force  they  had  better  increase  it.  The 
result  was  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  at  Inverness  were  obliged  to  put 
their  hands  in  their  own  pockets,  and 
increase  their  Police  Force  at  a  cost 
to  themselves  of  about  £3,000  a-year. 
Public  opinion  was  aroused,  and  the 
proprietor  whose  obstinacy  had  caused 
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80  mucli  trouble  came  off  bis  bigb 
horse.  The  dispute  about  Benlee  was 
amicably  settled  in  about  a  fortnight. 
But  in  1884  a  Force  was  sent,  and 
under  what  circumstances  ?  Papers 
had  been  laid  before  the  House  which 
showed  the  precise  nature  of  the  cir- 
cumstances. It  appeared  that  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Inverness-shire  had  re- 
ported that  for  months  past  the  Island 
of  Skye  had  been  in  a  lawless  condition. 
Grazing  grounds  had  been  seized,  and 
secret  societies  were  rumoured  to  exist 
for  the  purpose  of  committing  outrages. 
On  August  18th  a  terrible  incident  had 
taken  place  in  the  shape  of  a  visit  made 
by  Mr.  Macfarlane,  then  Member  of 
Parliament  for  Carlow,  accompanied  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Kichard  Power),  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
and  Professor  Blackie.  On  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Police  Committee,  the 
Police  had  had  50  revolvers  served  out 
to  them,  and  1,000  rounds  of  ammuni- 
tion had  been  laid  in  store.  A  wire 
fence  had  been  broken,  a  stack  had 
been  set  on  fire,  and  a  No  Bent  manifesto 
had  been  published ;  and,  finally,  a  de- 
tachment of  police  had  been  deforced. 
Considering  these  circumstances,  the 
Police  Committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Police  were  incapable  of  dealing 
with  the  state  of  matters,  and  they  ap- 
plied to  the  Government  to  send  a  gun- 
boat to  be  stationed  at  Portree  or  some 
other  port  in  the  neighbourhood,  with 
such  a  number  of  Marines  as  would  be 
sufficient  not  only  to  protect  the  Police 
in  the  performance  of  their  duty  in  pre- 
serving the  peace — there  was  not  a  word 
said  about  the  serving  of  writs  here — 
but  of  quelling  any  riots  with  which 
the  constables  might  have  to  contend 
against.  Sheriff  Ivory  forwarded  that 
application  to  the  Government.  He 
backed  up  this  application  of  the  Com- 
missioners, for  he  wrote  the  letter  to  the 
then  Lord  Advocate  of  the  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration, asking  for  the  immediate 
despatch  of  a  gunboat  and  Marines  to 
Skye  to  protect  the  Police,  and  assist 
them  in  protecting  the  property  and 
persons  of  the  lieges  of  the  Island — 
not  one  word  was  said  about  writs  for 
reci<«  For  these  reasons  the  Military 
Expedition  was  sent.  The  House  had 
therefore  seen  that  the  ground  on  which 
the  Government  refused  in  1882  was  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Local  Authorities 
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to  provide  whatever  police  might  bo  ne- 
cessary for  the  service  of  writs  and  the 
services  of  summonses  by  the  Supreme 
Court ;  that  military  aid  should  not  be 
employed  unless  in  cases  of  sudden  riot 
or  extreme  emergency.  They  had  seen 
in  1884  they  granted  the  military  assist- 
ance on  the  ground  that  the  utmost 
emergency  existed — that  life  and  pro- 
perty was  in  danger — that  a  reinforced 
and  armed  police  force  was  utterly  un- 
able to  cope  with  the  state  of  lawless- 
ness, and  on  that  ground  only.  It  was 
nothing  to  the  point,  he  should  remark 
en  pasnantj  that  the  reports  of  outrages 
had  been  found  to  be  grossly  exagg^ 
rated.  Not  one  of  the  thousand  rounds 
of  ammunition  was  ever  fired  in  anger ; 
no  policeman  received  injuries  more 
serious  than  a  kick;  and  the  real  motive 
which  had  induced  the  Local  Authorities 
to  ask  for  assistance  was  almost  univer- 
sally believed  in  Scotland  to  have  been 
in  order  that  they  might  put  down  the 
Crofter  agitation,  ana  give  assistance 
for  the  serving  of  writs.  That  fact, 
however,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
principle  which  guided  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment  in  one  case  or  the  other.  And 
then,  in  1885,  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment came  into  power.  Now,  th  ey  had  a 
perfect  right  to  reverse  the  policy  which 
had  guided  their  Predecessors;  they 
had  a  perfect  right  to  say  that  they  con- 
sidered land  contracts  sacred,  and  that 
if  rents  could  not  be  collected  military 
aid  should  be  afforded.  They  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do  so  at  that  period,  be- 
cause the  Crofters  Act  had  not  been 
passed.  The  Conservatives  held  Office 
until  February,  1886 ;  but  let  them  see 
what  the  Conservative  Government  did 
during  their  tenure  of  Office.  They 
found  Sheriff  Ivory  demanding  military, 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  writing  to  the 
then  Minister  for  Scotland,  backing  up 
his  application.  Then  they  had  a  letter, 
addressed  by  a  Mr.  Davidson  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  then  in  Office, 
in  which  that  Gentleman  stated  that^ 


'*  From  personal  observattOD,  he 
vinoed  that  since  the  preceding  year — 1884 — 
the  state  of  lawlesaneas  in  Skye  had  been  in- 
tensified. Recently,"  he  said,  **  there  had  beca 
instances  of  incendiarism— a  crime  until  then 
unknown  in  the  North.  The  resolution  to  pay 
no  rent  had  become  almost  onivMial  thronglMMEt 
Skye.  And  while  the  whole  crofter  rental  of 
the  island  was  only  about  £10,000,  there  wen 
arrears  amounting  to  about  £20,000,  which  tha 
crofters  said  it  was  their  intention  never  to  pay. 
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and  notwithstanding  the  police  force  bad  been 
doubled,  order  could  not  be  maintained." 

Now,  this  was  the  state  of  matters  in 
]  885.  Eepeated  applications  were  made 
to  the  CoDservative  GoverDment,  but 
they  did  not  think  fit  to  comply  with 
the  applications,  and  no  expedition  was 
sent.  After  the  Election  they  still  ad- 
hered to  the  policy  of  their  Prede- 
cessors, but  in  1886  the  Island  of  Skye 
was  probably  more  tranquil  than  it  had 
been  for  years.  Meanwhile  Parliament, 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the  facts, 
had  passed  an  Act  in  which  arrears  were 
recognized,  and  a  Commission  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  curing  the  causes  that 
had  led  to  the  disturbances  in  the  Is- 
land. But  now  one  new  condition  had 
presented  itself.  The  landed  proprietors 
were  also  the  Local  Authorities.  Seeing 
that  it  was  futile  to  ask  for  military  aid 
on  the  ground  of  disturbed  law  and  order, 
or  on  the  ground  of  arrears  of  rent, 
they  had  set  themselves  to  work  to  de- 
vise a  new  plea.  They  determined  to 
bring  the  Government  to  its  senses  by 
organizing  among  themselves  a  strike 
against  the  payment  of  rates,  which 
would  bring  local  public  administration 
to  a  standstill.  Now,  there  must  be  two 
parties  to  such  a  strike.  There  must  be 
the  parties  who  refused  to  pay  and  the 
Local  Authority  which  refused  to  en- 
force payment.  Tho  refusal  of  the  in- 
sular proprietors  to  pay  general  county 
rates  atfected  the  pockets  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply,  and  the  strike 
was  soon  brought  to  a  close  by  the 
threat  of  legal  proceedings.  But  it 
was  a  different  matter  in  Skye.  The 
Local  Authorities  there  were  parochial 
boards,  and  the  landlords  controlled  the 

f)arochial  boards,  and  the  duty  of  col- 
ecting  the  poor  and  school  rate  devolved 
upon  the  parochial  boards.  The  land- 
lords wero  fortunate  in  the  fact  that  at 
the  head  of  these  parochial  boards  was 
a  gentleman  named  Mr.  Alexander 
MacDonald — popularly  known  as  the 
**  King  of  Skye."  That  gentleman  was 
a  landed  proprietor  in  uie  island,  and 
was  the  factor  of  most  of  the  landed 
proprietors,  and  occupied  many  promi- 
nent posts.  He  was  a  member  of  all  tho 
parochial  boards  in  Skye.  He  was  chair- 
man of  three  out  of  the  six  school  boards. 
He  was  law  agent  and  clerk  to  the  whole 
lot  of  them.  He  was  local  Clerk  of  the 
Peace.  He  was  clerk  and  treasurer  to 
a  number  of  school  boards,  a  distributor 


of  stamps,  a  collector  of  income-tax,  a 
captain  of  Volunteers,  a  banker,  soli- 
citor, and  notary- public.  With  a  Local 
Authority  so  constituted,  and  an  officer 
so  accomplished  and  many-sided  as  he 
had  described,  it  was  easy  for  the  land- 
lords of  Skye  to  carry  on  to  a  successful 
issue  their  ingenious  Plan  of  Campaign. 
It  came,  however,  to  the  notice  of  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  who,  on  January 
5th,  1886.  issued  a  circular,  which 
pointed  out  the  irregularity  of  the  land- 
lords' contentions  that  they  might  refuse 
the  payment  of  rates  because  their  rents 
had  not  been  paid.  The  Board  of  Super- 
vision pointed  out  that  it  was  the  auty 
of  the  local  parochial  boards  to  use  every 
means  against  the  defaulters.  Now,  DO 
per  cent  of  the  sum  in  arrears  to  those 
local  authorities  were  due  by  proprietors 
and  large  tenants,  from  whom  a  threat 
of  legal  proceedings  would  at  any  mo- 
ment have  sufficed  to  extract  payment. 
Asa  solicitor, Mr.  MacDonald  ma8t|have 
known  that;  but  it  did  not  Eiiit  him  to 
knock  on  the  head  the  game  he  was 
bent  on  carrying  out.  He  (Dr.  Came- 
ron) could  quote  abundant  extracts  from 
the  speeches  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
Deputy-Lieutenants,  and  noble  Lords, 
and  the  circulars  issued  by  their  factors, 
to  show  that  they  made  no  secret  of  their 
policy  that  they  refused  to  pay  rates  in 
order  to  force  the  Gt)vernmcnt  to  send 
an  expedition  to  Skye.  In  a  report 
which  Sheriff  Ivory  laid  before  tho 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  dated  April 
27,  188C,  he  said— 

'' Emboldened  by  the  success  of  their  agi- 
tation, and  the  failure  of  the  Government  to 
provide  means  for  the  due  enforcement  of  the 
law,  the  crofters  have  now  very  generally  re- 
fused to  make  payment  of  the  poor-rates  and 
school  rates  due  by  them.  The  total  arrears  of 
poor-rate  and  school-rate  due  for  tho  year 
ending  14th  May,  1886,  amounts  to  about 
£5,000.  Numerous  applications  have  been 
made  to  me  for  the  aid  of  police  to  enforce 
payment  of  these  rates,  but  as  the  police  were 
quite  inadequate  to  p^orm  the  diity,  unless 
fiupnorted  by  a  Government  force,  I  laid  these 
applications  before  the  late  and  the  present 
Administrations,  stating  the  necessity  of  em- 
ploying a  Government  force;  but  the  appli- 
cations were  invariably  refused  by  both  Go- 
vernments. The  result  of  this  state  of  matters, 
if  it  be  allowed  to  continue,  will  necessarily  be 
that  the  poor  will  be  deprived  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  many  of  the  schools  in  Skyo 
will  be  closed." 

Now,  if  language  meant  anything,  this 
language  meant  that  tho  crofters, 
through  their  refusal  to  fulfil  their  legal 
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obligationF,  were  responsible  for  the 
state  of  matters  described  and  yet  a  Par- 
liamentary Hetum  giving^  information  up 
to  the  very  date  had  been  laid  before  the 
House,  showing  that  at  the  time,  out  of 
the  total  arrears  of  £5,200  for  poor- rates 
and  education  rate,  the  proprietors  were 
in  arrear  £3,600.  The  larger  tenants 
— the  tenants  over  £30  a-year — owed 
£1,000,  and  the  crofters  owed  £590. 
In  other  words,  of  the  £5,200  in  arrear, 
£4,600  was  due  by  substantial  and  sol- 
vent men,  whose  debts  would  have  been 
paid  immediately  Mr.  MacDonald,  the 
"  King  of  Skye,"  allowed  his  sense  of 
public  duty  as  law  adviser  of  the  Faro* 
chial  Board  and  Clerk  of  the  Peace  to 
override  his  leanings  as  factor  and  as 
landlord.  The  £600  owed  by  the  crofters 
included  a  very  considerable  sum  of  irre- 
coverable debts,  money  owing  by  dead 
men  and  men  who  had  left  the  district, 
and  it  included  a'  larger  percentage  due 
by  persons  so  poor  that  in  any  other 
part  of  Scotland  they  would  have  been 
excused  from  the  payment  of  rates 
on  the  ground  of  poverty.  But  were 
these  poor  people  to  be  blamed  for 
their  arrears  into  which  they  had 
fallen  ?  Why,  only  a  few  days  before 
the  date  of  Sheriff  Ivory's  Eeport  last 
quoted,  Mr.  Peterkin,  an  officer  of  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  had  penned  an 
official  Beport,  in  which  he  declared 
they  were  not  to  blame.  He  pointed 
out  that  there  were  no  facilities  given  to 
the  ratepayers  for  paying  their  rates. 
They  had  to  travel  many  miles,  and  it 
was  absurd  and  unreasonable  to  expect 
them  to  go  the  distance,  to  suit  the  con- 
venience of  the  collector,  who  sat  in  his 
office,  and  then  to  accuse  them  of  not 
paying  their  rates.  Mr.  Peterkin  said 
he  thought  it  hardly  fair  to  censure 
ratepayers  for  non-payment  of  rates 
until  more  facilities  were  afforded  for 
paying ;  and  he  laid  it  down  as  the  duty 
of  collectors  of  those  rates  to  make  per- 
sonal demands  for  them,  and  if  they 
did  not  make  those  demands,  it  was 
impossible  to  say  that  proper  or  any 
diligence  had  been  used.  As  to  the 
case  of  the  landlords,  Mr.  Peterkin 
showed  that  the  total  rents  received  from 
Skye  was  £44,000  a-year,  the  arrears 
due  from  crofters  only  £15,400,  those 
only  which  were  payable  £28,600,  and 
that  in  respect  of  these,  as  well  as  of  the 
others,  the  landowners  refused  to  pay 
their  rates.    Before  any  expedition  had 
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been  determined  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought,  at  least,  to  have  informed 
himself  as  to  who  were  the  persons  in 
arrears  of  rates  to  the  Local  Authorities. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question  the  other 
day  intended  to  extract  from  him  the 
information  as  to  how  much  was  due 
from  the  crofters  when  he  determined 
to  send  the  expedition  ?  In  answer  to 
questions  put  by  him  (Dr.  Cameron) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  as  to  how  much 
the  expedition  had  squeezed  out  of  the 
crofters ;  but  they  were  told  that  it  was 
no  use  to  ask  further  questions,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  said  he  had  no  information  to 
give.  It  was  his  duty,  before  sending 
the  expedition,  to  ascertain  how  much 
was  owing  by  persons  from  whom  the 
arrears  could  have  been  extracted  by 
the  threat  of  legal  proceedings,  and 
how  much  was  due  by  the  crofters, 
who  might  require  to  be  made  to  pay 
by  means  of  the  expedition.  However, 
he  (Dr.  Cameron)  thought  it  was  an  im- 
portant point,  and  he  got  the  best  in- 
formation he  could.  He  was  told  that, 
in  the  interval  between  the  date  of  the 
return  from  which  he  had  quoted,  and 
the  time  of  the  expedition,  the  larger 
tenants  had  practically  wiped  off  their 
arrears,  that  the  crofters  had  largely 
reduced  theirs,  and  were  not  owing  more 
than  about  £300,  and  that  the.  land- 
owners alone  carried  out  their  No  Hate 
nolicv 

Thb'  SECRETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoctr)  :  At  what  date  ? 

De.  CAMERON :  The  date  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  decided  on 
sending  the  expedition,  or  before  the 
expedition  was  sent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  has  information  on  the 
point.  Why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  candidly  tell  us  he  knew 
wnen  we  asked  him  the  question  ?  The 
landed  proprietors  paid  at  last.  They 
had  a  meeting  when  their  object  had 
been  served — when  the  expedition  was 
in  sight  of  their  shores  —  and  then 
they  paid.  On  September  10th  there 
was  a  meeting  of  the  Parochial  Board. 
The  question  of  Lord  Macdonald's  ar- 
rears came  up  for  discussion.  They 
were  £126.  A  question  was  raised 
as  to  the  propriety  of  enforciDg  pay- 
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ment ;  but  Mr.  Alexander  Macdocald, 
the  agent,  the  **KiDg  of  Skye,"  the 
factor  of  Lord  Macdonald,  chairman  of 
the  Parochial  Board,  eaid  Lord  Mac- 
donald  would  only  pay  when  his  rents 
were  paid ;  and  that  if  the  Board  took 
proceedings  apart  from  the  rents  ar- 
rested in  the  hands  of  the  crofters,  the 
only  effects  belonging  to  his  Lordship 
which  could  be  laid  hold  of  were  his 
household  furniture,  and  if  that  were 
seized  what  a  stir  it  would  make  in  the 
country.  He  owed  £126,  a  fourth  of  the 
total  amount  owed  by  the  .crofters  in 
March.  That  amount  could  be  recoyered 
by  the  mere  threat  of  legal  proceedings, 
or  by  the  seizure  of  the  furniture,  but 
the  tender-hearted  local  authorities 
would  not  inflict  so  much  pain  on  his 
Lordship's  feelings ;  and  yet  at  their  re- 
quest the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sent  a 
military  expedition,  by  means  of  which 
a  few  hundred  pounds  were  raised  out  of 
the  setsure  of  the  effects  of  hundreds  of 
families.  Hundreds  of  houses  were  in- 
vaded, and  the  last  farthing  wrested 
from  the  unfortunates  who  were  called 
upon  to  contribute.  By  way  of  contrast 
to  refusing  to  seize  Lord  Maodonald's 
furniture,  he  would  read  one  or  two  ex- 
tracts to  show  how  the  result  of  the  ex- 
pedition, in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  take  great  pride,  as 
clearing  off  all  the  arrears  in  Skye  ex- 
cept £60,  was  brought  about.  He  quoted 
in  all  these  cases  from  the  correspondent 
of  the  Olasgow  BertUd^  who  accompanied 
the  expedition,  and  he  quoted  that  gen- 
tleman because  the  paper  with  which  he 
was  connected  had  betrayed  a  strongly 
anti-crofter  bias.  The  first  case  was  that 
of  a  widow  Mackintosh,  against  whom 
and  her  son — the  joint  tenants  of  the 
croft — they  claimed  for  9*.  Hd.  When 
the  officer  knocked  at  the  door  it  was 
opened  by  a  young  woman,  who  stated 
that  her  mother  died  the  week  before, 
and  the  only  money  in  the  house  was 
10«.,  which  had  been  sent  for  the  pur- 
pose of  paying  for  the  old  woman's 
coffin.  The  young  woman,  with  tears, 
handed  over  the  money  in  payment  of 
the  arrears.  Again  a  distressing  spec- 
tacle was  witnessed  at  the  house  of 
widow  Flora  Nicholson  who  owed  £1  1«. 
The  woman — who  was  very  old — was 
found  lying  on  the  ground  in  front  of 
her  house,  and  said  she  could  not  move 
in  consequenoe  of  an  accident  to  one  of 
her  legs,  and  her  husband    had  been 


dead  for  16  years.  When  the  writ  was 
handed  to  her  the  woman  cried  bitterly, 
and  she  was  left  lying  on  the  grass  with 
some  of  her  neighbours  beside  her. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  the  Widow 
Stewart,  an  old  and  terribly  emaciated 
woman,  who  was  asked  to  pay  31«.  6<^., 
who  pleaded,  in  a  weak  piping  voice 
for  mercy,  being  87  years  of  age.  A 
paper  was,  however,  handed  to  her.  A 
terrible  picture  of  poverty  was  pre- 
sented at  the  next  house — that  of  a  man 
named  Donald  Maolnnes.  He  said  he 
had  had  no  money  for  nine  months;  that 
everything  had  gone  all  wrong  since  his 
wife  died,  and  that  his  '*  bonnie  lassie," 
as  he  termed  his  daughter — a  young  girl 
1 8  years  of  age — was  insane.  The  whole 
family  were  starving.  The  only  asset  he 
possessed  was  a  dun  cow  which  was  seized. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  asked  the  House  to 
contrast  the  leniency  of  treatment  dealt 
out  to  Lord  Macdonald  in  respect  of  his 
arrears  with  the  Shylock-like  severity 
meted  out  to  these  four  families  in 
respect  to  arrears,  amounting  in  all  to 
under  £3.  Having  decided  that  this 
expedition  was  necessary,  he  (Dr. 
Oameron)  supposed  the  Government  had 
no  choice  but  to  send  at  its  head  Sheriff 
Ivory.  To  his  mind,  the  system  was  a 
most  execrable  system,  under  which  a 
Judge,  in  whose  Courts  trivial  cases 
arising  in  connection  with  the  expedi- 
tion must  be  tried,  should  be  allowed  to 
act  as  accuser,'  arrester,  and  hunter-up 
of  evidence.  Sheriff  Ivory— on  a  former 
occasion — had  been  tried,  and  found 
wanting  in  every  qualification  requisite 
for  such  a  post.  He  had  not  only 
arrested  men  without  warrant  or  in- 
struction, but  he  had  written  to  the  Lord 
Advocate  condemning  as  guilty  men 
who  were  subsequently  proved  innocent. 
He  had  published  his  libels  broad- 
cast in  the  newspapers,  and  he  had  been 
a  party  to  a  gross  breach  of  the  law  in 
order  to  obtain  evidence  against  persons 
he  suspected,  and  had  committed  many 
other  unjustifiable  acts.  Any  Adminis- 
tration worthy  of  the  name  would  have 
known  that  the  mere  fact  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  being  placed  in  charge  of  the  ex- 
pedition was  sufficient  to  arouse  indig- 
nation and  distrust  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Scotland.  The 
expedition  started.  The  first  thing 
that  occurred  was  a  quarrel  with 
the  Chief  Inspector,  who  was  dis- 
inissed.    A  correspondence  had  taken 
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was  given  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  as 
to  his  imbecility,  and  he  was  condemned 
to  the  same  sentence  as  those  along 
with  him  who  were  of  sound  mind. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  next  mention 
the  case  of  Garalapain.  He  interested 
himself  in  that  case,  because  some  of 
the  arrests  appeared  to  be  conducted 
With  absurd  and  unnecessary  severity 
and  cruelty.  He  thought  the  proceed- 
ings showed  the  prisoners  would  not  get 
fair  play,  and  he  instructed  a  solicitor 
that  if  he  believed  them  innocent  to 
defend  them.  The  solicitor  reported 
that  in  three  of  the  cases  the  prisoners 
appeared  to  him  to  be  innocent,  and 
these  were  defended  accordingly.  There 
was  no  time  to  bring  witnesses  from 
Skye,  and  the  solicitor  reported  that 
witnesses  were  afraid  in  this  case,  as 
he  believed  had  been  stated  in  connec- 
tion with  another  case,  to  come  forward 
lest  they  might  be  arrested. 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.H.A. 
Macdonali))  :  Does  the  hon.  Member 
mean  to  say  that  that  was  stated  in 
Court  by  any  responsible  person  on 
behalf  of  the  prosecution  ? 

Db.  CAMEHON  said  that  was  his 
impression,  but  he  would  not  insist  upon 
it.  The  case  came  on.  One  woman, 
who  was  arrested  under  exceptionally 
hard  circumstances,  was  placed  in  the 
dock,  but  not  proceeded  against.  Two 
of  the  men  who,  he  believed,  were  in- 
nocent, and  who  were  defended,  were 
proved  by  the  Crown  witnesses  not  to 
be  in  the  mob  until  some  time  after  the 
deforcement  had  taken  place,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
withdrew  the  case  against  them.  Al- 
though their  counsel  was  debarred  from 
replying,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
made  an  eloquent  speech  in  prosecuting 
— fancy  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman wasting  his  eloquence  on  such  a 
paltry  case — ^the  jury  acquitted  the  whole 
batch.  Two  other  persons  were  connected 
with  this  deforcement.  They  were  tried 
locally,  where  evidence  could  be  easily 
obtained,  and  where  they  could  be  tried 
fairly.  One  of  them  was  acquitted,  and 
one  it  was  thought  sufficient  punishment 
to  send  to  prison  for  one  month.  Here 
they  had  an  example  of  a  community 
subjected  to  a  series  of  domiciliary  visits. 
They  had  11  people  arrested  out  of  this 
village.  Nine  were  dragged  to  Edin- 
bur^.  The  cases  were  tried  by  two 
separate  counts— one  by  a  jury,  and  one 
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by  a  Judge  sitting  alone— and  the  only 
conviction  was  followed  by  one  month's 
imprisonment.  Did  that  manifest  any 
careful  administration  of  the  law  in 
these  matters  ?  In  the  case  of  the  men 
tried  locally,  he  had  no  doubt  that  fall 
justice  was  done,  while  the  cost  to  the 
prisoners  and  the  State  was  nothing. 
The  cost  of  the  defence  of  the  prisoners 
tried  in  Edinburgh  was  £30,  which 
it  was  impossible  for  10  crofters  to 
have  produced,  even  though  they  had 
had  to  be  hung,  drawn,  and  quartered. 
Was  there  any  necessity  for  the  serere 
sentences  imposed  in  the  Edinburgh 
Court  ?  Before  the  expiration  of  their 
sentences,  eiprht  of  the  prisoners  had 
been  released.  About  30  altogether 
stood  their  trial.  One-third,  who  were 
fairly  defended,  were  acquitted;  one- 
third  sentenced  to  unnecessarily  long 
periods  had  been  set  free;  and  the 
rest  remained  in  prison — one  the  most 
heavily  punished  was  an  idiot.  That, 
surely,  was  sufficient  to  raise  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  justice  of  the  sentenoee. 
Meanwhile,  other  cases  were  pending. 
One  was  that  of  a  man  who  was  charged 
with  libelling  a  Judge.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  Eev.  Mr.  M'CaUnm.  and  the 
case  of  John  M'Pherson.  His  (Dr. 
Cameron's)  Amendment  asked  for  in- 
quiry into  a  system  the  effects  of  which 
he  had  given  only  in  a  few  cases.  He 
feared  that  in  stating  them  he  had  tres- 
passed on  the  time  of  the  House ;  but 
his  excuse  must  be  his  conviction  of  the 
importance  of  the  subject.  To  his  mind, 
these  matters  affected  nothing  less  than 
the  decent  and  impartial  administration 
of  justice  in  Scotland,  the  maintenance 
of  the  methods  of  civil  administration  as 
against  the  methods  of  military  law,  and 
the  securing  of  the  Highland  population 
in  those  rights  and  privileges  which  Par- 
liament, by  its  recent  legislation,  unques- 
tionably intended  them  to  enjoy.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Dk.  R.  McDonald  TRoss  and  Cro- 
marty),  in  seconding  the  Amendment, 
said,  he  must  compliment  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
on  having  traversed  the  ground  so 
fully.  There  was  one  point  he  ^Dr. 
McDonsld)  wished  to  specially  press. 
It  was  this.  Under  the  Crofters'  Act, 
if  a  crofter  became  bankrupt,  he  lost 
not  only  his  house,  but  all  the  improve- 
ments he  had  made  upon  it.    It  was  ths 
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Sheriff  Ivory's  confidential  reports  to 
Ministers  were  published  in  the  news- 
papers. Well,  while  nothing  was  done 
to  Sheriff  Ivory,  this  man  was  sent  to 
prison.  There  was  the  case  of  the  Bev. 
Mr.  M'Oallum,  Established  Church 
minister,  and  of  John  MTherson,  a 
leading  man  among  the  crofters.  They 
were  present  at  a  meeting  in  October, 
and  a  report  of  that  meeting  appeared, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  a  resolution 
was  adopted  inciting  the  crofters  to  re- 
sist the  administration  of  the  law.  A 
month  after  the  alleged  offence  these 
gentlemen  were  arrested  by  warrant. 
They  were  not  invited  to  surrender ;  yet 
an  expedition  of  gunboats,  Marines,  and 
police  were  sent  round  to  Mr.  M'Cal- 
lum's  manse.  The  rev.  gentleman  was 
not  at  home.  They  found  he  had  gone 
to  preach  elsewhere.  The  police  ran- 
sacked his  papers.  The  rev.  gentleman 
complained  that  they  did  not  read  his 
sermons,  from  which  they  might  have 
derived  much  benefit.  Mr.  M^Callum 
was  gone  to  preach  somewhere  else,  so 
the  expedition  turned  tail  and  steamed 
after  him.  Mr.  M'Oallum  was  arrested 
on  the  Saturday  night,  and  they  took 
him  20  miles  to  prison,  where  he  was 
kept  until  he  was  bailed.  Mr.  M*Fher- 
son  was  arrested  in  a  similar  manner, 
and  was  kept  in  prison  for  seven  days. 
He  was  denied  access  to  his  solicitor. 
He  was  liberated  at  10  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day night,  and  left  to  find  his  way  as 
best  he  could  to  his  home,  a  distance  of 
34  miles.  It  was  only  after  the  arrest 
that  it  occurred  to  the  authorities  that 
it  would  be  well  to  look  up  evidence, 
and  about  two  months  after  these  pro- 
ceedings they  thought  it  necessary  to 
procure  the  manuscript  of  the  report 
which  appeared  in  The  Htffhlander,  and 
which  formed  the  ground  for  the  arrest; 
and  when  they  got  the  manuscript  they 
found  it  so  manipulated  by  the  editor 
before  insertion  that  it  was  susceptible 
of  a  considerably  different  interpretation 
from  that  put  upon  it.  It  was  not  only 
of  these  arrests  that  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
complained.  He  complained  of  the  way 
the  accused  persons  were  treated  in  con- 
nection with  being  brought  to  trial. 
Accused  persons  in  Scotland  had  none  of 
the  safeguards  that  existed  in  England, 
where  the  accused  person  was  allowed 
access  to  his  solicitor,  and  had  the  safe- 
guard of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  could  only 
be  convicted  by  the  unanimous  verdict 


of  the  jury  who  tried  him.   In  Scotland, 
on  the  other  hand,  a  man  might  be  kept 
in  prison  for  a  week,  and  was  denied 
during  the  whole  of  the  time  access  to 
his  friends  or  his  legal  adviser.   He  had 
not  the  safeguard  of  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
the  verdict  of  a  majority  of  the  jury  was 
enough  against  him  to  suffice  for  his 
conviction.    In  Scotland   the    criminal 
authorities  exercised  an  autocratic  power 
which  was  not  allowed  in  England,  and 
which  in  Ireland  was  only  conferred  by 
some  Coercion  Act.     They  had  a  power 
of  secret  investigation.  They  decided  the 
Court  where  the  cases  were  to  be  tried, 
and  they  had  power  to  change  the  venue, 
and  could  do  it  in  such  a  manner  sls  to 
debar  poor  prisoners  from  bringing  for- 
ward evidence  for  their  defence,  and  that 
was  practically  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  in  connection  with  these  tri- 
vial cases.    Not  one  of  these  cases  in- 
volved life  or  limb  or  property.    In  the 
case  of  no  single  one  of  the  prisoners  had  a 
blow  been  struck.  These  are  precisely  the 
sort  of  cases  that  should  be  tried  before 
a  local  Court,  so  that  the  poor  could  be 
afforded  facilities  for  bringing  witnesses. 
Local  courts  had  ample  power  of  punish- 
ment.     In  only  two    or  three    cases 
was  this  course  pursued  in  regard  to 
Skye  prisoners,  while  from  Tiree  and 
Skye  some  30  men  and  women    were 
dragged  to  Edinburgh  for  trial.     They 
were  so  poor  that  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible for  them  to  organize  a  proper 
and  well-arranged  defence  or  to  bring 
witnesses,  and  in  some  cases  sentences 
were   imi>08ed   that    he  was   perfectly 
certain  would  never  have  been  imposed 
if  the  prisoners  had  had  fair  play  and 
been  able  to  bring  forward  evidence 
for  the  defence.    He  had,  for  example, 
that    day    asked    a    question    regard- 
ing the  case  of  Myles  Martin,  who  was 
imprisoned  —  along    with    others  —  for 
rioting,  a  certificate  was  sent  to  show 
that  the  man  was  an  imbecile  by  the 
Free  Church  Minister,  who  had  known 
from  his  birth  that  he  was  an  imbecile. 
The  certificate  was  handed  to  the  Crown 
Authorities,  who,  if  they  had  been  moved 
by  any  feelings  of   equity,  justice,  or 
humanity,  or  if  they  had  had  any  care 
for  their  own  reputation,   would  have 
withdrawn  the  man  from  trial,  but  they 
handed  over  the  certificate  to  the  prison 
doctor,  who  pronounced  him  to  be  fit  to 
take  his  trial.    The  certificate  was  never 
produced  at  the  trial,  and  no  evidence 
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was  given  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  as 
to  his  imbecility,  and  he  was  condemned 
to  the  same  sentence  as  those  along 
with  him  who  were  of  sound  mind. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  next  mention 
the  case  of  Garalapain.  He  interested 
himself  in  that  case,  because  some  of 
the  arrests  appeared  to  be  conducted 
With  absurd  and  unnecessary  severity 
and  cruelty.  He  thought  the  proceed- 
ings showed  the  prisoners  would  not  get 
fair  play,  and  he  instructed  a  solicitor 
that  if  he  believed  them  innocent  to 
defend  them.  The  solicitor  reported 
that  in  three  of  the  cases  the  prisoners 
appeared  to  him  to  be  innocent,  and 
these  were  defended  accordingly.  There 
was  no  time  to  bring  witnesses  from 
Skye,  and  the  solicitor  reported  that 
witnesses  were  afraid  in  this  case,  as 
he  believed  had  been  stated  in  connec- 
tion with  another  case,  to  come  forward 
lest  they  might  be  arrested. 

The  LOED ADVOCATE(Mr.  J. H.  A. 
Macdonald)  :  Does  the  hon.  Member 
mean  to  say  that  that  was  stated  in 
Court  by  any  responsible  person  on 
behalf  of  the  prosecution  ? 

Db.  OAMEHON  said  that  was  his 
impression,  but  be  would  not  insist  upon 
it.  The  case  came  on.  One  woman, 
who  was  arrested  under  exceptionally 
hard  circumstances,  was  placed  in  the 
dock,  but  not  proceeded  against.  Two 
of  the  men  who,  he  believed,  were  in- 
nocent, and  who  were  defended,  were 
proved  by  the  Crown  witnesses  not  to 
be  in  the  mob  until  some  time  after  the 
deforcement  had  taken  place,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
withdrew  the  case  against  them.  Al- 
though their  counsel  was  debarred  from 
replying,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
made  an  eloquent  speech  in  prosecuting 
— fancy  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman wasting  his  eloquence  on  such  a 
paltry  case — the  jury  acquitted  the  whole 
batch.  Two  other  persons  were  connected 
with  this  deforcement.  They  were  tried 
locally,  where  evidence  could  be  easily 
obtained,  and  where  they  could  be  tried 
fairly.  One  of  them  was  acquitted,  and 
one  it  was  thought  sufficient  punishment 
to  send  to  prison  for  one  month.  Here 
they  had  an  example  of  a  community 
subjected  to  a  series  of  domiciliary  visits. 
They  had  1 1  people  arrested  out  of  this 
village.  Nine  were  dragged  to  Edin- 
burgh. The  cases  were  tried  by  two 
separate  counts— one  by  a  jury,  and  one 
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by  a  Judge  sitting  alone— and  the  only 
conviction  was  followed  by  one  month's 
imprisonment.  Did  that  manifest  any 
careful  administration  of  the  law  in 
these  matters  ?  In  the  case  of  the  men 
tried  locally,  he  had  no  doubt  that  fall 
justice  was  done,  while  the  cost  to  the 
prisoners  and  the  State  was  nothing. 
The  cost  of  the  defence  of  the  prisoners 
tried  in  Edinburgh  was  £30,  which 
it  was  impossible  for  10  crofters  to 
have  produced,  even  though  they  had 
had  to  be  hung,  drawn,  and  quartered. 
Was  there  any  necessity  for  the  severe 
sentences  imposed  in  the  Edinburgli 
Court  ?  Before  the  expiration  of  their 
sentences,  eiprht  of  the  prisoners  had 
been  released.  About  30  altogether 
stood  their  trial.  One-third,  who  wm« 
fairly  defended,  were  acquitted;  one- 
third  sentenced  to  unnecessarily  long 
periods  had  been  set  free;  and  the 
rest  remained  in  prison — one  the  most 
heavily  punished  was  an  idiot.  That, 
surely,  was  sufficient  to  raise  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  justice  of  the  sentences. 
Meanwhile,  other  cases  were  pending. 
One  was  that  of  a  man  who  was  charged 
with  libelling  a  Judge.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  Eev.  Mr.  M'Callum.  and  the 
case  of  John  M'Pherson.  His  (Dr. 
Cameron's)  Amendment  asked  for  in- 
quiry into  a  system  the  effects  of  which 
he  had  given  only  in  a  few  cases.  He 
feared  that  in  stating  them  he  had  tres- 
passed on  the  time  of  the  House ;  bat 
his  excuse  must  be  his  conviction  of  the 
importance  of  the  subject.  To  his  mind, 
these  matters  affected  nothing  less  than 
the  decent  and  impartial  administration 
of  justice  in  Scotland,  the  maintenance 
of  the  methods  of  civil  administration  as 
against  the  methods  of  military  law,  and 
the  securing  of  the  Highland  population 
in  those  rights  and  privileges  which  Par- 
liament, by  its  recent  legislation,  unques- 
tionably intended  them  to  enjoy.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Db.  E.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty), in  seconding  the  Amendment, 
said,  he  must  compliment  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  TDr.  Cameron) 
on  having  traversed  tne  ground  so 
fully.  There  was  one  point  he  ^Dr. 
McDonald)  wished  to  specially  press. 
It  was  this.  Under  the  Crofters*  Act« 
if  a  crofter  became  bankrupt,  he  lost 
not  only  his  house,  but  all  the  improve- 
ments he  had  made  upon  it.    It  was  the 
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ambition  of  the  crofters  at  tliis  moment 
not  to  become  bankrupts ;  but  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  and  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  gone  behind  the  Act,  and  bad  de- 
cided that  all  arrears  due  to  the  land- 
lords from  the  crofters  were  payable  be- 
fore the  Oommission  bad  time  to  deal 
with  the  cases,  and  that  the  ordinary 
processes  of  law  could  be  employed  to 
enforce  the  decrees  of  Court.  What 
would  be  the  result  of  dealing  in  this 
way  with  arrears  ?  The  result  had  al- 
ready, to  some  extent,  become  apparent. 
Decrees  had  been  granted  in  the  Court 
at  Portree  for  £  1,700,  and  on  the  Duke 
of  Sutherland's  estate  decrees  were 
given  for  a  very  large  amount.  The 
consequence  was  to  render  the  Act  null 
and  void  in  a  large  number  of  cases. 
Let  bim  call  tbe  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  way  this  matter  had  been  con- 
ducted. The  Crofter  Commission  had 
decided  that  all  Skye  shoiild  be  included 
as  a  crofting  parish.  Buraour  said  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  took  three  weeks 
to  decide  whether  that  should  be  allowed, 
and  on  the  18th  of  November  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  decided  that  Skye 
was  all  a  crofter  parish.  But  on  the 
2l8t  of  November  a  Court  was  solemnly 
held  'at  Portree  to  decide  about  arrears 
of  rent,  and  that  Court  decided  the 
Act  did  not  apply  to  Skye.  Decrees 
were  given  at  that  Court  for  £1,000 
arrears  of  rent.  He  (Dr.  R.  McDonald) 
and  his  Scotch  Colleagues  in  Parliament 
maintained  that  those  decrees  were  il- 
legal ;  and  he  himself  had  publicly  ad- 
vised the  people  not  to  pay  a  penny  of 
those  arrears  if  they  could  help  it,  because 
Parliament  had  decided  that  their  rents 
should  be  fixed  by  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission, and  not  by  any  local  Court. 
But  Sheriflf  Ivory  refused  to  allow  a 
mere  Boyal  Commission  to  deal  with 
cases  of  arrears.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  recently  said, 
could  anything  be  more  monstrous  than 
to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  ascer- 
tain whether  people  could  pay  their 
rents,  and  immediately  allow  the  people 
to  be  turned  out?  That  was  exactly 
what  was  going  to  take  place  in  the 
Highlands  if  the  landlords  were  allowed 
to  enforce  tbeir  rents  before  the  Com- 
mission had  time  to  consider  the  cases. 
The  Commission  had  already  intimated 
that,  in  deciding  what  were  to  be  fair 
rents  or  not  fair  rents,  they  would,  in 


making  allowance  for  tenants'  improve- 
ments, have  to  consider  the  benefits  al- 
ready derived  from  these  improvements. 
But  surely  tbat  was  neither  sense  nor 
justice.  The  Crofters'  Commission  had 
no  right  to  take  that  into  consideration. 
He  would  give  the  House  one  or  two 
instances  of  the  reductions  of  rents 
granted  by  the  Commission,  John 
Bruce,  Ormisdale,  was  formerly  rented 
at  £6.  The  present  rent,  fixed  by  the 
Commission,  was  £4  2s.  6i. ;  and,  al- 
thougb  the  Commission  decided  that  he 
had  been  paying  about  £2  more  than 
ho  ought  to  have  been  paying,  they  in- 
sisted on  his  paying  tbe  arrears  that  he 
owed.  In  another  case — that  of  D. 
Mackenzie— his  old  rent  was  £7  10«.; 
and  tbe  Commission,  after  inquiry,  re- 
duced that  to  £2  10#. — only  one-thir J  of 
the  original  rent.  Did  the  House  sup- 
pose that  he  had  his  arrears  forgiven  ? 
Nothing  of  tbe  sort.  They  saw  this 
man  owed  £13,  and  he  must  pay  £5, 
although,  by  their  own  admission,  he 
was  paying  three  times  what  he  ought 
to  have  done.  He  did  not  see  how  such 
)roceedings  as  those  could  be  called 
;  ust ;  and  he  thought  it  desirable  to  lay  it 
)efore  the  House  and  the  country ;  for  if 
the  Commission  went  on  in  this  way, 
half  tbe  crofters  would  soon  be  made 
bankrupt,  and  would  lose  the  benefits  of 
the  Crofters'  Act,  and  they  would  have 
to  emigrate,  or  something  of  the  kind. 
With  regard  to  Skye,  he  was  a  native  of 
Skye  bimself,  so  that  he  knew  what  he 
was  talking  about.  As  to  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  be  knew,  and  could  assert 
distinctly,  that  it  was  a  common  practice 
for  the  factors  there  to  include  the  rates 
along  with  the  rent,  so  that,  in  a  great 
many  instances,  the  arrears  of  rent  given 
were  fictitious.  That  was  how  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Skye  crofters  were  made 
to  appear  to  owe  so  much.  In  some 
parishes  no  one  knew  how  affairs  stood, 
because  the  nominal  collector  of  rates 
ran  away,  and  nobody  knew  what  had 
been  received.  He  could  give  many  in- 
stances where  rates  had  been  demanded 
from  people  who  did  not  owe  them  at 
all.  In  one  case  the  Sheriff  OflBcer 
asked  payment  of  rates  against  a  man 
named  John  Stewart,  who  for  many 
years  previously  had  been  in  New  Zea- 
land. In  another  case,  at  Waternish,  the 
officer  had  a  writ  against  a  man  for  three 
years'  arrears  of  rates.  The  man  main- 
tained that  he  was  only  owing  two  years' 
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rates,  which  he  was  willinpf  to  pay ; 
and,  on  looking  over  the  books,  the  col- 
lector confirmed  his  statement  that  there 
were  only  two  years  standing  against 
him.  With  regard  to  the  alleged  de- 
faulters, he  found  that  in  the  parishes  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Hamara,  among  42 
crofters,  there  were  only  four  defaulters  ; 
and  when  the  rate  collectors  went  round 
three  out  of  those  four  produced  their 
receipts,  and  only  one  out  of  the  42  was 
found  not  to  have  paid,  and  this  was  a 
woman  of  over  80  years  of  age.  With 
those  instances  before  them,  he  thought 
the  House  would  see  that  a  great  deal 
more  noise  than  was  necessary  had  been 
made  on  the  subject  of  arrears  of  rates ; 
and  it  certainly  was  not  necessary  to  send 
a  fleet  to  collect  rates  from  people  who 
had  paid  them,  and  who  did  not  offer 
any  resistance.  He  would  also  point  out 
that  not  one  single  case  could  be  brought 
forward  in  which  the  Sheriff  had  been 
attempted  to  be  deforced  for  the  col- 
lection of  rates.  If,  then,  the  expedi- 
tion had  been  confined  to  its  proper  pur- 
pose the  collection  of  rates,  so  much 
could  not  have  been  said  about  it ;  but 
when  it  came  to  the  collection  of  rents, 
he  thought  the  Government  would  find 
they  had  made  a  very  serious  blunder 
indeed.  There  bad  been  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  noise  made  about  the  expe- 
dition ;  and  he  thought  they  had  brought 
a  hornet's  nest  about  their  ears  in  order 
to  collect  £200  for  two  or  three  land- 
lords. That  was  all  the  expedition  had 
done,  while  the  cost  to  the  country  was 
more  than  the  people  know  of.  After 
quoting  one  or  two  other  cases  to  show 
the  character  of  the  people  from  whom 
rates  were  demanded,  the  hon.  Member 
said  the  subject  might  be  dry  in  detail ; 
but  he  hoped  even  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  people  had  hearts  to  feel  for 
the  poor,  as  they  had  on  this  side.  What 
he  wanted  them  to  do  was  to  assist  in 
getting  the  Government  to  grant  an  In- 
quiry to  look  into  the  matter,  to  see  that 
justice  was  done  to  those  poor  people. 
If  the  facts  which  he  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  had  given  were  true, 
how  was  it  possible  for  the  Government 
to  withstand  an  inquiry?  He  said  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  the  inquiry,  and  to  see 
whether  something  could  not  be  done  to 
seo  that  nothing  but  justice  was  meted 
out  to  those  poor  people— to  seo  that 
they  should  be  treated  as  rational  human 
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beings,  and  not  as  cattle,  to  be  sur- 
rounded with  police  and  driven  to  gaol. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  having 
listened  to  him,  and  would  second  the 
Amendment  with  much  pleasure. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  12th  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  words — **  And  humbly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  recent  events  in  Skye  and  Tiree, 
and  the  general  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Highlands,  have  caused  serious  concern  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  demand  full  inquiry.** 
— (i)r,  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  a.  SUTHEELAND  (Sutherland) 
said  he  claimed  to  have  a  peculiar  quali- 
fication to  speak  to  this  Amendment. 
Their  contention  was  that  justice  in  the 
Highlands  was  not  administered  in  the 
same  spirit  as  it  was  administered  in 
England  and  the  Lowlands  of  Scot- 
land. Unfortunately,  in  the  High- 
lands, those  who  had  the  dispensing  of 
justice  belonged  to  a  different  social 
class  from  those  to  whom  justice  was 
dispensed ;  and  it  was  their  interest  to 
interpret  the  law  so  as  to  give  the  advan- 
tage to  the  class  they  themselves  be- 
longed to,  and  with  whom  they  were 
associated.  Last  September,  when  a 
debate  was  raised  on  this  question,  they 
foresaw,  and  he,  himself  (Mr.  Suther- 
land) pointed  it  out  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  that,  in  the  then  state  of 
matters,  there  was  bound  to  be  a  strain- 
ing of  the  law,  and  they  wanted  an 
assurance  from  the  Oovemment  that  so 
far  as  they  had  control  over  the  Execu- 
tive, they  would  see  that  the  law  was 
administered  in  a  spirit  of  fair  play  and 
justice  to  all  concerned.  The  House 
would  remember  that  at  that  time  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  stated —  and  hisstatements  were 
then  the  cause  of  some  complaint — that 
one  of  the  reasons  why  he  was  anxious 
that  the  Crofters  Act  should  be  passed 
was,  that  it  would  furnish  him  witli  an 
excuse  for  enforcing  the  law  as  it  is  at 
present  stood.  It  would  be  readily 
understood  that  from  the  important 
position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  occq- 
pied  as  Secretary  for  Scotland,  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Ekecutive  would  take 
their  action  from  the  note  he  sounded 
on  that  occasion ;  and  what  he  ^llr. 
Sutherland)  and  other  hon.  Menbcn 
had  foretold  would  happen  had  actu- 
ally come  to  pass,  in  the  distorbaiKeft  is 
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Skje  and  Tiree,  and  other  parts  of  the 
country.  He  contended  that,  had  they 
heen  listened  to  on  that  occasion,  and 
the  Governmeot  done  what  they  were 
frequently  advised  to  do,  they  woiild 
have  heen  saved  a  good  deal  of  the, 
no  douht  to  them,  unpleasant  work 
they  had  to  perform  since  Parliament 
last  sat.  Now,  there  had  heen  dis- 
turbances at  Tiree  and  Skye;  but  the 
people  he  represented  on  the  main  land 
had  had  some  troubled  times  as  well. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  disturb- 
ances  had  occurred  in  Sutherland  of  the 
same  character  as  those  which  had  taken 
place  in  Skye ;  but  the  House  would  re- 
member that  last  year  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  said — '*£ven  in  Sutherland 
crime  is  rampant.''  He  (Mr.  Suther- 
land) repudiated  that  statement  at  the 
time,  and  he  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say 
now  that  there  was  less  crime  in  Author- 
land  than  in  Skye  and  Tiree.  Still,  they 
had  had  troubles  in  Sutherland,  and 
though  they  had  not  been  so  unfortunate 
OS  to  have  such  a  valuable  judge  as 
Sheriff  Ivory,  still  they  had  had  men  who 
tried  to  emulate  him  in  their  own  little 
way.  There  was  one  case  ho  must  men- 
tion in  that  connection.  There  was  a 
meeting  held  at  Bonar  Bridge,  in  Suther- 
landshire,  the  object  of  which  was  the 
perfectly  legitimate  purpose  of  calling 
attention  to  the  unfortunate  state  of  the 
Land  Laws  in  the  Highlands.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  place  there  had 
previously  been  a  most  iniquitous  eviction, 
in  which  two  women  were  turned  out  of  a 
house  which  belonged  to  their  father, 
who  built  it.  They  bad  all  the  resources 
of  civilization  which  had  been  called 
into  force  at  Olenbeigh.  They  lacked 
the  petroleum  and  the  lucifer  matches, 
certainly;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  house 
was  levelled  to  the  ground,  and  he 
believed  that  the  women,  who  refused  to 
leave,  improvised  a  dwelling  in  the  ruins. 
The  farm  and  farmhouse,  which  was  in 
the  state  he  had  described,  was  taken 
from  them,  and  added  to  the  farm  of  the 
factor.  A  number  of  people  from  a  dis- 
tance, who  attended  this  meeting,  went  in 
procession  to  see  this  illustration  of  the 
bene6cent  operation  of  the  Land  Laws, 
and  some  of  them  were  arrested,  and 
brought  before  the  Sheriff- Substitute  at 
Dornoch  ;  and,  though  the  substance  of 
the  Chief  Constable's  evidence  was  that 
he  saw  nothing  like  a  riot,  yet  the  men 
were  nevertheless  convicted,  and  sen- 


tenced to  pay  fines  of  dO«.,  and  bound 
over  to  keep  the  peace  for  six  months. 
Indeed,  so  eager  was  the  Sheriff-Substi- 
tute to  convict  that  he  went  farther  than 
his  power  justified,  and  bound  over  one 
man  for  twelve  months ;  but  an  appeal  was 
taken,  when  the  decision  was  set  aside, 
and  it  was  held  by  the  Court  of  Session 
that  tho  Sheriff  had  gone  beyond  his 
powers,  and  could  only  bind  over  for  six 
months.  It  was  a  notorious  fact  that  the 
Procurator-Fiscal  of  Sutherlandshire  was 
physically  incapacitated  for  the  office  he 
held,  being  over  80  years  of  age.  Al- 
though there  had  not  been  such  flagrant 
cases  in  Sutherlandshire  as  in  Skye  and 
Tiree,  they  were  not  without  cause  of 
complaint ;  for  in  the  administration  of 
justice  the  Sheriffs  throughont  Scotland 
had  undoubtedly  taken  their  cue  foom 
what  was  said  in  the  last  Parliament  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  Extracts  from  the  Beport 
of  the  Crofters  Commission  served  to 
show  that  the  members  of  that  Com- 
mission— and  especially  the  Chairman 
of  it.  Lord  Napier — were  conscious  of 
the  possibility  of  Sheriffs  being  em- 
barrassed and  prejudiced  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties  by  the  exercise  of 
social  influence.  The  House  had  heard 
many  allusions  to  the  crofters ;  but,  in 
old  times,  there  were  no  crofters  in  the 
Highlands.  There  was  no  such  word  in 
the  native  language.  The  crofters  and 
the  position  which  they  at  present  occu- 
pied were  the  result  of  the  bad  Land 
Laws.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  to  protest  his 
affection  for  the  crofters ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Sutherland)  was  not  aware  of  it,  and  the 
crofters  and  their  friends  would  like  to 
see  his  affection  translated  into  action. 
He  appealed  to  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land and  to  the  Lord  Advocate  to  use 
their  influence  in  this  House  on  behalf 
of  their  unfortunate  countrymen.  If 
they  would  only  show  that  there  was  a 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  justice,  the  Highlands  would 
be  the  most  law-abiding  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions.  No  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  had  furnished  so 
many  soldiers  to  the  British  Army  to 
build  up  the  British  Empire,  and  what 
was  the  result?  They  were  tied  hand 
and  foot,  to  be  used  in  the  way  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  just  de- 
scribed to  the  House.    If  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  were  emulous  of  the  fame 
of  Irish  officials,  and  wanted  a  similar 
result  in  the  Highlands  to  what  had 
been  brouj^ht  about  in  Ireland,  he  could 
see  no  better  way  of  bringing  about  that 
result  than  to  continue  to  pursue  the 
course  that  they  had  hitherto  adopted. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  demand  of  the 
Amendment  was  a  very  moderate  one, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
agree  to  the  facts  being  investigated.  Ho 
was  as  anxious  as  any  Gentleman  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  could  be, 
that  the  people  of  the  Highlands  should 
retain  their  character  for  orderliness  and 
lawfulness  ;  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  he  should  like  to  pee  the  obstacles 
that  stood  in  the  way  of  their  being  law- 
abiding  removed.  In  the  meantime, 
that  could  only  be  done  by  Constitu- 
tional agitation.  There  was  no  doubt 
in  his  mind  that  the  object  of  the 
Government  in  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued, was  to  put  down  a  lawful  and  Con- 
stitutional agitation ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment thought  that,  at  that  time  of  day, 
they  were  able  to  put  down  a  Constitu- 
tional agitation,  they  reckoned  without 
their  host.  The  people  of  the  Highlands 
would  no  longer  submit  to  be  the  play 
and  the  sport  of  the  landlords,  who  had 
removed  them  from  the  districts  they 
formerly  inhabited,  and  put  sheep  and 
deer  in  their  place.  It  was  notorious 
that  the  }) resent  disturbed  state  of  the 
Highlands  had  arisen  from  the  power 
that  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlords.  Let  it  be  seen  that  that 
state  of  matters  was  going  to  be  reversed, 
and  he  would  give  his  personal  guaran- 
tee to  the  Lord  Advocate  that  lawless- 
ness would  cease  in  the  Higlilands.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  lawless- 
ness had  existed  to  the  extent  that  some 
people  would  have  them  believe;  indeed, 
he  was  very  much  surprised  that  greater 
acts  of  lawlessness  had  not  occurred. 
But  he  appealed  to  the  Government  to 
grant  the  Inquiry  asked  for  in  the 
Amendment,  if  they  wished  to  allay  the 
ill  feelings  that  they  had  raised  against 
them  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and 
to  avoid  future  troubles  in  those  dis- 
tricts. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  My 
only  object  in  lising  to  take  part  in  this 
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debate  is  to  express  my  sympathy  as  an 
Irish  Member  with  the  Scotch  Question 
which  the  Scotch  Members  have  so  ably 
brought  before  the  House.  I  do  not  seo 
how  an  Irish  Nationalist  Member  who 
represents  the  people  of  Ireland  can  pos- 
sibly refuse  his  sympathy  in  respect  of 
the  scenes  which  have  been  depicted  to 
us  this  evening.  Why,  Sir,  if  the  names 
were  omitted,  we  might  have  fancied 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  evening 
that  this  was  an  Irish  debate,  and  that 
we  were  hearing  a  description  of  scenes 
that  have  taken  place  in  Ireland.  Bat 
besides  the  actual  description  of  the 
scenes  themselves  there  are  many  points 
of  similarity  between  the  grievances  from 
which  the  Scotch  crofters  have  suffered, 
and  the  grievances  from  which  the  ten- 
ant-farmers of  Ireland  have  suffered. 
The  present  position,  as  I  understand  it, 
of  the  Scotch  Crofter  Question  is  mainly 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  Government,  last 
Session,  refused  to  listen  to  the  advice 
or  to  heed  the  warnings  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers who  understood  the  question. 
Exactly  the  same  state  of  things  has 
prevailed  in  regard  to  Ireland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  refused  to 
listen  to  the  advice  or  to  heed  the  warn- 
ings of  the  Irish  Members,  and  then  as 
regards  the  actual  legislation  from  the 
effects  of  which  the  crofters  are  at  pre- 
sent suffering,  exacdy  the  same  course 
has  been  pursued  as  that  in  regard  to 
Ireland.  We  are  suffering  from  the 
defects  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  why  are 
we  suffering  ?  It  is  because  the  advice 
of  the  Irish  Members  who  understood 
the  matter  was  not  taken.  Why  are  the 
crofters  suffering  in  Scotland  from  the 
defects  of  the  Crofters'  Act  ?  It  is  be- 
cause the  advice  of  the  Scotch  Members 
who  especially  understood  the  question 
was  not  taken  at  the  time  the  Crofters' 
Act  was  passed.  When  that  Act  was 
before  the  House  class  influence  made 
itself  felt  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland 
as  it  has  done  for  87  years  in  Ireland. 
Then,  again,  the  Crofters'  Act  has  failed 
in  its  administration.  The  Courts  of 
Law  in  Scotland  have  given  decisions, 
as  I  understand,  which  are  entirely  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  Exactly 
the  same  thing  has  happened  in  Ireland; 
the  greatest  benefits  which  the  Act  of 
1881  was  intended  to  confer  upon  the 
tenants  have  by  the  decision  of  the  Law 
Courts  which  have  interpreted  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  been  held  to  be  in 
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direct  contradiction  to  the  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  framed  and 
succeeded  in  passing  that  Act.  Then 
there  is  another  point  of  similarity  be- 
tween the  condition  of  the  Scotch  crofters 
and  the  Irish  tenants,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  the  poor  tenants 
of  Mayo,  Donegal,  and  Galway.  Al- 
though they  got  the  Act  to  improve  their 
future  condition  they  were  still  left  with 
a  millstone  of  arrears  of  rent  hanging 
round  their  necks.  Impoverished  as 
they  are  by  circumstances  over  which 
they  have  no  control,  by  falls  in  the 
price  of  their  mountain  stock  they  are 
utterly  unable  to  cope  with  that  mill- 
stone of  arrears  which  the  paternal  Go- 
vernment has  left  hanging  round  their 
necks,  and  unless  those  arrears  are  dealt 
with  the  benefits  both  of  the  Crofters' 
Act  and  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  are  only 
a  delusion  and  a  snare.  Then  we  have 
had  another  picture  drawn  in  regard  to 
these  Scotch  peasants,  very  similar  to 
what  we  have  in  Ireland.  We  have 
seen  wretched  peasants  dragged  up  from 
the  Isle  of  Skye  to  Edinburgh  for  trial, 
just  as  wretched  peasants  have  been 
dragged  up  from  Galway  to  Sligo  in 
order  to  be  tried  by  packed  juries.  I 
cannot  help  appreciating  the  manner  in 
which  the  grievances  of  the  crofters  have 
been  brought  forward  this  evening  by 
the  Scotch  Members ;  but  in  spite  of  the 
modertftion  of  their  demands,  and  this 
is  merely  a  demand  for  inquiry  into  the 
matter  —  how  have  they  been  met  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ?  Have  they 
been  met  with  a  single  expression  of 
sympathy?  No;  for  my  part,  I  do 
not  expect  any  expression  of  sympathy, 
and  if  they  do  get  it  I  do  not  think 
it  will  amonnt  to  any  remedial  Act 
that  is  likely  to  be  carried  out  bv 
a  Tory  Government.  If  the  Scotch 
crofters  do  not  realize  that  fact  yet,  they 
will  in  the  future.  I  can  assure  them 
that  they  will  receive  no  sympathy  from 
the  present  Government — a  Government 
which  is  founded  on  class  prejudices, 
and  which  derives  its  power  from  the 
propertied  and  privileged  classes  of 
Society — those  classes  who  do  not  know 
what  the  struggle  for  ex*.stence  means, 
and  who  have  no  means  of  manifesting 
their  sympathy.  Indeed,  no  chord  of 
sympathy  exists  between  them  and  the 
g^eat  mass  of  the  people.  If  they  do 
possess  any  such  chord,  it  is  a  somewhat 


curious  fact  that  they  have  exhibited  so 
little  interest  in  the  debate  to-night. 
For  a  considerable  period  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  there  were  only  9  Mem- 
bers on  the  Benches  opposite,  from  which 
Benches  the  government  of  the  country 
is  at  present  supposed  to  proceed.  At 
the  time  those  9  Members  were  seated 
on  the  Benches  opposite,  there  were  29 
on  these  Benches.  The  9,  however,  a 
a  little  later  on  in  the  evening  dwindled 
down  to  3,  and,  of  those  3,  1  was  a 
Liberal  Member.  That  is  the  amount 
of  sympathy  which  the  present  Gt>vem- 
ment  and  their  Supporters  have  shown, 
as  yet,  for  these  grievances.  My  belief 
is  that  the  Scotch  Members  must  make 
up  their  minds  that  they  will  get  no  sym- 
pathy from  the  present  Government,  and 
that  they  will  have  to  appeal,  as  we  have 
had  to  do,  to  the  democracies  of  Great 
Britain  for  sympathy  and  support.  They 
must  lay  their  case  before  the  people 
before  they  can  bring  it  to  a  successful 
issue ;  and  if  they  do  so  I  can  promise 
them  support  of  the  most  hearty  nature 
from  the  people  of  Ireland ;  and  from 
my  experiences  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, I  believe  they  will  get  their  sup- 
port as  well.  I  am  certain  that  they 
will  receive  the  support  of  the  people  of 
Wales.  They  must  know  themselves 
that  they  will  obtain  the  unswerving 
support  of  the  people  of  Scotland ;  but 
in  order  to  do  so  they  must  lay  their 
appeal  before  the  people,  so  as  to  reach 
the  masses,  who  have  human  hearts  and 
are  touched  by  human  sympathies,  who 
know  what  the  struggle  for  existence 
means,  and  who  will  be  able  to  show 
sympathy  for  the  poor  people  of  the 
Highlands  who  are  struggling  to  eke 
out  the  means  of  subsistence  by  their 
own  industry.  To  my  mind,  the  Govern- 
ment have  treated  the  Scotch  Members 
in  a  manner  which  is  most  discreditable. 
Although  many  Scotch  Members  have 
spoken  this  evening,  and  although  they 
have  entered  fully  into  their  case — al- 
though their  demands  are  of  a  most 
moderate  nature,  no  single  Member  of 
the  Gt)vernment  has  risen  to  express 
the  slightest  opinion  upon  the  subject, 
or  to  give  them  a  single  word  of  comfort. 
That  being  the  case,  I  beg  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  (Cavan.  W.) :  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion,  and  I  do  so  on  the 
principle  which  has  been  shadowed  forth 
by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
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(Mr.  Mahony) — ^namely,  the  manner 
in  which  this  debate  has  been  treated 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Although 
there  are  three  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Government  who  specially  belong  to 
Scotland — namely,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland — not  one 
of  them  was  in  the  House  to  listen  to 
the  early  part  of  the  debate.  I  moved, 
early  in  the  evening,  that  the  House 
should  be  counted,  in  order  to  afford  the 
Government  an  opportunity,  if  they  were 
so  willed,  to  put  in  an  appearance  and 
learn  what  the  nature  of  the  grievances 
brought  forward  by  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers was.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  Crofter  Question,  but 
I  do  think  that  the  crofters  are  a  class 
who  require  attention  and  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  They 
have  only  recently  inherited  the  fran- 
chise ;  they  live  at  a  distance  from  the 
seat  of  government,  and  they  have  no 
means  of  knowing  the  advocacy  which 
is  brouGfht  forward  on  their  behalf.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Government  should 
show  such  utter  callousness  to  the  claims 
of  these-  unfortunate  people,  because 
thoy  are  a  class  who,  to  judge  from  the 
men  who  represent  them  in  this  House, 
ought  to  be  heard ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  their  influence  will  be  more  widely 
felt  as  time  goes  on. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 
— [Mr.  Mahony,) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  have  heard  with  some 
surprise  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Meath  (Mr.  Mahony) 
is  of  opinion  that  the  Gt>vernment  have 
not  treated  the  House  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  Amendment  with 
sufficient  respect.  Now,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  sat  down  only  a  few 
minutes  before  8  o'clock.  You,  Sir, 
shortly  afterwards  went  out  for  a  few 
minutes;  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  both  been  here  watching  the 
debate  with  the  closest  attention,  and 
with  the  intention,  when  the  House  is 
filled,  of  making  the  statement  on  the 
Xiart  of  the  Government  which  the  hon. 
Member .  wishes  to  have  made.      But, 
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Sir,  the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
himself  must  feel  that  it  is  far  better 
that  that  statement  and  that  answer 
should  be  given  when  the  House  is  full 
rather  thau  when  it  is  empty.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  on  the  question  of 
adjournment.  If  the  Division  took  place, 
it  would  take  place  on  a  perfectly  side 
issue.  I  feel  that  the  question  is  one  of 
great  importance,  and  one  which  de- 
mands the  fullest  consideration  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  also  rise  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Meath  (Mr.  Mahoney)  will 
not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
Division  upon  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, although  I  think  he  was  quite 
justified  in  criticizing  the  fact  that  the 
House  has  not  heard  any  reply  from  the 
Government  as  to  the  specific  statements 
which  have  been  made  from  these 
Benches.  It  is  not  as  if  Scotland  was 
simply  represented  on  the  Front  Bench 
by  one  official  Member  of  the  (jK>vem- 
ment.  There  are  several  Ministers  there 
who  are  quite  able  to  speak  upon  the 
question,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Government  by  allowing  the  debate  to  go 
on  without  indicating  what  their  defence 
is  will  encourage  a  great  amount  of  irre- 
velant  talk.  If  the  Government  would 
only  put  forward  their  case,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  a  good  many  observations 
and  arguments  which  may  be  otherwiae 
brought  forward  will  be  rendered  un- 
necessary. As  there  are  several  Scotch 
Representatives  in  the  Government,  I 
hope  some  one  or  other  of  them  will 
oome  to  our  assistance  and  show  as  what 
the  course  is  which  they  propose  to 
take. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Meath  withdraw  his 
Motion  ? 

Me.  mahony  :  No. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  £.) : 
I  suppose  that  I  am  one  of  the  Miniatan 
connected  with  Scotland  who  ought,  in 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
to  have  taken  part,  before  this,  in  the 
debate.  Let  me  point  out  to  boo. 
Gentlemen  that  the  oourse  which  has 
been  taken  by  the  Government  has 
really  been  the  most  convenient  for  eveiy* 
one.  My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the   Lord   Advocate  and  myself  hare 
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listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to 
the  whole  course  of  the  debate.  It  has 
been  confined  strictly  to  the  limits  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron).  It  has,  so  far,  entirely 
dealt  with  the  legal  aspects  of  the  case, 
and,  therefore,  the  proper  person  to 
reply  is  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate,  who  will  do  so  in  the 
fullest  and  most  complete  manner ;  but 
I  would  ask  whether  it  is  convenient  to 
hoD.  Members  that  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  should  make  that  reply 
in  an  empty  House,  or  will  it  hasten  the 
conclusion  if  the  adjournment  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Meath  advocates 
is  carried.  My  opinion  is  that  it  would 
only  lead  to  a  waste  of  time.  If  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  were  to 
get  up  in  the  course  of  half-an-hour  or 
an  hour  and  reply  to  all  the  allegations 
which  have  been  made,  leaving  me  to 
say  something  further  by  way  of  closing 
the  debate,  I  think  the  convenience  of 
the  House  would  be  perfectly  consulted. 
Therefore,  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Meath  will  with- 
draw his  Motion.  The  convenience  of 
the  House  will  certainlv  not  be  con- 
sulted if  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  carried.  On  the  contrary,  the 
House  would  be  put  to  considerable  in- 
convenience ;  and,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
neither  the  crofters  nor  the  advocates  of 
the  crofters  would  have  gained  any  ad- 
vantage whatever.  Therefore,  I  will  add 
my  appeal  to  that  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Meath, 
in  the  interests  of  the  crofters  them- 
selves, to  withdraw  the  Motion  which 
he  has  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
desire  to  say  one  woid  upon  this  subject. 
I  think  it  would  only  have  been  a  cour- 
teous proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  made  some  reply  to 
the  statements  which  have  been  made 
by  the  Scotch  Members.  Surely,  in  a 
case  of  this  kind  it  will  be  necessary  that 
more  than  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  part  in  the  debate.  I 
desire  to  show  why  it  is  that  we  support 
the  crofters  upon  this  question — ^I  desire 
to  bring  their  civil  rights  strongly  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
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the  Question  before  the  House  is  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  and  that  the 
Main  Question  is  not  at  present  under 
discussion.  Does  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Meath  withdraw  his  Motion  ? 

Mr.  MAHONY:  No. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  If 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  at  once  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  addressing  the  House,  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  should  be  pressed  ;  but  I 
think  that  a  very  powerful  case  has  been 
presented  to  the  House,  and  one  that  it 
may  be  very  difficult  for  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  answer.  I  think 
it  is  most  objectionable  that  the  Scotch 
Members  should  have  been  required  to 
sit  here  for  all  these  hours  without 
having  received  any  answer  at  all.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  has  adverted  to  the  condition  of 
he  Benches  behind  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  ;  to  the 
state  of  the  House. 

Mr.  hunter  :  Who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  the  House  ?  Unless 
some  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bench  is  prepared  to  make  a 
defence  for  the  Government  at  once  I 
shall  certainly  support  the  Motion  for 
adjournment. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  think  that  I  owe 
an  explanation  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
movea  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
of  the  fact  that  I  was  not  in  the  House 
at  the  time  he  made  it.  It  is  impossible, 
I  am  afraid,  for  any  Member  to  be  in  this 
House  all  night  long,  listening  to  the 
debate,  and  being  prepared  to  discharge 
his  duty,  without  partaking  of  some 
slight  refreshment.  I  may  state  that  I 
experienced  some  little  difficulty,  during 
the  temporary  retirement  of  the  Speaker, 
in  obtaining  refreshment  in  the  dining- 
room,  a  particular  waiter  having  for- 
gotten me  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  Member  and  the  House 
generally  will  sympathize  with  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  position  I  occupy.  Having 
to  answer  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
the  very  strong  case  stated  by  the 
other  side,  I  certainly  required  some 
physical  sustenance  in  order  to  enable 
me  to  do  it.  There  has  been  no  desire 
on  my  part  to  display  the  slightest  dis- 
courtesy towards  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. 
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Mr.  MAHONY  :  I  never  accused 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of 
discourtesy  to  me,  because  I  never  sup- 
posed that  I  had  a  claim  to  be  heard  on 
a  Scotch  subject;  but  I  said  that  the 
Grovernment  had  displayed  a  consider- 
able amount  of  discourtesy  towards  the 
Scotch*  Members  generally. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there  has 
been  no  question  of  discourtesy  either 
to  him,  or  to  the  Scotch  Members  as  a 
body.  It  is  obvious  that  the  reply  to  a 
Motion  of  this  kind,  pressed  as  it  has 
been  upon  the  attention  of  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  should 
be  made  by  a  Member  of  the  GK)vem- 
ment;  but  it  would  have  been  most 
unsatisfactory  if  I  had  risen  to  make  a 
reply  in  a  House  which  was  practically 
empty. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
No  doubt,  Members  of  the  Government 
are  naturally  anxious  t  >  speak  in  a  full 
House;  but  I  think  it  ought  to  strike 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  the  advo- 
cates of  the  crofters  are  animated  by  a 
similar  desire.  They  certainly  wish  to 
have  a  fair  audience  to  hear  the  remarks 
they  desire  to  make  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  Under  these  circumstances,  con- 
sidering that  the  few  Ministers  left  upon 
the  Front  Bench  would  require  a  certain 
amount  of  sustenance,  I  think  it  would  be 
for  the  convenience  of  all  Parties — both 
the  Government  themselves  and  those 
who  advocate  the  claims  of  the  crofters — 
that  the  debate  should  be  now  adjourned 
to  some  more  fitting  opportunity — to 
some  occasion  when  a  full  attendance  can 
be  secured.  It  must  be  quite  clear  to 
everyone  in  the  House  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Benches  opposite,  the 
House  is  not  fairly  able  to  grapple  with 
this  most  important  question.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  been  sent  here  to 
represent  the  crofters  know  what  griev- 
ances they  have  to  bring  forward,  and 
they  wish  naturally  to  advocate  them  in 
a  fuller  House  on  both  sides.  At  this 
period  of  the  evening  it  is  quite  impos- 
sible to  get  a  fuller  House ;  and, 
t^refore,  I  think  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Pri^nd  the  Member  for  North  Meath 
oucr^kt  to  be  acceded  to. 

Da^  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  When  the 
ion    ii '/J®°^^®''  ^^'^  ^^®  College  Division 


dress  thL.*^  House  I  noticed  that  there 
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was  no  one  present  who  represented  the 
Government  of  Scotland.  I  understand 
now,  from  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
that  he  is  not  prepared  now  to  reply  to 
the  case  which  has  been  brought  for- 
ward against  the  acts  of  the  Government 
in  Scotland.  If  the  Government  are 
ready  to  reply,  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Meath  to 
allow  that  reply  to  be  made  at  once.  A 
very  strong  case  has  been  made  out;  the 
Scotch  Members  have  brought  that  case 
before  the  House,  and  natunJly  we  want 
to  hear  what  can  be  said  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  defence  of 
the  action  they  have  taken.  We  do  not 
propose  to  go  further.  Therefore,  un- 
less the  Government  are  prepared  to 
speak  now,  we  might  as  well  adjourn 
the  debate  until  they  are  ready  to  make 
their  reply. 

The  PEESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RircmB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Gorge's):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  just  now 
seemed  to  consider  that  the  arrangrement 
for  carrying  on  the  debate  to-night  has 
been  somewhat  out  of  the  usual  covrse. 
Now,  it  is  perfectly  well  known  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  there  is  an  inter- 
val when  the  House  is  by  no  means 
full,  during  which  it  is  never  ex- 
pected that  Ministers  should  get  up  and 
reply  to  a  strong  case  made  in  a  full 
House.  As  I  understand  the  arrange* 
ment  this  evening,  the  Scotch  Members 
worthily  occupied  the  full  time  of  the 
House  up  to  about  8  o'dock,  and  the  fact 
that  they  made  so  extremely  strong  a  case 
is  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  reply 
being  also  made  when  the  Honse  is 
equally  full.  As  far  as  I  understand, 
that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
who  are  only  anxious  that  they  may  be 
allowed  to  reply  to  the  case  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  put  forward 
when  the  House  is  full.  A^s  far  as  the 
Government  are  concerned,  they  desire 
no  adjournment  of  the  debate,  but  are 
perfectly  prepared  to  make  their  reply. 
The  arrangement,  as  I  have  said,  is  by 
no  means  an  unusual  one.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  had  experience  of  this 
House  know  that  between  half-past  8 
and  half-past  9  or  10  o'clock  the  Hoose 
on  both  sides  is  generally  remarkably 
thio.  There  has  been  no  exceptioa  to 
the  rule  to-night.  The  thinness  oa  one 
side  of  the  House  has  been  equalled  by 
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the  thinneBS  on  the  other.  [Cn#«  of 
**No!"]  Well,  at  any  rate,  it  was 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Meath  that  there  were  only  29 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House.  If 
there  wore  only  29  Members  of  the 
House  who  expected  that  a  Minister 
would  rise  to  make  a  reply,  I  think  that 
is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  complaint. 
There  can  be  no  hon.  Member  who 
would  desire  that  the  answer  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown  should  bo  made 
in  a  House  of  29  Members.  If  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
is  withdrawn,  the  Goveroment  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  go  on  with  the  de- 
bate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  87;  Noes 
112  :  Majority  25.— (Div.  list,  No.  8.) 

Onginal  Question  again  proposed, 
''  That  those  words  be  there  innerted." 

Me.  WATT  TGlasgow,  Camlachie), 
in  resuming  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron),  thought  he  expressed 
the  general  opinion  of  the  House  when 
lie  said  that  the  consideration  of  the 
Address  had  lasted  long  enough,  al- 
though it  must  be  admitted  that  Scotch 
Members  had  not  occupied  much  time. 
Ijookiog  at  the  question  calmly  and  dis- 
passiouately,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  the  Mover  would  have 
been  justified  in  bringing  forward  the 
question  even  if  he  had  used  language 
of  a  much  stronger  character  than  found 
its  way  into  the  Amendment.  But  hon. 
Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  were  surrounded  by  difficulties 
of  no  unusual  character,  seeing  that  the 
naval  and  military  expedition  to  Skye 
was  initiated  by  a  Liberal  Government. 
Yet,  though  they  were  opposed  by  what 
he  might  term  officialism  m  that  House, 
he  believed  that  they  had  not  only 
Scotland,  but  England  and  Ireland,  in 
their  favour  upon  this  question.  There 
existed  a  consensus  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  using  every  means  at  their  disposal 
for  ameliorating  the  condition  of  the 
crofters  of  Scotland.  As  a  good  deal 
was  said  in  that  House  with  regard  to 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order,  he 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  state  that  the 
crofters  were  essentially  a  law-abiding, 
honest,  and  industrious  people.  Until 
within  the  last  few  years  they  had  well 
sustained  those  characteristics;  and,  as 


an  illustration  of  the  fact,  he  might 
mention  that  one  might  walk  through 
many  miles  in  the  Highlands  without 
seeing  a  policeman.  After  the  interest- 
ing speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow,  it  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  if  a  crofter,  after  toiling  from 
sunrise  to  sunset,  handing  over  the  last 
shilling  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  and 
leaving  his  family  in  a  state  of  starva- 
tion— if,  when  a  writ  was  put  into  his 
hand,  the  smouldering  flame  of  rebellion 
should  be  aroused.  Such  had  been  the 
case  during  the  past  few  years,  no 
doubt ;  and  it  might  with  some  truth  be 
said  that  the  crofters  were  no  longer 
law-abiding.  Such  a  state  of  things 
was  much  to  be  regretted ;  but  it  was  a 
curious  and  significant  fact  that  every 
measure  of  reform  had  had  to  be  pre- 
ceded by  a  period  of  agitation,  lawless- 
ness, illegality,  and  such  like.  As  a 
Party  man,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the 
crofters  of  Scotland  looked  upon  it  as  a 
matter  of  small  moment  to  them  whether 
a  Conservative  or  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion was  in  Office,  for  the  simple  reason 
— as  a  crofter  remarked  the  other  day — 
that  almost  every  Member  of  every  Ad- 
ministration was  a  landlord,  or  more  or 
less  connected  with  the  landlord  interest. 
He  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  upon  what 
impartial,  circumstantial,  and  reliable 
information  or  evidence  he  decided  the 
necessity  of  despatching  a  naval  and 
military  force  to  Tiree  ?  Impartial  au- 
thorities almost  unanimously  asserted 
that  the  sources  of  information  in  Tiree 
were  more  or  less  tantamount  to  infor- 
mation derived  from  the  Duke  of  Argyll. 
In  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from  a 
crofter  there  occurred  these  words — 

"  Why  does  the  British  Goremment  not  at 
once  hand  over  the  administration  of  law  and 
justice  in  Tiree  to  the  Dake  of  Argyll  ?  We 
would  be  ho  worse  off.  That  is  impossible,  and 
^he  Gk>yemment  would  relieve  itself  from  the 
nus  of  taking  any  active  part  in  a  course  of 
rocedure  moitilly  guilty,  if  not  actually  worse." 

What  considerations,  he  would  like  to 
ask,  had  induced  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  to  adopt  a  policy  for  Scot- 
land diametrically  opposed  to  the  policy 
recently  carried  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who  had 
stated  that  the  Government  had  brought 
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pressure  to  bear  on  certain  landlords  to 
give  abatements  in  rent  ?     Was  it  l)e- 
cause  the  present  Government  was  of 
opinion  that  it  could  ignore  or  crush  the 
just  claims  of  the  crofters  of  Scotland? 
During  the  past  decade  many  measures 
•of  reform    and    alleviation    had    been 
passed  for  Ireland  ;  but  what  measures 
had  been  conceded  to  the  crofters  ?    It 
was  true,  the  Crofters'  Bill  was  passed  in 
1885,  with  a  view  of  assuring  just  rents 
in  consideration  of  the  agricultural  de- 
pression ;  but  the  Government  had  taken 
advantage  of  a  naval  and  military  expe- 
dition to  enforce  rents  upon  the  very  eve 
of  the  sitting  of  the  Crofters'  Commission. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would,  no  doubt,  agree  that 
Scotland  had  not  been  dealt  with  as 
liberally  in  the  past  as  Ireland  had  been. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
state  whether  there  was  any  valid  reason 
for  that,  and  whether  the  Government 
would  adopt  for  Scotland  a  Bill  similar 
in  its  provisions  to  what  was  generally 
known  as  Lord    Ashbourne's    Act    to 
enable  crofters  to  become  peasant  pro- 
prietors ?    The  result  of  the  Commission 
on  the  Crofters  had  been  reductions  of 
from  30  to  50  per  cent.     He  thought  he 
might,  therefore,  fairly  maintain  that 
the  crofters'  grievances  had  been  estab- 
lished so  far  as  the  Commission  had 
gone.      Provided  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  inaugurate  a  policy  similar 
to  that  adopted  for  Ireland,  with  mode- 
rate rents,  fixity  of  tenure,  and  reason- 
able interest  on  loans,  the  crofters  at 
present  on  the  soil  might  live  and  thrive, 
or,  at  all  events,  live.  As  to  the  congested 
condition  of  portions  of  the  Highlands, 
landlords  had  long  maintained  that  emi- 
{ifration  was  the  only  remedy;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  was  a  time,  when 
millions  of  men  were  being  armed  on 
the  Continent,   to  talk  of  emigration, 
and  endeavour  to  drain  the  country  of  a 
peasantry  which  had  done  so  much  in 
years  gone  by  to  maintain  the  honour, 
prestigey    and    position    of    this    great 
country.     He  did  not  think  that  of  late 
years  so  much  had  been  heard  on  that 
point.     There  was  one  thing  which  he 
thought  had  never  been  urged  against 
the  crofters  of  Scotland ;  and  that  was 
that  those  who  were  able  to  pay  their 
rents  declined  to  do  so.     It  had  been 
said  that  the  sentences  on  the  Tiree  and 
Skye  crofters  were  calculated  to  bring 
the  administration  of  law  and  justice  in 
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the  Highlands  into  ridicule  and  con- 
tempt ;  and  he  would  assert  this—that 
the  remarkable  proceedings  against  the 
crofters  of  Scotland  would  result  in 
drastic  legislation  which  would  be  pro- 
portionately disastrous  to  the  landlords 
of  Scotland.  There  was  no  doubt  thRc 
owing  to  the  depression  of  prices  in 
agriculture  the  landlords  in  recent  years 
had  been  severe  sufferers ;  but  would 
anyone  say  that  capitalists  had  not 
been  equal  sufferers  ?  He  did  not  sym- 
pathize with  the  landlords  whose  incomes 
had  been  reduced,  because  it  did  not 
put  them  in  a  necessitous  position.  He 
had  more  sympathy  with  the  poor 
crofters,  who  for  several  years  had  been 
in  a  starving  condition.  While  he  had 
been  in  Parliament  he  had  heard  a 
great  deal  of  talk  as  to  the  vindication 
of  law  and  order ;  but  he  confessed  that 
he  had  more  faith  in  the  qualities  of 
mercy,  and  the  reciprocal  blesaiDg^ 
which  flowed  therefrom.  He  would* 
therefore,  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glas- 
gow. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  hon.  Member 
who  moved  this  Amendment  (Dr.  Came- 
ron) has  done,  I  think,  well  in  bringing  it 
forward,  because  he  has  taken  numerous 
opportunities,  in  various  places  througb- 
out  the  coimtoy,  to  express  similar  views 
to  those  he  has  expressed  to-night,  and 
even  in  stronger  terms  than  he  has  done 
in  the  course  of  this  discussion ;  and  it 
is  only  fitting — and  I  thank  him  for  it — 
that  he  has  given  the  Executive  of  Scot- 
land an  opportunity  of  responding  in 
the  only  place  where,  with  due  regard 
to  their  own  dignity  and  position,  they 
could  respond  to  the  charges  which  he 
and  his  Friends  have  made.     An  hon. 
Member,  speaking  a  short  time  aeo  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  sai^that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  had  made  out  a  very 
strong  case.     Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for  the   College   Division  always 
makes  out  a  strong  case ;  and  he  made 
out  a  strong  case  to-night  by  taking  a 
course  which  I  never  heard  has  l^een 
taken  by  any  Scotch  Member  before, 
and  which  I  shall  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  any  other  Scotch  Member  ew 
takes    again— that   is,    to    attempt  to 
make  out  that  the  system  of  jostioe  and 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
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to  those  meD,  by  brloging  them  to  trial 
with  a  rapidity  and  expedition  quite 
unknown  in  England,  and  evidently  in 
Ireland,  he  makes  a  very  unfair  and 
futile  attack  on  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Scotland.  Then,  says  the  hon. 
Member,  you  should  not  have  tried 
them  before  the  Supreme  Court  at  all. 
You  should  have  tried  them  before  the 
Sheriff,  with  a  jury,  or,  summarily, 
before  the  Sheriff  of  the  county  where 
the  offences  took  place.  I  make  two 
answers  to  that.  In  the  first  place,  if 
we  had  tried  them  before  a  Sheriff  and 
jury,  we  would  have  had  a  much  greater 
outcry  against  the  prosecution ;  because, 
in  the  ordinary  course,  they  would  have 
been  tried  before  Sheriff  Ivory. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  That  was  not  so  in 
the  Braes  case  in  1882.  They  put  aside 
Sheriff  Ivory. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  That  was 
tried  before  the  Sheriff  Substitute  at  In- 
verness summarily. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  am 
coming  to  that.  I  am  speaking  of  a 
Sheriff  with  a  jury,  and  the  proper 
officer  would  have  been  the  Sheriff  of 
the  county,  with  a  jury  in  Inverness  or 
Portree.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  Friends  would  have  thought 
that  a  very  proper  course  to  take.  But 
then,  says  the  hon.  Member,  they  ought 
to  have  been  tried  summarily.  Well,  I 
need  scarcely  say  that,  in  that  case,  we 
should  have  had  a  great  outcry  that  they 
were  being  tried  by  a  Sheriff  Substitute 
whose  decision,  without  a  verdict  of 
their  own  fellow-citizens,  would  consign 
them  to  60  days*  imprisonment.  In  fact, 
whatever  course  we  might  have  taken, 
it  would  have  been  equally  open  to  the 
animadversion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow.  That 
was  obvious.  But  I  give  another  reason 
for  trying  them  in  Edinburj^h.  Cases 
of  mobbing,  rioting,  andH  deforcing 
officers  of  the  law  are  so  rare  in  our 
I  country  that,  when  they  do  occur,  they 
I  ought,  as  I  said  before,  to  be  tried 
where  the  best  legal  talent  can  be  got 
for  their  defence,  and  the  bef>t  judicial 
officers  to  try  them  from  the  Bench.  I 
go  further,  and  I  say  that  I  prefer  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Young — the  Judge  upon 
the  Bench— to  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  However  skilled  the  hon. 
Member  may  be  in  debate,  and  however 
well  he  may  know  the  affairs  of  Skye 
and  other  places,  at  least  he  will  grant 
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in  Scotland  is  a  bad  svstem,  as  compared 
with  the  system  of  other  nations. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  did  not  intend  to 
infer  anything  of  the  sort.  I  complained 
of  the  administration  of  what,  when  well 
administered,  may  be  a  very  excellent 
system. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
hon.  Member  probably  said  something 
which  he  did  not  intend  to  say,  and  has 
forgotten  what  he  said ;  because  I  noted 
down  at  the  time  that  he  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  having  a  verdict  by 
a  majority  in  criminal  cases;  and  he 
contrasted  that  with  the  necessity  in 
England  for  having  a  unanimous  ver- 
dict. He  also  made  a  statement  against 
our  not  having  the  benefit  of  a  Grand 
Jury,  which  I  am  quite  sure  the  great 
mass  of  Scotchmen  would  be  sorry  to 
have ;  and  he  farther  made  a  statement 
against  the  power  in  Scotland  to  change 
the  venue,  which  he  knows  very  well  is 
a  change  merely  to  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh from  distant  parts  of  the  country 
where  there  is  no  Circuit.  Further  than 
that,  it  is  of  the  ^eatest  possible  value 
to  the  prisoner  that  he  should  be  tried 
at  a  place  where  there  is  no  local  pre- 
judice against  him.  [**0h,  oh! "J  I 
challenge  contradiction  of  that  state- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  will  find  it 
difficult  to  show  cases  in  the  criminal 
administration  of  Scotland  in  which  a 
change  of  venue  to  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh has  been  made  for  any  other 
reason  than  that  which  I  have  men- 
tioned. We  all  know  that,  in  the  cele- 
brated case  of  Dr.  Pritchard,  it  would 
have  been  fatal  to  his  having  a  fair  trial 
to  have  had  the  trial  on  the  spot  where 
the  offence  took  place.  In  addition  to 
that,  the  hon.  Member  knows  very  well 
— for  he  knows  all  about  the  law  of 
Scotland — that  in  the  case  of  the  offen- 
ders in  Tiree  and  Skye,  unless  we  had 
brought  them  to  Edinburgh  for  trial, 
we  £ould  not  have  been  able  to  have 
tried  them  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Scotland  until  the  month  of  April  next. 
It  was  also  better  for  the  prisoners  them- 
selves that  they  should  have  been  tried 
in  Edinburgh ;  because,  in  that  city, 
there  is  the  best  legal  skill  available  for 
their  defence,  and  they  are  tried  before 
Judges  whose  character  for  justice  and 
impartiality  is  unimpeachable,  and  by 
juries  of  intelligence  and  education. 
Therefore,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
accuses  the  Executive  of  doing  injustice 
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that,  a  JuJ-^e  of  the  High  Court  of 
Jasticiary — a  distinguished  lawyer  such 
as  Lord  Young — knows  better  what 
the  practice  of  the  Courts  should  be  in 
this  country,  and  the  duties  of  the 
Executive  in  such  circumstances.  Lord 
Young,  in  the  last  case  tried,  distinctly 
announced  his  opinion  in  open  Court 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland 
would  have  been  guilty  of  a  gross 
dereliction  of  duty  if  he  had  tried  these 
cases  in  any  other  Court  than  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  country.  I  think 
that  these  observations  of  mine  entirely 
dispose  of  the  point  where,  and  in  what 
Court,  the  cases  ought  to  have  been 
tried ;  but  we  are  told  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  that  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  instituting  these  prosecu- 
tions has  been  to  put  down  lawful 
agitation.  [JSxprMstons  of  dissent,!  Yes; 
those  were  the  very  words  —  1  took 
them  down  at  the  time.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers think  that  is  our  object,  they 
surely  will  concur  with  me  that,  in 
the  test  of  our  conduct,  it  is  well  that 
we  should  have  the  highest  Judges  of 
the  land  to  lay  down  the  law,  and  the 
best  and  most  experienced  juries  of  the 
country  to  give  their  opinion  upon  it.  I 
could  not  believe  it  possible  that  such  a 
statement  would  be  made  in  this  House, 
although  it  had  been  made  out  of  it; 
but,  since  it  has  been  made,  it  is  the 
strongest  confirmation  of  our  having 
done  our  duty  in  getting  the  highest 
Judicature  of  the  land  to  try  the  case. 
The  hon.  Member  savs  the  sentences 
pronounced  in  the  case  of  the  Skye 
prisoners  show  that  the  prisoners  must 
have  been  tried  in  different  and  inferior 
Courts  altogether.  Well,  as  regards 
the  sentences  pronounced — and  light 
some  of  them  were — they  wore  pro- 
nounced for  this  reason — that  these 
crimes  have  been  extremely  rare ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  prosecutor,  of  the  jury,  and  of  the 
Judge,  those  ci-imes  would  not  have 
occurred  at  all  unless  ignorant  men  had 
been  misled  by  the  suggestions  of  agita- 
tors. For  that  reason  only  was  a  small 
sentence  pronounced  in  these  cases. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  last 
asked  why  it  was  that,  in  the  Tiree  case, 
such  high  sentences  were  pronounced  as 
from  four  to  six  months*  imprisonment  ? 
The  Judge  who  tried  that  case,  before 
pronouncing  sentence,  consulted  the 
whole  Judicial  Bench  as  to  what  was  the 
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proper  sentence  to  give  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  Having  done  so — 
that  Bench  consisting  of  men  above 
suspicion — he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  sentence  he  pronounced  was  a 
proper  one,  and  the  reason  why  he  came 
to  that  conclusion  was  this — that  while 
it  was  true  that  no  violence  was  suffered, 
and  no  injury  inflicted  upon  those  who 
were  doing  their  duty  on  that  occasion 
by  those  who  were  carrying  out  the  mob- 
bing, rioting,  and  deforcing — they  not 
requring  to  use  any  violence — yet  there 
was  an  overwhelming  force,  indicating 
most  distinctly  their  intention  not  to  be 
defeated,  and,  undoubtedly,  that  they 
would,  by  force  and  violence  if  necessary, 
prevent  the  execution  of  the  writs. 
Upon  this  matter  I  have  only  to  say — 
that  when  you  find  a  mob  stating  that 
they  wiir  not  allow  the  ordinary  course 
of  tihe  law  to  proceed,  except  ''at  the  point 
of  the  bayonet,"  and  a  crowd  cheering 
a  sentiment  of  the  kind,  that  is  the  most 
dangerous  kind  of  mobbing  and  rioting 
which  can  possibly  be ;  and  when  you 
find,  further,  that  they  threatened  to 
throw  the  carriage  and  horse,  and  the 
man  himself,  who  was  only  the  driver  of 
the  officer,  over  the  cliff — ^not  a  mile,  but 
only  50  yards  off — ^it  is  no  answer  to  say 
that  no  injury  was  inflicted.  If  the  offi- 
cer upon  that  occasion,  and  the  con- 
stables who  were  with  him,  had  taken  the 
course  which  they  might  have  taken — al- 
though I  do  not  think  it  would  have  been 
a  proper  course — and  had  fought  out  the 
battle  with  their  batons,  there  would 
have  been  a  great  deal  of  injury,  and  a 
scene  of  bloodshed  and  violence.  Bot 
these  200  men  stated  their  intention  by 
force  and  violence  to  prevent  the  service 
of  the  writs ;  and  the  officer  was  not  only 
justified,  but,  in  my  opinion,  right,  in 
declaring  himself  deforced,  and  not 
allowing  a  riot.  Every  constable  ex- 
amined on  that  occasion  declared  his 
conviction  that,  if  the  officer  had  pro- 
ceeded to  do  his  duty,  there  would  hare 
been  bloodshed  to  a  very  considerable 
extent.  And  that  was  the  reason  why 
the  sentence  in  the  Tiree  case  was  a 
different  sentence  to  that  pronounced  in 
the  subsequent  cases  —  because  there 
was  reason  to  believe,  in  those  later 
cases,  that  the  people  would  not  have 
resorted  to  dangerous  measures.  Bat 
what  was  the  Tiree  case  ?  I  was  not  at 
all  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow,  who 


1613         l^aj$ily's  Mat  {FEBttVA^Y  15,  1887} 


GractoUi  Sp  eck        1614 


knows  a  great  deal  better  about  that 
case  than  some  other  Members  who  have 
spoken,  scarcely  referred  to  it  at  all,  ex- 
cept to  make  one  or  two  statements, 
which  I  will  refer  to  presently.  The 
Tiree  case  was  a  case  in  which  there 
was  no  question  of  rent  at  all.  There 
was  no  question  of  exacting  anything  at 
all  from  these  people  of  Tiree.  The 
facts  were  simply  these — that  a  farm 
having  become  vacant  in  the  Island  of 
Tiree,  a  large  number  of  crofters  seized 
it  by  force,  put  their  own  cattle  upon  it, 
and  defied  the  authority  of  the  law  to 
turn  them  out.  Therefore,  their  case 
was  very  different  from  that  which 
might  have  been  put  for  other  people, 
who,  suffering  from  distress  in  their  own 
crofts,  and  being  asked  to  pay  rent  on 
their  own  crofts,  were  inclined  to  resist 
payment.  It  was  a  case  in  which,  with- 
out the  shadow  of  a  title,  these  people 
seized  land  to  which  they  had  no  right 
whatever,  and  defied  the  authority  of 
the  law  to  put  them  out.  And  what  was 
the  writ  that  was  to  be  served  upon 
them  ?  It  was  a  writ  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  this— to  give  them  notice  that 
they  must  appear,  and  give  answers  in 
Court,  otherwise,  unless  they  could  show 
a  good  answer  to  the  accusation  of 
taking  possession  of  the  property  with- 
out title,  they  would  be  ordered  to  give 
up  possession  and  leave  as  trespassers. 
There  was  no  personal  attack  upon  them 
of  any  kind — no  idea  of  an  eviction,  or 
anything  of  that  sort.  It  was  simply  a 
question  whether  they  were  to  receive  a 
notice,  without  which  they  could  not  be 
turned  out  of  possession,  even  if  they 
were  guilty  of  trespass.  Just  let  hon. 
Gentlemen  consider  what  that  means. 
If  you  are  going  to  allow  people  to  re- 
sist service  of  a  writ,  which  charges 
them  with  going  on  ground  to  which 
they  have  no  title—if  they  refuse  to 
receive  the  writ,  without  which  the 
owner  of  the  property  cannot  take  pos- 
session and  the  course  of  law  cannot 
take  effect — what  is  the  necessary  conse- 
quence ?  The  necessary  consequence  is 
that  every  man  must  defend  his  own 
property,  or  that  we  must  turn  every 
person,  who  can  be  sworn  to  be  a  tres- 
passer, into  a  criminal.  The  law  in  this 
free  country  says  **No  "  to  that.  It  says 
that  if  a  man  trespass  on  the  property 
of  another,  he  can  only  be  turned  out 
on  the  operation  of  a  Civil  Court,  and 
the  owner  of  property  has  to  suffer  any 


damage  done  that  may  occur  during  the 
time  necessary  for  that  operation,  be- 
cause this  is  a  free  country,  and  because 
we  believe  that  everybody  will  submit 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  those  Courts.  With- 
out that,  we  would  have  no  basis  for  our 
liberty  at  all.  I  presume  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
will  not  suggest  a  complaint  against  this 
Government,  because  we  did  not  take 
the  course  of  informing  everybody  that 
the  law  was  that  they  are  entitled  to 
walk  into  other  people's  property  and 
turn  their  sheep  and  cattle  upon  ground 
to  which  they  have  no  title;  or  that 
a  benevolent  Government  is  to  back 
them  up  against  a  Court  of  Law  in 
their  illegal  possession.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  never  suggest  anything  so 
monstrous  as  that.  The  case  of  Tiree 
was  simply  a  case  of  people  trespassing 
without  the  slightest  ground  of  title, 
and  preventing  the  course  by  which 
alone  the  law  could  deal  with  their  case, 
by  refusing  to  receive  the  summons  of 
interdict  which  was  to  bring  them  into 
Court.  Now,  where  was  the  oppression, 
and  where  was  the  wrong  there  ?  I  can 
understand  it  may  be  suggested  on  the 
part  of  the  crofters  that,  some  hundreds 
of  years  back,  these  people  were  robbed 
of  their  land,  and  that  there  may  be 
some  plausible  tradition  for  a  case  of 
that  kind ;  but  surely  that  is  not  practical 
politics  ?  Neither  is  it  practical  common 
sense.  And,  therefore,  as  regards  the 
Tiree  case,  though  there  may  be  ideas 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members,  who  have 
no  experience  of  mobbing  and  rioting, 
that  the  sentence  was  too  long,  I  say 
that  the  sentence  was  a  just  sentence, 
and  that  the  conviction  was  a  just  con- 
viction. That  leads  me  to  say  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow,  with  refer- 
ence to  what  he  called  the  horrible  op- 
pression put  upon  the  people  of  Scotland, 
as  compared  with  their  fellow-subjects 
in  England,  by  verdicts  being  taken  by 

a  majority 

Dr.  CAMERON  (interposing)  :  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man does  not  wish  to  misrepresent  me. 
What  I  said  was  simply  that,  in  the 
present  day,  the  prisoner  does  not  get 
the  same  amount  of  latitude  and  fair 
play  shown  him  in  Scotland  as  in  Eng- 
land, and,  therefore,,  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  requires  to  be  much 
more  careful  in  order  that  it  may  be  just. 

IFourttenth  Night.] 
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Mr.  J.  n.  a.  MACDONALD:  Very 
good.  Bat  then  my  hon.  Friend  forgets 
the  very  important  matter,  which  he 
knows  historically — having  well  studied 
the  history  of  all  these  cases—that  every 
verdict  of  conviction  which  has  taken 
place  against  these  crofters  has  been  a 
unanimous  verdict.  [Dr,  Caiieron  dis- 
sented.] My  hon.  Friend  shakes  his 
head  at  that.  I  suppose  he  will  admit 
that  the  Herhusta  one  was  unanimous. 
He  does  not  shake  his  head  at  that. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  :  That  was  a  case  of 
acquittal. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  No ;  it 
was  the  Garalapin  case  that  was  a  case 
of  acquittal,  and  we  will  come  to  that 
presently.  But  in  the  Bomiskitaig  case 
there  was  a  unanimous  verdict.  He  does 
not  shake  his  head  at  that.  But  I  know 
why  he  shakes  his  head  at  the  Tiree 
verdict.  The  hon.  Member  has  evidently 
got  hold  of  a  cock-and-bull  story  out  of 
the  newspapers  that  the  jury  were  eight 
to  seven — being  15 — for  the  conviction; 
but  it  turned  out  that  there  was  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  that,  for  the  foreman  of 
the  jury,  being  attacked  by  a  member  of 
the  jury,  wrote  and  explained  that  there 
were  10  for  a  verdict  of  guilty  of  the 
whole  charge,  three  for  a  verdict  of 
guilty  of  the  deforcement  only,  and 
two  for  a  verdict  of  acquittal.  I  do 
not  say  I  am  giving  the  very  exact 
figures ;  but,  if  not,  they  are,  as  far  as 
I  can  recollect,  very  near  it;  and  so 
clearly  was  the  majority  of  the  jury — a 
majority  amounting  to  as  many  as  would 
have  sat  and  tried  the  case  in  England 
— of  opinion  that  there  was  no  ground 
for  acquittal  of  the  whole  charge,  that, 
doing  what  is  done  in  every  English 
jury,  where  otherwise  there  would  be 
no  verdict  at  all,  they  used  the  powers 
of  persuasion  of  the  majority  as  re- 
garded the  evidence  on  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  jury,  and  the  jury  came  to 
the  conclusion  to  return  a  unanimous 
verdict,  on  the  footing  that  if  the  ver- 
dict was  unanimous  they  would  also  be 
imanimous  in  their  recommendation  to 
the  leniency  of  the  Court.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  says 
that  in  the  case  of  Garalapin  the  jury 
also  acquitted.  I  do  not  think  he  would 
have  said  that  if  he  had  known  the  facts 
as  well  as  I  know  them.  On  the  morning 
of  the  trial  we  balloted  the  jury,  and 
the  Crown  did  not  order  anybody  to 
stand  by.     [**Hear,   hear!"]     But  if 


we  had  had  information  that  there  waa 
any  individual  on  the  jury  who  would 
not  have  considered  the  case  honestly 
and  fairly,  and  given  an  honest  verdict, 
we  should  have  challenged.  [^Renewed 
cheers.^  The  Crown  in  Scotland  has  a 
right  of  challenge  ;  and  I  remember 
long  ago,  when  I  first  came  to  the  Bar, 
occasionally  the  Crown  did  challenge  a 
juror,  not  on  grounds  of  objection  to 
him  at  all,  but  simply  to  keep  up  their 
right  to  do  so.  [^Opposition  laughter.'] 
Yes.  Hon.  Members,  perhaps,  do  not 
know — even  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
from  Scotland  may  not  know — that  in 
Scotland  any  law,  whatever  it  is,  may 

Serish  by  not  being  used.  Now,  Sir,  we 
id  not  challenge  any  jurors  on  that 
occasion;  but  the  prisoners,  exercising 
their  proper  right,  challenged  a  large 
number;  and,  speaking  of  that,  I  will 
recall  the  fact  to  the  hon.  Member's 
mind  which  he  very  well  knows — that 
the  unanimous  verdict  in  the  Tiree  case 
was  obtained  in  spite  of  the  prisoners 
having  exhausted  every  challenge  in 
their  power,  and  the  Crown  not  having 
exercised  any  challenge  at  all.  On  the 
morning  of  the  Garalapin  case  we  bal- 
loted a  jury  for  that ;  and  as  I  did  not 
expect  it  to  take  a  long  time,  and  it  did 
not — -probably  in  England  or  Ireland  it 
woula  have  taken  three  or  four  times  as 
long — I  told  the  Judge  we  had  another 
case  for  the  afternoon ;  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  jurymen  who  had  not  been  balloted, 
I  was  willing,  if  both  parties  assented,  to 
take  the  same  jury.  Accordingly,  they 
agreed  to  that.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  first  jury  acquitted  the  Garalapin 
mobbers  and  rioters,  and  that  for  a  very 
simple  reason,  because  the  only  man 
who  was  capable  of  identifying  them — 
formerly  a  ground  officer  to  Lord  Mac- 
donald — had  not  seen  the  men  doing 
anything  particular.  Well,  they  were 
acquitted,  and  nobody  blames  the  jury 
for  that ;  but  that  plainly  showed  they 
were  not  a  jury  packed  to  obtain  a  con- 
viction. In  the  afternoon  we  put  up  eight 
prisoners,  who  were  from  Herbusta, 
and  by  7  o'clock  the  same  jury  had  una- 
nimously convicted  the  whole  of  them. 
We  have  heard  lately  that  nothing  is 
law  until  the  law,  as  laid  down  by  the 
Judge,  has  been  sustained  by  the  verdict 
of  a  jury.  That  is  a  view  which  to 
me  is  strange  indeed  ;  but,  taking  that 
to  be  the  law,  we  have  here  the  law  of 
the  Judge  sustained  by  the  fact  that 
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every  jury  which  has  sat  upon  these 
crofter  cases  has  been  unanimous  in 
convicting  the  prisoners  brought  be- 
fore them  of  the  offence  with  which 
they  were  charged.  So  much  for  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Scotland. 
I  think  the  attack  made  upon  it  was 
not  a  worthy  attack,  because  it  was 
not  based  upon  any  reasonable  or 
tangible  grounds.  Then,  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber suggested  that  the  Judges  who  sat 
in  the  Courts  did  so  to  serve  the  interests 
of  themselves  and  other  classes ;  and  that 
that  is  a  strong  reason  for  not  taking 
Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  into 
Scotland  to  try  the  cases;  but  I  hope 
he  was  not  serious,  for  it  is  an  accu- 
sation which  no  one  acquainted  with 
the  Scottish  Courts,  or  Courts  of  Justi- 
ciary, is  base  enough  to  suggest  here  or 
outside  this  House.  Well,  it  does  not 
finish  here.  One  hon.  Member  suggested 
that,  in  the  Tiree  case,  the  witnesses  for 
the  defence  wei'e  not  examined,  because 
a  threat  was  held  out  by  the  prosecution 
that,  if  they  gave  evidence,  they  would 
themselves  be  nut  upon  their  trial.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  said  he  had  heard 
something  to  that  effect  from  Mr.  Angus 
Campbell,  who  was  agent  for  the  pri- 
soners. But  I  am  quite  sure  Mr.  Angus 
Campbell  would  not  have  lent  himself 
to  a  statement  of  that  kind.  I  will  read 
a  few  lines  from  a  letter  written  by  that 
gentleman  to  another  gentleman  inte- 
rested in  obtaining  the  release  of  some  of 
the  Tiree  crofters,  with  which  we  are 
now  taunted.    The  writer  says — 

*'I  more  than  approve  and  appreciate  the 
efforts  made  on  behalf  of  the  men,  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  yon  have  acted.  Personally,  I 
dissociate  myself  from  the  action  of  certain  so- 
called  friends  of  the  men,  hecauso  I  can  scarcely 
be  expected  to  approve  of  any  application  in 
mitigation  of  sentence,  which  is  accompanied 
by  an  attack  on  tho  Executive,  on  the  Judge, 
and  on  the  jury,  and  by  a  universal  tirade 
against  existing  law,  not  only  in  relation  to 
land,  bat  to  criminal  prosecutions.  Indeed,  to 
be  candid,  I  think  the  worst  possible  friends  of 
the  men  were  those  who,  whilst  professing  every 
desire  to  secure  their  liberation,  were  inaulging 
in  words  and  acts  making  it  impossible  for  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Lord  Advocate  to  re- 
entertain  the  notion  of  liberation." 

And  now,  Sir,  not  only  that ;  but  it  so 
happens  that  I  have  also  got  by  me  a 
note  of  what  was  said  by  the  counsel 
for  the  defence  of  the  prisoners  on  that 
occasion — the  hon.  Member  for  the  Col- 
lege Division  of  Glasgow  knows  he  is 


one  of  the  most  ingenious  lawyers  we 
have,  and  one  of  the  ablest  staters  of 
defence  I  ever  came  across — ^I  mean  Mr. 
Bhind.  Now,  Mr.  Ebind  was  asked 
whether  he  proposed  to  lead  any  defence 
with  his  43  witnesses — although  we  were 
told  by  the  defence  that  they  could  not 
afford  to  bring  witnesses  to  Edinburgh — 
and  he  said — 

"  After  consideration  with  my  learned  friends, 
we  have  agreed  that  we  have  obtained  sufficient 
evidence  from  the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution 
for  our  purposes.  We,  therefore,  propose  not 
to  call  any  evidence.*' 

Now,  I  leave  Tiree  and  the  public  prose- 
cutions that  have  taken  place.  In  doing 
so,  I  may  say  that  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  accept  responsibility  for  my  share  in 
them,  and  I  am  convinced  of  this — that 
there  is  no  man  who  was  present  at  the 
trials,  however  much  he  may  be  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  crofters,  who  will  not 
say  they  were  conducted  with  the  great- 
est possible  fairness  and  consideration  for 
the  prisoners.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow,  through  an  organ  with  which 
he  is  said  to  be  connected,  told  the 
public,  the  day  after  the  trial,  that 
if  the  jury  had  gone  upon  the  evi- 
dence, and  not  upon  the  summing-up 
of  the  Judge,  the  prisoners  would  not 
have  been  convictea.  That  is  a  sugges- 
tion no  man  should  make  in  this  country, 
where  it  is  well  known  that  the  law  laid 
down  by  the  Judge  is  the  law  of  the 
land;  and  all^  honest  men  hold  that 
while  the  jury,  after  they  have  sifted 
them,  say  whether  the  facts  have  oc- 
curred or  not,  and  whether  they  are 
sufficiently  proved,  the  Judge  tells  them 
what  constitutes  a  criminal  offence,  and 
no  suggestion  can  be  entertained  that 
the  jury  should  listen  to  their  own 
fancies  of  what  the  law  should  be.  But 
it  is  not  confined  to  this,  for  we  find 
reverend  gentlemen,  at  meetings  pre- 
sided over  by  the  hon.  Member,  not 
ashamed  to  stand  up'  in  their  place  in 
public  and  say  that  Lord  Mure  summed 
up  right  dead  in  the  face  of  the  evi- 
dence. Will  the  hon.  Member  ask  tho 
agent  for  the  defence  (Mr.  Campbell) — 
for  whom  he  seems  to  have  some  respect 
— will  he  ask  Mr.  Ehind,  the  counsel, 
whether  or  not  there  is  any  ground  for 
saying  that  Lord  Mure  summed  up  dead 
in  the  face  of  the  evidence?  [Dr. 
Camekon  :  I  never  said  that.]  No ;  but 
the  words  were  used  at  a  mcoling  over 
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which  the  hon.  Member  presided.  The 
Bey.  T.  M.  Oruickshank  said  Lord  Mure 
summed  up  dead  iu  the  face  of  the  evi- 
dence— that  The  North  British  Daily  Mail 
said  that  if  the  jury  had  attended  to 
their  own  views,  and  not  to  the  charge 
ol  the  Judge,  the  jury  would  not  have 
convicted  the  prisoners.  What  I  say  is 
this — that  that  statement,  made  at  the 
meeting,  did  more  harm  to  the  crofters 
of  Tiree,  both  those  convicted  and  those 
unconvicted,  than  could  possibly  have 
been  done  by  any  other  means  that 
could  have  been  devised.  These  words 
were  addressed  to  people  whom  the  hon. 
Member  insists  are  ignorant  people  and 
easily  led,  and  yet,  by  these  statements, 
made  at  meetings  and  in  newspapers, 
people  are  induced  to  believe  that  the 
law  has  been  unjustly  administered,  and 
that  no  honest  man  could  hold  up  his 
face  and  justify  the  verdicts.  All  this, 
observe,  is  a  prelude,  forsooth,  to  a 
petition  for  the  release  of  these  men !  In 
what  way,  as  Mr.  Campbell  pointed  out 
in  his  letter,  could  they  have  acted  more 
against  the  interests  of  these  men  as  re- 
gards release  than  in  making  these 
statements  ?  Another  meeting  was  held 
in  Jjondon,  at  which  they  were  told 
that  Exeter  Hall  was  well  filled  by  350 
people.  And  we  find  that  the  people 
who  are  there  are  people— -I  do  not  know 
to  which  of  the  Three  Kingdoms  they 
belong,  but  I  am  certain  it  is  not  Scot- 
land— who,  when  the  Queen's  name  is 
mentioned,  receive  it  with  hoots  and 
hisses  and  groans.  We  are  told  that 
this  is  a  representative  meeting  of 
Scotsmen  and  of  the  Highlands.  We 
have  been  told  to-night,  several  times, 
that  the  Scottish,  and  particularly  High- 
landers, are  a  loyal  race.  I  am  per- 
fectly certain  that  these  prisoners  from 
Tiree  and  Skye  would  rather  have 
served  twice  their  time  than  be  sup- 
ported by  men  in  this  House,  or  any- 
where else,  who  would  be  parties  to 
being  present  at  a  meeting  at  which  the 
name  of  the  Queen  was  hissed.  And, 
observe,  at  this  meeting  the  object  is  not 
to  allay  excitement,  not  to  induce  a  state 
of  peace.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton),  at  that  meeting,  said  he 
rejoiced  at  what  was  going  on,  because 
ho  believed  that  this  excitement  was 
only  the  beginning  of  a  wave  which, 
he  hoped,  would  spread  over  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  These 
are  the  guides  of  ignorant  people,  and 
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these  are  the  men  throuf^h  whom  it  is 
expected  that  peace  will  be  g^ven  to  the 
districts  in  Scotland  in  which  the  crofters 
reside.  The  hon.  Member  who  addressed 
the  House  last  (Mr.  Watt)  was  present 
and  spoke  at  this  meeting.  Did  any 
dissent  come  from  any  genUeman  as  to 
what  was  said  at  this  meetini^ — a  meet- 
ing at  which,  be  it  observed,  the  effort 
was  to  get  a  mitigation  from  the  Execu- 
tive of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Scotland?  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  should  be  ashamed  to  be- 
long to  any  Executive  that  would  be  a 
party  to  mitigating  any  sentence  where 
those  who  supported  it  did  so  upon  sudi 
grounds ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
the  Tiree  crofters,  for  mitigating  whose 
sentences  we  have  been  sneered  at,  were 
to  be  let  out  only  on  the  grounds  of 
such  petitions  as  these,  they  would  be 
doing  their  term  of  imprisonment  stilL 
Let  me  glance,  for  a  moment,  at  the 
attacks  made  not  only  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  but  on  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Executive ;  and  I  was  told 
to-night,  for  the  first  time  of  my  hold- 
ing of  the  Office— and  I  think  it  will  be 
new  to  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Pre- 
decessor— that  there  is  an  irresponsible 
power  entrusted  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
and  his  assistants.  Now,  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  Scotland  has  for  many  years 
been,  as  a  matter  of  ordinary  routine,  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  I  have 
never  yet  heard  any  attack  of  that  kind 
upon  his  proceedings  in  the  conduct  of 
criminal  business,  or  in  his  assistance  to 
the  general  administration  of  the  country. 
I  have  not  heard  it  to-night ;  but  I  have 
heard  a  statement  made  that  I  possess 
in  my  Office  irresponsible  power.  I  have 
not  yet  heard,  however,  what  it  is  I 
have  done  with  my  power  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  oomplains. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  it.  Of  coarse, 
the  Lord  Advocate  is  an  official  having 
a  certain  and  a  serious  responsibility ; 
and  ho  is  responsible  to  this  House  and 
to  the  country  for  it.  If  there  is  any 
act  of  mine  which  can  be  shown  in  which 
I  have  offended  against  the  principles  of 
justice — by  which  I  do  not  mean  the 
justice  that  Members  of  this  House  ima- 
gine for  themselves,  but  that  justice 
which  necessarily  is  embodied  iu  the 
law  of  the  land,  which  alone  I  have  tfas 
duty  to  administer— I  say  that,  if  any- 
thing can  be  shown  in  which  I  have  in 
any  way  offended  against  the  law  of  the 
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land,  which  it  is  my  sole  duty  to  uphold 
and  maintain,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  it  pointed  out,  and  extremely  sorry 
to  have  offended.  But  this  is  the  first 
time  I  have  ever  heard  it  expressed  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  is  an  irresponsible 
ofiB.cial ;  and  I  should  like  to  know  in 
what  way  is  the  Lord  Advocate  more 
irresponsible  than  any  other  Minister  of 
the  Crown?  He  may  have,  in  some 
respects,  more  difficult  and  more  delicate 
duties  to  perform.  In  some  respects  he 
has  duties  to  do  which  require  the  exer- 
cise of  care  and  attention  such  as  few 
offices  require.  He  is  the  sole  respon- 
sible head  for  all  public  prosecutions  in 
Scotland.  Can  you  have  a  better  proof 
that  the  system  under  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  is  responsible  for  prosecutions 
of  crime  in  Scotland  is  a  system  which 
proves  itself  satisfactory  to  the  sense  of 
the  country  than  that  no  man  in  this 
House  now  living,  however  old,  can  re- 
member one  real  instance  of  private 
prosecution  ?  It  is  open  to  any  citizen 
of  Scotland  to  institute  a  prosecution 
if  the  Public  Prosecutor  will  not  do 
it;  but  no  such  thing  is  known 
in  the  history  of  Scotland  in  modern 
times.  The  Lord  Advocate  has  to  con- 
sider, in  many  cases,  whether  he  will 
prosecute  or  not;  in  many  cases,  how 
far  he  will  carry  prosecution,  and  how 
far  he  will  abstain.  These  necessarily 
are  difficult  duties;  but  they  are  not 
made  easier  by  the  kind  of  things  which 
have  been  said  about  his  office  to-night. 
At  all  events,  they  are  not  made  easier 
by  suggestions  that  he  is  exercising  an 
irresponsible  power,  and  is  doing  his 
work  so  as  to  serve  the  interests  of 
himself  and  of  a  class.  It  has  been  the 
proudest  boast  of  all  connected  with  the 
system  of  working  the  criminal  adminis- 
tration in  Scotland  that  there  justice  has 
been  administered  without  fear,  favour, 
or  affection;  and  nothing  that  has 
occurred  in  this  House  to-nigbt  has  con- 
vinced me  that  my  Predecessors  in  Office 
hare  had  any  ground  to  be  ashamed  of 
the  part  they  have  taken ;  and  nothing 
has  occurred,  I  think,  to  indicate  to  any 
Member  of  this  House  that  I  have  any 
cause  to  be  ashamed.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  also  about  the  military  expedi- 
tions which  have  taken  place  to  different 
parts  in  the  Western  Islands.  Is  it 
astonishing  that  military  expeditions  are 
necessary,  when  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  tell  U9,  as  the  lion.  Member  for 


Eoss  and  Cromarty  (Dr.  R.  McDonald) 
did  to-night — he  said  he  would  be  frank 
about  it,  and  he  was  frank — that  he  had 
advised  people  to  resist  the  operation 
of  the  law  until  they  got  what  he 
calls  justice?  Where  are  he  and  his 
Friends  going  to  get  justice  ?  Is  it  the 
ordinary  mode  of  getting  justice  to 
refuse  to  go  to  the  Courts  of  Law  for 
its  administration?  I  perfectly  under- 
stand that  if  everybody  is  to  settle  for 
himself  what  is  to  be  justice,  perfectly 
conscientiously  and  perfectly  fairly,  with 
the  aid  and  advice  of  gentlemen  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow,  I  perfectly  understand  the 
position.  But  how  long  will  society  go 
on  upon  that  footing  ?  Because,  if  he  is 
entitled  to  his  opinions,  and  his  interpre- 
tation of  what  constitutes  justice,  then, 
equally,  every  rascal  who  possesses  pro- 
perty is  entitled  to  take  his  own  view  of 
what  is  justice;  and  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  abuses  the  landlords  of  Skye 
for  having  declined  to  pay  their  rates 
when  they  could  not  get  their  rents 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  he  had  not 
abused  the  landlords ;  he  had  commented 
upon  their  conduct. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  Well, 
it  was  their  idea  of  justice  that  a  man 
who  got  nothing  out  of  his  property 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
burdens  upon  that  property.  They  were 
entirely  wrong  in  that.  But  if  the  hon. 
Member  thinks  it  was  a  new  thing 
in  the  end  of  1886  to  tell  these  pro- 
prietors that,  he  is  very  much  mistaken ; 
Decause  information  was  given  to  them 
upon  that  matter  a  long  time  before ;  and, 
in  my  opinion,  they  acted  foolishly  and 
wrongly  in  their  resistance.  But  how 
will  that  act  upon  other  people  ?  The 
hon.  Member  says  these  landlords  in 
Skye  endeavoured  to  get  this  military 
expedition  sent  for  the  exaction  of  their 
rents  by  this  refusal  on  their  part  to  pay 
rates.  I  beg  to  tell  the  hon.  Member 
and  this  House  that  when  this  expedi- 
tion was  sent  to  Skye  it  was  upon  the 
express  condition  that  it  should  be 
used  equally  as  regards  all  for  the 
enforcement  of  the  law ;  and  I  beg  also 
to  tell  him  that  it  was  put  in  operation 
in  every  case  in  which  it  was  necessary 
for  the  recovery  of  rates,  and  it  was  put 
in  operation  in  an  extremely  small  num- 
ber of  cases  in  which  the  object  was  to 
get  writs  served  for  the  recovery  of  rents. 
It  is  an  extraordinary  fallacy,  and  one 
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whicli  I  must  here  refer  to,  that  runs 
through  a  great  part  of  the  arguments 
used  on  the  other  side,  to  suppose  that 
these  expeditions  of  force,  both  military 
and  police,  were  sent  to  these  islands 
for  the  purpose  of  exacting  rents.  They 
were  sent  to  these  islands  by  the  Exe- 
cutive for  no  such  purpose.  The  Exe- 
cutive had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  what  the  Civil  Court  is  about 
in  its  operations.  It  has  a  duty,  and 
one  duty  only — to  see  that  the  Civil 
Court  shall  not  be  defied.  These  expe- 
ditions were  sent  because  the  people, 
urged  on  by  Members  of  this  House, 
were  refusing  to  allow  the  Courts  of 
Law  to  exercise  their  jurisdiction. 

Db.  CLAEK  :  Which  Member,  may  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man? 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  An 
hon.  Member  whom  I  do  not  see  in  his 
place ;  but  who  told  us  frankly,  to-night, 
that  he  had  advised  the  people  to  resist. 

Dk.  R.  McDonald  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon. 
I  did  not  refer  to  ordinary  rents;  but 
to  arrears  of  rents  that  the  Crofters, 
Commission  should  be  allowed  to  settle. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  You 
must  pay  these  rents  if  Parliament  has 
decreed  that  they  should  be  paid.  I 
take  it  that  the  interruption  of  the  hon. 
Member  more  plainly  indicates  the  utter 
hopelessness  of  his  case ;  because  is  he 
or  this  House  to  decide  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  Crofters'  Act  as  between 
man  and  man?  Is  this  House  to  be 
turned  into  a  Court  of  Justice?  If  that  is 
to  come  about,  God  forbid  that  any  of 
us  should  be  living.  If  this  House  is  to 
decide  upon  ez  parte  statements  and 
upon  stories  told,  and  is  to  decide  the 
meaning  of  its  own  Acts  of  Parliament, 
it  is  a  thing  never  heard  of  in  any  civi- 
lized country ;  and  the  hon.  Member, 
whose  extreme  anxiety  is  to  bring  his 
friends  to  a  state  of  real  civilization,  is 
teaching  them  deliberately,  though  not 
intentionally,  to  go  against  the  first 
principle  of  civilization,  which  is  that 
the  Courts  of  the  countrj'  have  a  duty  to 
decide  what  the  law  is,  and  that  no  Par- 
liament can  interfere  with  them  in  that 
decision.  Hon.  Members  opposite  are 
very  fond  of  referring  to  the  Constitution 
of  America ;  but  there  is  no  place  in  which 
it  is  more  firmly  and  clearly  laid  down 
that  the  Courts  of  Law  are  to  decide 
what  the  law  is.     If  it  turns  out  to  be  a 
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bad  law  or  badly  made,  this  House  may 
be  asked  to  alter  it ;  but  the  House  will 
not  be  encouraged  to  alter  the  law  by 
hon.  Members  teaching  that  the  way  to 
get  it  altered  is  to  resist  the  operation 
of  the  Civil  Courts.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  also  about  the  system  of  the 
Sheriffs!  Courts ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
told  us  that  it  was  a  bad  system.  It  has 
not  been  found  so  in  Scotland. 

De.  CAMERON :  I  beg  pardon  again. 
What  I  said  was  that  it  was  a  bad  sys- 
tem that  the  Judge  of  the  county  in 
whose  Court  the  cases  were  to  be  tried 
should  act  as  the  arrester,  accuser,  and 
hunter-up  of  evidence. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  That  is 
what  I  said.  The  hon.  Member  said  it 
was  a  bad  system  for  the  country.  Well, 
it  has  not  proved  a  bad  system.  [''  Oh, 
oh!"]  Hon.  Members  may  say '* Oh;" 
but  where  will  they  find  in  the  history 
of  our  country  a  complaint  of  its  being 
a  bad  system  until  now  ?  It  is  all  very 
well  to  complain  of  a  particular  system 
mixed  up  with  an  attack  upon  a  particu- 
lar individual  who  happens  to  be  one  of 
the  officials  of  the  system.  But  where 
will  you  find,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  world,  a  system  that 
works  better  than  our  system  of  criminal 
investigation  ?  The  investigator  in  all 
these  cases — and  the  hon.  Member  knows 
it — has  nothing  to  do  as  to  deciding 
the  where  or  how  they  are  to  be  tried. 
The  hon.  Member  knows  as  well  as  I  do, 
that  in  every  case  of  criminal  investiga- 
tion which  comes  before  the  Sheriff,  he 
does  not  decide  how  the  case  is  to  be 
tried,  or  the  Court  in  which  it  is  to  be 
tried.  Every  case,  as  the  hon.  Member 
well  knows,  after  the  investigations 
have  been  made,  is  sent  to  the  Crown 
Office  in  Edinburgh,  and  I  and  my  Col- 
leagues there  take  the  responsibility  of 
deciding  in  what  Court  the  case  is  to  be 
tried.  In  so  far  as  the  investigations 
are  concerned,  the  Sheriff  is  simply  and 
solely  an  administrative  official.  He 
is  simply  making  investigations  to  dis- 
cover what  witnesses  shall  say  on  the 
subject  in  order  to  report.  Is  Ihero 
anything  bad  in  that  system  ?  Can  the 
hon.  Member  point  to  anything  in  the 
administration  of  justice  which  has 
occurred  in  Skye  or  Tiree,  during  the 
time  that  these  cases  have  been  happen- 
ing, which  shows  that  the  system  is  a 
bad  one  ?  I  know  of  none ;  and  when  I 
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am  accused  of  having  an  irresponsible 
power  entrusted  to  me  and  mv  assistants, 
it  is  extremely  stranp^e  that  no  com- 
plaint on  that  matter  has  ever  reached 
me  from  any  hon.  Member  before  it 
reached  me  in  this  House.  But  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  from  begin- 
ning to  end  are  the  best  refutation  of 
what  he  said.  They  are  all  based  upon 
small  points  got  from  reports  in  news- 
papers, and  from  excited  gentlemen  like 
the  Bev.  Mr.  Cruicksbank  at  the  meet- 
ing that  has  been  referred  to,  and  who 
used  very  strong  and  very  unjustifiable 
language— language  that  can  never  do 
any  good  in  the  administration  of  this 
or  any  other  country.  Then  hon.  Mem- 
bers sit  by  at  meetings  in  the  Highlands 
where  gentlemen  get  up  and  say  that  if 
a  certain  Sheriff  had  done  a  particular 
thing  to  them,  as  he  had  done  to  some- 
body ^Ise,  they  would  have  sent  him 
down  reeking  hot  to  hell.  Expressions 
of  tha^  kind  arc  received  with  loud 
applause,  and  no  single  Member  of  Par- 
liament gets  up  to  make  a  protest  against 
it. 

Db.  OLABK:  May  I  a^k  at  what 
meeting  was  that  said  ? 

MB.J.H.A.MACDONALD:  I  think 
it  was  at  Bonar  Bridge. 

Db.  CLARK:  May  I  inform  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
I  was  in  the  chair  at  the  meeting,  and 
deny  that  at  the  whole  of  the  conference 
at  £onar  Bndge  any  euch  statement,  or 
anything  approaching  it,  was  used  by 
any  speaker  there.  I  say  that  the  in- 
sinuation is  perfectly  untrue  so  far  as 
the  Bonar  Bridge  convention  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mb.  J.  H.  a.  MAODONALD:  I  am 
extremely  glad  to  hear  it.  It  is  only  a 
strong  indication  of  how  foolish  it  is  of 
hon.  Members  like  myself  and  others 
believing  all  that  we  see  in  the  news- 
papers. I  was  not  aware  that  my  hon. 
Fnend  was  at  the  meeting,  else  I  should 
not  have  quoted  that  expression  with- 
out asking  him  beforehand  if  it  was 
made.  But  there  was  a  meeting  held  at 
Bonar  Bridge,  and  pretty  strong  things 
were  said  there  against  tho  administra- 
tion of  justice ;  and  I  presume  the  chair- 
man of  the  meeting  will  not  be  inclined 
to  demur,  when  I  venture  to  tell  that 
chairman  and  the  oth^r  members  who 
spoke  thus  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice that  that  is  not  the  way  to  get  any- 
thing which  is  wrong  in  the  administra- 


tion of  justice  put  right,  and  it  is  not  the 
way  to  increase  the  respect  of  those,  who 
know  the  administration  of  justice  in 
this  country  a  good  deal  more  than  they 
do,  for  the  opinions  that  they  hold.  Upon 
all  this  stuff  we  are  asked  to  grant 
another  Government  inquiry,  I  suppose 
by  Royal  Commission.  We  all  know 
perfectly  well  that  if  I,  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Government,  were  to  stand 
here  and  say  that  we  were  about  to  issue 
,a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  these 
matters  it  would  be  received  with  loud 
laughter.  When  we  were  last  in  Office 
there  was  nothing  that  was  more  consis- 
tently thrown  in  our  teeth  than  that  we 
were  a  Government  of  Royal  Commis- 
sions. But  what  would  this  Commission 
of  Inquiry  have  to  do  ?  Is  it  to  inquire 
whether  the  statements  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ross-shire,  and  whe- 
ther the  statement  made  about  the 
administration  of  justice  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow,  along  with  his  friend,  Mr. 
Cruickshank,  were  correct  ?  If  that  is 
the  object  of  the  investigation,  then  the 
investigation  is  not  in  the  least  degree 
called  for,  because  the  Government  know 
already  that  these  statements  are  not 
facts.  There  can  be  no  use  of  an 
inquiry,  unless  it  is  to  be  followed  by 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
There  can  be  no  use  for  inquiry  in  the 
case  of  gentlemen  who  know  all  about 
it  already.  There  can  be  no  conceivable 
use  for  an  inquiry,  if  it  is  based  on  the 
idea  that  the  Government  are  to  inter- 
fere with  the  operation  of  the  Law  Courts 
of  the  country.  Something  has  been 
said  to-night  about  the  proceedings  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  about 
his  using  pressure  upon  the  landlords 
not  to  be  hard  upon  the  tenants,  and 
we  were  asked  why  we  did  not  take  the 
same  course.  I  do  not  think  the  way 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  been 
treated  in  the  House  this  Session  can  be 
any  encouragement  to  us  to  take  a 
similar  course.  There  is  no  question 
about  it.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the 
Executive — there  is  no  obligation  upon 
them — to  be  making  inquiries  into  the 
details  of  particular  cases.  If  details  of 
particular  cases  come  to  their  knowledge 
m  which  they  can  convey  these  details 
to  the  landlord,  and  endeavour  to  get 
him  to  exercise  kindness  to  his  tenants, 
they  may  do  so  if  they  like.  But  when 
a  question  comes  up  whether  a  land- 
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lord  or  a  tenant,  or  anybody  else,  has 
gone  to  a  Court  of  the  country  and  got 
a  summons,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
the  matter  into  Court  to  be  discussed 
there,  this  OoTemment.  and  no  respon- 
sible Government,  could  ever  dream  of 
taking  steps  by  their  own  action  to  in- 
terfere with  that  proceeding  ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  would  know  it  to  be  their 
absolute  duty,  by  all  the  powers  at  their 
command,  to  prevent  the  summons  of 
that  local  Court  from  being  refused  in 
service  by  the  party  to  whom  it  is 
presented.  Further,  hon.  Members  want 
an  inquiry  into  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Scotland.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
The  Highlands.  ]  Well,  the  Highlands. 
The  Gk>vemment  are  not  going  to  accede 
to  that  request.  The  Gbvemment  them- 
selves are  not  only  aware  of  the  facts 
in  regard  to  the  state  of  the  country  ; 
but  they  are  also  aware  of  the  facts  as 
to  the  administration  of  justice.  And 
there  is  no  need  for  any  inquiry ; 
because  the  €K>vemment  have  already 
satisfied  themselves  that  they  have  no 
action  to  take  beyond  what  they  have 
taken  already.  But  this  I  want  hon. 
Members  to  understand — that  it  is  in 
vain  to  appeal  to  us  by  saying,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
said — *'  You  spend  a  large  sum  of 
public  money  and  get  very  small  return 
for  it."  In  the  first  place,  I  say  that 
does  not  apply  to  the  case  of  the  ex- 
pedition to  Skye,  because  I  fancy  the 
rates  which  were  in  arrear  at  the  time 
that  expedition  entered  the  county  were 
£3,130  15r,  of  which  there  only  re- 
mained due  when  the  expedition  lelt  the 
island  £60  15«.,  and  the  proportion  in 
which  these  sums  were  due  was  £1,769 
due  by  the  landlords,  and  £1,365  ]5«. 
due  by  the  tenants.  [Dr.  Clauk  :  The 
crofters.]  Well,  the  crofters.  The  law 
lays  down  that  the  crofter  is  just  a 
tenant.  But  they  were  not  all  crofters 
that  were  in  arrear.  That  is  the  result 
of  the  expedition  as  regards  rates.  The 
result  of  the  expedition  as  regards  rents 
was  that  only  in  a  small  proportion 
did  the  landlords  take  advantage  of  the 
expedition  being  there  to  proceed  in  the 
service  of  summonses  for  rents ;  and  in 
almost  all  cases  they  have  succeeded  in 
making  a  settlement  with  their  crofters, 
some  of  the  settlements  being  fi-nal,  and 
soma  of  them  being  dependent  upon  the 
lesults  of  the  Crofters'  Commission. 
That  expedition — I  do  not  care  what  it 
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cost — established  this — which  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  expedition  in 
the  previous  Government  established 
also^that  we  have  not  yet  got  a  respon- 
sible Qovemment  in  this  country  that 
will  hesitate  to  give  all  the  power  of  the 
law,  at  whatever  expense  it  may  be,  to 
prevent  the  diligence  of  the  Courts  of 
Justice  being  defeated  by  lawless  people. 
And  we  were  certain — ^and  I  think  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  agree 
with  me— that  neither  of  these  expedi- 
tions would  ever  have  been  necessary*  it 
it  had  not  been  that  ignorant  and  ill- 
informed  people,  egged  on  by  others, 
took  courses  which  could  only  lead  to 
establishing  anarchy,  and  which  could 
never  lead  to  securing  any  satisfactory 
results  to  themselves  or  to  others. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  said,  he  was 
much  disappointed  at  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate,  who  had  not  touched 
upon  one*  third  of  the  case  presented  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Col- 
lege Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
but  replied  instead  to  newspaper  re- 
ports made  outside.  Although  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  refused 
them  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  the  pro- 
bability was  that  he  might  yet  be  glad 
to  consent  to  grant  one.  He  (Dr.  Clark) 
might  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Predecessor  refused  an  inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  things  in  the  Highlands ; 
but  six  months  afterwards  he  was  glad 
to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire, 
and  that  Commission  substantiated  every 
assertion  that  was  made  by  those  who 
took  the  crofters'  side.  Then  facts  were 
denied ;  inquiry  was  refused ;  and  then, 
when  lawless  acts  occurred,  they  were 
glad  to  grant  an  inquiry ;  and  then  the 
jury  of  landlords  admitted  that  all  their 
facts  were  true.  Now,  in  the  Beport  of 
that  Commission— which  was  only  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the  Land  Law 
— there  was  a  special  paragraph  regard- 
ing the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Highlands ;  and  amendments  were  sug- 
gested in  the  mode  of  administering 
justice  in  the  Highlands.  That  Boyal 
Commission  not  only  took  np  the  ques- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  crofters  and 
the  laws  affecting  the  tenure  of  land, 
but  they  put  a  special  paragraph  in  their 
Beport  regarding  the  reforms  wanted  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Soot- 
land.  It  was,  therefore,  quite  plain  that 
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they  were  not  now  raisiDg  the  question 
for  the  first  time.  He  thouf^ht  that  in 
Scotland  the  powers  given  to  Public  Pro- 
secutors and  Crown  officials  were  greater 
than  they  ought  to  possess.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  scarcely 
alluded  to  the  case  of  Skye,  which  was 
the  most  important  one  brought  forward 
by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  paid 
more  attention  to  the  case  of  Tiree,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  was  one  that  would 
tell  against  them.  In  regard  to  Tiree, 
he  (Dr.  Clark)  would  frankly  admit  that 
the  men  broke  the  law,  though  they  did 
80  under 'g^eat  provocation ;  out  still  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  fairly  represent  the  condition  of 
things  in  that  island.  During  the  last 
40  years  there  had  been  a  great  many 
evictions. 

Thb  8ECEETART  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) 
inquired  whether  the  hon.  Member 
meant  evictions  for  the  non-payment  of 
rent? 

Db.  CLAEK  replied  that  he  did. 
There  had  been  cruel  evictions  of  the 
worst  possible  kind ;  and  on  that  point 
he  would  refer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission,  whore  he  would  find 
that  during  the  time  the  present  noble 
Duke  had  held  the  islands  evictions  of 
the  most  cruel  character — unequalled 
even  in  Ireland  —  had  occurred.  A 
branch  of  the  Land  Law  Heform  Asso- 
ciation was  established  in  Tiree,  and 
was  presided  oyer  by  a  local  agitator. 
When  a  farm  became  vacant,  as  the 
district  was  so  congested,  the  crofters 
wished  that  that  farm  should  be  ob- 
tained for  enlargement  of  their  hold- 
ings; and,  acting  under  their  leader's 
advice,  they  agreed  that  no  individual 
should  personally  make  a  tender  for  the 
farm,  but  that  the  Duke  should  be  asked 
to  give  it  for  the  good  of  the  entire 
crofting  community.  Their  leader,  know- 
ing that  no  personal  application  would 
be  made  by  the  crofters,  made  a  per- 
sonal application  to  the  Duke  for  the 
farm ;  and  in  spite  of  tho  fact  that  he 
and  his  brother  had  three  farms  already, 
he  got  this  new  one,  although  the  croft- 
ing population  were  starving  owing  to 
the  congestion,  and  their  children  grow- 
ing up  under  conditions  which  led  to 
disease  and  premature  death.  When 
the  people  found  they  had  been  betrayed 


by  the  man  who  suited  as  their  leader 
they  felt  indignant,  and  endeavoured  to 
prevent  him  getting  into  the  farm.  They 
took  illegal  action,  the  result  being  that 
the  Commission  was  sent,  and  two  men 
were  committed  to  prison.  Mr.  Angus 
Campbell  certainly  stated  at  Glasgow 
that  some  of  the  witnesses  were  pri- 
vately informed  that  they  would  be 
made  defendants.  He  said  the  prose- 
cutor told  him  so,  and  this  was  one  of 
the  allegations  which  they  desired  to 
have  investigated.  It  was  not  at  all  to 
the  credit  of  the  Duke  that  he  aided  and 
abetted  that  man  in  getting  this  addi« 
tional  farm,  considering  the  condition 
in  which  the  crofting  population  was 
situated.  The  result  of  the  illegal  action 
on  the  part  of  the  people  was  the  expe- 
dition to  the  island ;  and  the  imprison- 
ment of  two  men  because  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  local  leaders  and  aiders  and 
abettors.  There  was  no  doubt  that  in 
the  Highlands  there  was  a  feeling  that 
they  were  not  always  fairly  treated  by  the 
Lowlanders,  who  did  not  like  the  High- 
landers, as  occasionally  they  became  com- 
petitorsin  the  labour  market  and  accepted 
smaller  wages.  That  feeling  existed, 
whether  there  was  any  justification  for 
it  or  not.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  had  ig- 
nored the  case  as  regarded  Skye.  He  (Dr. 
(?lark)  contended  that  the  expedition 
whicli  was  sent  to  Skye  caused  all  the 
trouble,  and  that  the  Parochial  Boards 
should  have  put  their  ordinary  powers  in 
force.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  wise  he  would  have 
requested  the  Crofter  Commission  to  go 
to  Skye.  The  high-handed  proceedings 
of  Sheriff  Ivory,  he  thought,  resembled 
those  of  a  Turkish  Pasha  in  Macedonia, 
who  vented  his  personal  spite  and  used 
his  power  for  personal  purposes.  There 
were  some  men  in  Skye  whom  Sherilf 
Ivory  did  not  like.  In  particular,  he 
would  refer  to  the  case  ot  a  minister  of 
the  Established  Church,  the  Rev.  Mr. 
M'Callum,  who,  although  a  State-paid 
parson,  was  a  leader  of  the  people.  On 
various  occasions  that  gentleman  had 
come  into  collision  with  the  Sheriff,  who 
sent  him  to  prison  on  some  pretence. 
They  wanted  to  know  what  the  pretence 
was,  for  the  Lord  Advocate  had  refused 
to  give  them  that  information.  Then, 
his  friend,  Mr.  John  Macpherson,  was 
also  a  local  leader.  On  different  occa- 
sions the  Sheriff  had  expressed  his  desire 
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to  get  him  into  his  power.  He  did  so, 
and  kept  him  in  prison  from  one  Saturday 
night  until  another.  John  Macpherson 
was  taken  in  a  gunboat  to  Portree.  He 
was  not  allowed  to  communicate  with 
any  of  his  friends,  and  on  Saturday 
night  ho  was  turned  away  to  walk 
home,  a  distance  of  34  miles.  Mr. 
Macpherson  had  never  been  tried,  and 
never  would  be  tried ;  and  what  he  (Dr. 
Clark)  begged  and  prayed  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
was  that  these  men  should  be  tried. 
He  and  his  Colleagues  all  declared  that 
they  had  no  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  the  Highlands. 
Every  Crofter  Member  except  one  would 
make  that  statement.  When  they  had 
persons  administering  the  law  who  were 
servants  of  the  landlords  and  the  Crown, 
and  who  had  been  defeated  politically, 
he  thought  there  was  a  right  to  claim 
an  inquiry.  He  asked  the  rigbt  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it  was 
legal  to  poind  babies  in  Scotland?  If  a 
man  came  to  his  bouse,  assaulted  his 
wife,  and  poinded  his  baby,  he  would 
give  him  something  more  than  law — he 
would  knock  him  down  at  his  feet. 
Blaming  the  Government  for  refusing 
an  inquiry,  he  would  warn  them  that 
they  were  simply  playing  into  the  hands 
of  a  small  dynamite  faction  which  ex- 
isted in  the  Highlands.  [''Name!"] 
They  were  not  crofters.  This  small 
dynamite  section  in  the  Highlands  ad- 
vocated the  destruction  of  grouse  as  a 
protest  against  the  illegal  official  outrages 
that  had  been  committed  by  Sheriffs  and 
Sheriffs*  officers.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  this  question 
more  seriously  than  it  had  hitherto 
done.  He  (Dr.  Clark)  tried  some  time 
ago  to  show  that  in  the  Highlands  there 
was  a  dangerous  class  of  people;  but 
the  Government  took  no  action,  and,  in- 
deed, turned  round  and  tried  to  throw 
the  blame  upon  himself  and  his  friends. 
Up  to  the  present  time  he  and  his  friends 
had  been  able  to  prevent  any  outrages 
in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland.  All  those 
which  had  been  committed  had  come 
from  the  landlords  and  their  agents.  It 
might,  however,  be  that  a  change  would 
take  place,  and  that  this  agitation  would 
be  stained  by  crime ;  and  if  it  was  the 
responsibility  would  rest  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  refusing  this 
reasonable  inquiry.  The  result  of  send- 
ing crofters  to  prison  was  to  make  them 


good  land  agitators.  As  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate had  been  thrown  over  by  the 
Government  before,  he  hoped  he  would 
be  thrown  over  again  now,  and  that  in 
the  interests  of  justice  the  inquiry  de- 
manded should  be  granted. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  must,  so  far  as 
its  terms  went,  be  regarded  as  referring 
to  the  general  question  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Skye  and  the 
Highlands,  and  he  (Mr.  Haldane) 
would,  therefore,  vote  for  it;  but  if  it 
were  to  be  interpreted  as  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure upon  the  present  or  the  late  €h>- 
vernments  he  should  decline  to  support 
it.  It  had  been  urged  that,  where  the 
local  authority  had  failed  to  do  its  duty 
as  a  local  Executive,  the  general  Execu- 
tive of  the  country  ought  not  to  interfere. 
In  his  view,  that  failure,  whatever  it 
amounted  to,  could  afford  no  such 
reason.  The  duty  of  the  Executive  waa 
to  enforce  the  law  as  declared  by  Par- 
liament, whatever  that  law  might  be. 
The  Executive  had  no  discretion  in  the 
matter.  He  dissented  from  the  ap- 
parent opinion  to  the  contrary,  when  it 
was  advanced  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  in  so  far  as  it  wan 
put  forward  by  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary; and  he  dissented  from  it  moat 
emphatically  when  it  was  put  forward 
as  an  opinion  maintained  and  upheld 
with  regard  to  recent  events  in  Skye. 
The  second  point  that  appeared  to  lum 
to  be  plain  was  that  it  was  impossible, 
at  the  date  at  which  the  recent  expe- 
dition was  sent  to  Skye,  to  enforce  the 
law  by  the  ordinary  means.  If  it  were 
necessary  to  bring  testimony  in  aid  of 
this,  he  could  call  in  the  testimony  of  no 
less  distinguished  a  person  than  John 
Macpherson,  of  Glendale,  who  had  ad- 
mitted, during  the  expedition,  that,  but 
for  the  military,  nothing  belonging  to 
the  crofters  would  have  been  carried  off. 
In  that  state  of  affairs,  it  appeared  to  him 
beyond  all  doubt  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  take  active  steps  to 
have  the  law  put  in  force,  though  those 
steps  might,  in  ordinary  ctrcumstances, 
have  been  deemed  unreasonable ;  and  it 
further  appeared  to  him,  as  established 
by  the  facts,  that  the  expedition  was 
not  an  unreasonable  one.  Yet  it  ap- 
peared to  be  put  forward,  as  a  charge 
against  the  jucUdal  functionaries  of  Ifas 
island,  that  they  ought  to  have  put  off 
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the  execution  of  decreesuntilthe  Oroftera' 
Act,   which  was  about  to    come    into 
operation,  should  have  done  so.    That 
was  a  proposition  from  which  he  wholly 
and  entirely  dissented.    The  local  judi- 
cature had  no  discretion  in  the  matter. 
He  thought  it  was  a  grave  slip  in  the 
Crofters'   Act  that  it  was  not  framed 
in    such  a   fashion   as  to    be  put    in 
operation   to    defeat    the    exaction   of 
the  last  pound  of  flesh  on  the  part  of 
some  of  the  landlords  of   Skye.      As 
he  had  stated  at  the  outset,  he  would 
vote  against  the  Amendment  if  it  were 
a  Vote  of  Censure.     He  thought  that 
neither  the  late  Government  or  the  pre- 
sent one  was  deserving  of  ceosure.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  only  took  steps 
to  enforce  the  law,  steps  which  might  be 
clumsy  and  unreasonable  in  ordinary 
circumstances,  and  the  nature  of  which 
might  have  been,  and  probably  was,  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  law,  as  it  existed  in 
Skye,   did  not  sufficiently  provide  for 
the  enforcement  of  decrees ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  they  were  steps  which  were  neces- 
sary to  be  taken,  and  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Executive  to  take.    So  far 
as  he  could  judge,  the  foolish  proceed- 
ing of  issuing  medals  was  not  the  only 
foolish  act  done  by  Sheriff  Ivoiy  in 
the  course    of  his  career  there  ;    but 
he  believed    him    to  be    a  man  who 
honestly  strove  to  do  his  duty ;  and  he 
did  not  think  those  were  times  in  which 
they  should  be  ready  lightly  to  cast 
Votes  of  Censure  on  the  Executive  and 
judicial  officers  of  the  Government  who 
were  only  trying  to  carry  out  the  func- 
tions committed  to  them  by  law.    The 
state  of  the  crofters  was,  no  doubt,  an 
unenviable  one.      The  conditions  of  life 
had  greatly  altered  for  them.      Thev 
belonged  to  a  race  the  time  for  which 
had  long   passed  ;    and   it    was    only 
natural  that  they  should  feel  discon- 
tented when  they  looked  around  and 
saw   the    more   favourable    conditions 
under  which  other  classes  were  living. 
The  Crofters'  Act  doubtless  had  done 
some  good,  but  it  had  not  met  all  the 
exigencies    of  the    case;    and,    conse- 
quently, there  were  still  a  large  number 
of  crofters  living  in  a  state  which  sorely 
needed  amelioration.    The  question  be- 
fore the  House  was  not  that  of  a  Vote  of 
Censure ;  but  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  such  that  they  might  be  in- 
terpreted   to  mean    that    the    general 
system  of  the  administration  of  justice 
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in  the  Highlands,  and  in  Skye  in  par- 
ticular, was  not  satisfactory.  He  did 
not  think  it  could  be  contended  by  any- 
one that  it  was  satisfactory ;  and  he  was 
faUy  persuaded  that  there  was  room  for 
inquiry  as  to  whether  amendment  might 
not  be  made.  It  seemed  to  him,  for  in- 
stance, that  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
functions  of  a  Judge  should  be  united 
in  the  same  individual  with  other  duties , 
and  an  alteration  should  certainly  be 
made  in  that  respect.  It  was  because 
he  believed  the  existing  state  of  things, 
not  merely  in  Skye,  but  throughout  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  Highlands, 
was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  that  he 
was  prepared  to  support  the  Amend - 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron). 

Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
&c.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  take  part 
in  this  debate  because  I  believe  the  issue 
is  a  very  serious  one.  Certainly,  I  do 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  any 
attack  upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald),  or  upon  any  judicial 
officer  in  Scotland ;  but  merely  to  invite 
an  inquiry  into  the  matters  which  have 
been  raised,  and  which  have  not  as  yet 
been  answered.  I  must  congratulate  the 
Lord  Advocate  upon  the  great  ability 
and  humour  of  his  speech.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech 
was  admirable  from  several  points  of 
view;  but  it  was  specially  admirable 
for  this—that  in  it  he  answered  and  de- 
fended points  which  were  not  attacked. 
The  speech  which  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  set  out  to 
answer  was  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  in  which 
charges  were  made  certainly  deserving 
an  answer ;  but  the  Lord  Advocate  de- 
voted a  great  part  of  his  speech  to  an- 
swering the  case  with  respect  to  Tiree, 
which  is  but  of  secondary  importance, 
though  I  admit  it  had  been  referred  to 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He  did  not 
answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Dr.  Cameron)  as  to  how  much  was  due 
by  the  crofters.  Was  it  because  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  think  the  point  is  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  make  inquiry  respecting  it, 
or  was  it  because,  having  inquired  into 
the  facts,  he  found  they  wilt  not  bear 
the  light  ?  How  is  it  that  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  we  do  not  know  how  much 
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was  due  from  the  oroften  when  this  mili* 
tary  expedition  waa  sent  ? 

The  secretary  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub]  (Manchester,  £.) : 
There  is  no  means  of  ascertaining  how 
much  was  owing  by  the  crofters. 

Mb.  8HIRE8S  WILL :  Surely  there 
is  such  a  thing  as  a  rate  book,  from 
which  the  information  can  be  got.  With 
the  greatest  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  I  assert 
he  is  wrong  in  sayine  there  is  no  means 
of  finding  what  was  due  by  the  crofters. 
Having  been  appealed  to  to  say  how 
much  was  due,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  has  given 
figures.  He  says  that  £1,769  was  due 
by  landlords,  and  £1,369  by  **  tenants ; " 
and  so  he  mixes  up,  or  rather  his  sub- 
ordinates who  get  information  for  him 
mix  up,  the  amount  which  is  due  by  ten- 
ants 01  large  holdings  with  the  amount 
due  by  the  crofters.  Now,  there  is  a 
practice  in  America  which  is  known  as 
jerrymandering.  I  bt  lieve  it  was  prac- 
tised in  France  during  the  last  Empire ; 
and  what  has  been  done  in  this  case — 
namely,  the  mixing  up  in  the  figures  the 
large  tenants  with  the  crofters,  by 
which  it  appears  that  a  large  sum  was 
due — is  really  a  jerrymandering  resorted 
to  in  order  to  justify  the  expedition. 
But  what  did  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Lora  Advocate  himself 
say  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  expedi- 
tion ?  He  said  the  expedition  had  been 
sent  because  the  crofters  had  been  in- 
duced to  withhold  the  payment  of  their 
rates  by  the  advice  given  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  I  put  it  to  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Oentleman  whether 
the  landlords  were  not  owing  the  larger 
sum  ?  Was  it  any  Member  of  this  House 
who  dissuaded  the  landlords  from  pay- 
ing their  rates  ?  One  thing  we  wanted 
to  know  from  the  Lord  Advocate  in  an- 
swer to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Oentleman 
(Dr.  Cameron)  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  this  —  How  came  this  expe- 
dition to  be  sent ;  who  authorized  it  and 
was  responsible  for  it ;  and  upon  what 
facts  did  it  proceed?  Surely  the  authority 
who  ordered  the  expedition  must  have 
been  satisfied  that  the  crofters  had  been 
withholding  the  payment  of  their  rates. 
Surely  that  authority  must  have  been 
satisfied  as  to  the  amount  due  before 
they  sent  the  expedition.  Now,  Sir,  the 
expedition  was  sent ;  but  just  before  it 
arrived  the  landlords  undoubtedly  paid 
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their  part.  Who  was  the  authority  to 
decide  whether  or  not  the  expedition 
which  was  justifiably  sent  in  the  firU 
instance  was  any  longer  justified  after 
the  landlords  bad  paid  the  larger  amount 
of  that  which  waa  due  ?  According  to 
the  figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Olasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  the  amount  then  due  by  the 
crofters  was  only  some  £600  at  the  out- 
side. Did  no  one  exercise  his  judgment 
as  to  whether  the  expedition  should  be 
further  continued  upon  that  state  of 
facts  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  takes  credit 
for  the  fact  that  only  £60  of  the  whole 
amount  which  was  due  remains  unpaid. 
But  how  was  recovery  obtained  from 
the  crofters?  Why,  by  taking  the 
poultry  of  some,  by  taking  the  peat 
stacks  of  others — ^in  fact,  by  depriring 
these' people,  who  were  in  the  direst 
poverty,  ox  the  last  sticks  they  had  by 
them.  The  money  was  paid,  but  under 
circumstances  which  I  do  respectfully 
think  require  some  inquiry.  But  how 
was  it  that  this  authority,  after  sending 
forth  this  military  expedition,  did  not 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  this 
fact,  that  of  the  amount  that  appeared 
upon  the  rate  books  to  be  due  a  large 
portion  was  really  not  due,  at  all  events 
could  not  be  recovered,  beoause  some 
of  the  people  were  dead,  others  were 
receiring  parochial  relief,  and  some  were 
abroad^-one  man  had  been  abroad 
three  years  ?  How  was  it  that  no  one 
inquired  into  these  things,  and  that  the 
rate  book  or  the  statement  of  some  per* 
son  was  accepted  as  final  and  sufficient 
authority  upon  this  matter?  But  the 
matter  does  not  rest  there.  If  the  expe- 
dition were  leffal  in  its  origin,  how  did  it 
Sroceod  ?  What  were  the  warrants  of 
istress  that  were  sent  to  be  served 
upon  the  people  ?  Let  me  remind  the 
House  of  what  takes  place  in  England. 
Li  England,  if  people  are  in  arrear  with 
their  poor  rates  a  large  number  are 
gathered  together  and  put  in  one  war- 
rant of  distress.  A  complaint  is  then 
made  embracing  10,  20,  50,  or  100 
people  or  more ;  and  then  under  the  13 
Mir^,  passed  in  1849,  a  particular  sum- 
mons is  issued  to  each  perMW  calling 
upon  him  to  show  cause  why  a  warrant 
of  distress  should  not  issue  against  him, 
and  he  had  thus  an  opportonitv  of  being 
heard.  If  such  a  ooune  Lad  been 
followed  in  this  case  there  would  have 
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been  no  warrant  sent  against  persons 
who  were  dead,  against  persons  who 
had  paid,  against  those  who  had  counter 
claims  for  work  done  for  the  Parochial 
Board,  although  I  admit  in  form  there 
is  no  legal  set-off  in  that  matter.  If 
that  is  not  the  law  of  Scotland  probably 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  explain  ;  but 
certainly  that  is  the  law  of  Engfland. 
Well,  then,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  makes  an 
attack  upon  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Boss  (Dr.  McDonald),  which  I 
cannot  allow  to  pass  unnoticed.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boss  had  declared 
that  he  had  advised  some  persons  not  to 
pay  rent  under  certain  circumstances. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  totally  mistaken  in  supposine 
that  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  McDonald) 
had  advised  tenants  generally  not  to  pay 
rent.  [The  Lord  Advocate  dissented.  J 
I  am  quite  ready  to  accept  the  disclaimer 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman; 
but  he  will  allow  me  to  repeat — in  case 
it  should  be  misunderstood  by  others — 
what  I  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  Boss  (Dr.  McDonald)  to  assert,  and 
the  only  thing  I  understood  him  to 
assert,  was  this  —  that  the  Orofters' 
Commission  being  charged  with  the 
power  of  examining  into  the  arrears  of 
rent,  and  of  saying  whether  they  should 
be  paid  in  whole,  or  in  part,  or  at  all, 
the  landlords — in  anticipation  of  their 
coming,  which  would  be  in  a  very  few 
weeks — brought  actions  in  the  Sheriff's 
Court  to  recover  the  arrears,  and  took 
steps  to  enforce  the  decrees.  The  Crof- 
ters' Commission  had  authority  to  deal 
with  the  payment  of  the  money,  and  it 
was  pendioe  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
missioners that  my  hon.  Friend,  recom- 
mended the  withholding  of  payment. 
And  now  I  should  like  to  say  one  word 
with  reference  to  what  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate said  as  to  the  change  of  venue.  It 
is  perfecdy  true  that  the  Court  of  Justi- 
ciary is  the  highest  Criminal  Court  in 
Scotland,  and  that  the  best  lawyers  and 
the  best  legal  practitioners  are  to  be 
found  there.  But,  Sir,  what  was  this 
crime  ?  What  was  its  magnitude  ?  Not 
a  blow  struck,  not  a  stone  thrown,  not  a 
stick  applied  to  the  head  or  body  of  any 
human  being,  simply  the  assembling  of 
a  few  women  and  other  people,  due  to 
the  excitement  of  the  tune,  provoked 
very  largely  by  the  presence  of  the  mili- 


tary. In  one  case  the  offence  was  held 
to  be  deforcement;  in  another  it  was 
held  not  to  be  deforcement.  But,  while 
I  do  not  dispute  the  righteousness  of 
the  verdict  as  to  deforcement,  what  was 
it  after  all  ?  It  was  a  crime  which  could 
well  have  been  tried  by  the  Judges  who 
presided  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  in  Soot- 
land.  What  is  said  is  this — and  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
answered  it — that  instead  of  taking  these 
people  up  to  £dinburfi;h,  where  their 
witnesses  could  not  follow  them  on  ac- 
count of  the  expense,  they  might  have 
tried  the  prisoners  in  one  or  other  of  two 
places— at  Portree  in  the  Island  of  Skje, 
or  at  Inverness.  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  a  fair  trial  would  not  have  been 
had  in  Inverness?  Does  he  mean  to 
say  that  a  iuiy  in  Inverness 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  :  What  I  meant  was 
that  no  Court  could  be  held  there  until 
the  month  of  April. 

Mr,  SHIBESS  WILL :  If  I  be  wrong 
I  should  be  glad  to  be  corrected.  What 
I  assert  is  that  these  prisoners  might 
have  been  tried  in  one  of  two  places  out 
of  Edinburgh — they  might  have  been 
tried  in  Portree  with  or  without  a  jury ; 
they  might  have  been  tried  in  Inverness 
with  or  without  a  jury,  by  the  Sheriff 
or  by  his  substitute.  Very  well,  then ; 
here  we  have  the  fact  that  this  learned 
Sheriff,  against  whom  I  say  nothing — I 
am  not  gomgto  condemn  a  judicial  of&cer 
until  the  facts  are  inquired  into ;  all  I  do 
is  to  join  my  hon.  Friends  in  asking  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  —here 
we  have  the  fact  that  either  this  Sheriff 
might  have  tried  the  prisoners  with  or 
without  a  jurj — if  he  had  any  hesita- 
tion he  could  readily  have  had  a  jury — 
or  he  might  have  obtained  the  services 
of  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  who  is  always 
a  gentleman  of  judicial  experience  and 
legal  training.  Instead  of  that,  the 
prisoners  are  taken  to  Edinburgh,  and 
our  case  is  that  these  people  were  so 
poor  that  their  sticks  were  taken  and 
their  peat  stacks  were  sold  in  order  to 
meet  the  payment  of  the  rates,  and  that 
they  were  totally  unable  to  take  any 
witnesses  to  Edinburgh.  Unless  I  am 
misinformed,  no  witnesses  were  taken  up 
from  Skye,  and  the  suggestion  is  that 
the  change  of  venue  to  ^inbnrgh  was  a 
haiBh  proceeding.  I  am  quite  oertain 
of  this — that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Oentleman    the  Lord  Advocate  would 
not  intentionally  do  anything  that  was 
harsh  or  unkind,  and  I  make   no   at- 
tack upon  him  personally.    Now,  the 
Lord  Advocate  addressed  to  my  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  a  great  many  ob- 
servations with  regard  to  the  Scotch  law ; 
and  perhaps  I  may,  in  a  few  words,  tell 
the  House  what  my  reading  of  the  law 
in  Scotland  upon  this  important  point  is. 
In  England,  if  a  man  is  suspected  of  any 
offence,  he  is  served  with  a  summons — 
by  that  summons  he  is  taken  before  a 
magistrate  and  the  case  is  inquired  into. 
The  accused  may  be  let  out  on  bail,  and 
ho  has  every  opportunity  of  being  de- 
fended and  of  clearing  himself.    But  in 
Scotland,  if  one  of  these  crofters  is  sus- 
pected— of  deforcement  for  instance — ^he 
is  immediately  arrested,  and  then  taken  a 
distance  of  from  20  to  30  miles.    He  is 
taken  to  Portree,  for  instance,  and  there 
examined  by  the  Sheriff  or  magistrate. 
The  Sheriff  also  examines  the  accused's 
witnesses.    I    am    not  complaining  of 
that  system,  and  I  do  not  understand 
my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  to  com- 
plain of  it ;  but  what  we  ask  the  House 
to  bear  in  mind  is  thnt  that  is  a  system 
which  is  apt  to  work  harshly  unless  its 
operation  is  closely  watched  and  j  ealously 
guarded.    That  is  the  sole  extent  of  the 
charge  made.     I   should  like  to  give 
two  or  three  illustrations  of  what  did 
happen.      It  was  supposed  that  some- 
body or  other  had   put  stones   in  the 
road  to  upset  the  Sheriff's  officer  when 
driving  along.    For  the  sake  of  my  ar- 
gument I  will  assume  that  supposition  to 
be  true.    The  law  has  to  be  vindicated. 
Two  boys  were  seen  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  they  were  at  once  suspected 
and  arrosted.    The  boys  were  earned  off 
in  what  is  described  as  a  machine  to 
Portree,  a  distance  of  20  or  30  miles — ^I 
forget  which.  And  what  happened  there? 
They  were  positively  held  to  bail  in  £15 
each.    These  poor  fellows  had  not  15«. 
or  15</.  each ;  but,  fortunately,  the  land- 
lord of  the  hotel  at  Portree  became  bail 
for  them.    The  next  day,  or  very  shortly 
afterward  s,  three  other  boys  were  arrested 
by  the  Sheriff's  officer,  or  rather  by  the 
constables  with  him,  and  they  were  also 
taken  to  Portree.    These  prisoners  were 
kept  at  Portree  some  time,  and  they 
were  told  they  might  go  home.    There 
was  no  evidence  against  them,  yet  they 
were  arrested  and  kept  imprisoned.    I 
am  stating  the  case  within  the  facts,  be- 
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cause  I  do  not  wish  to  exaggerate  in 
the  slightest  degree.     These  boys  were 
taken  up  absolutely  without  any  evidence 
at  all  to  justify  their  arrest ;  they  were 
carried  30  miles,  kept  in  gaol  some  time, 
and  then  were  told  they  might  go  home. 
I  am  told  that  in  the  case  of  the  arrest  of 
the  first  two  boys  there  was  no  warrant ; 
but  for  that  I  cannot  vouch.     Then 
there  is  the  case  of  the  poor  woman, 
Mrs.  Macmillan.    She  was  arrested  by 
the  Sheriff's  officer  who  has  been  so  often 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
She  came  down  to  the  road,  whereupon 
the  officer  said — *'  Oh,  this  is  one  of  the 
deforcers."    First  of  all  she  was  taken 
out  tp  the  gunboat  Seahorse,  kept  there 
some  time,  then  conveyed  to  Portree, 
and  ultimately  carried  up  to  Edinburg^h 
upon  the  charge  of .  deforcement.     She 
was  discharged  without  even  being  put 
on  her  trial,  and  she  has  been  so  ill  in 
Edinburgh  that  I  am  told  by  an  hon. 
Member  sitting  on    this    side    of  the 
House  that  he  has  only  lately  sent  her 
a  small  contribution  towards  her  sub- 
sistence.     This  is  another  instance  in 
which  I  say  the  practice  or  the  machinery 
of  the  law  in  Scotland,  though  I  do  not 
complain  of  it  as  bad,  is    machinery 
which  requires  to    be  closely  watched 
and  guarded,  or  else  you  have  cases  of  in- 
justice such  as  I  have  mentioned  con- 
stantly recurring.    Mr.  Speaker,  there 
is  one  other  matter  which  I  wish,  with 
your  permission,  to  refer  to.    It  is  md 
that  a  midnight  raid  was  made.     Why 
was  the  dead  of  night  chosen  for  the 
search  ?    The  men  could  be  seen  better 
in  the  day  ;  and  as  to  finding  them  in  the 
night,  it  is  well  known  they  were  not 
found,  though  searches  were  repeatedly 
made.    This,  however,  is  not  the  matter 
I  wish  to  refer  to.    The  point  I  desire 
to  mention  deserves    inquiry,    and    I 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  GenUeman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Matthews)  will  give  me  his  atten- 
tion, for  I  feel  sure  he  will  not  aanctiott 
what  is  said  to  have  taken  place  in  this 
instance.    A  search  warrant,  in  order  to 
be  legal  and  justifiable,  must  be  iamed 
against  an  individual  or  individaala  by 
their  individual  names  and  for  individual 
offences.    It  cannot  be  a  general  aeeit:h 
warrant.  Everyman's  house  is  his  castle^ 
and  it   cannot  be  entered   unless   the 
search  warrant  is  lawf  uL  Now,  what  kap> 
penod  in  this  case  was  this — ^the  olBoiteoC 
the  law,  with  a  search  warrant  for 
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person  or  persons,  proceeded  to  search 
erery  house  in  the  village.  Anything 
more  unusual — I  will  not  characterize  it 
by  any  harsh  word — cannot  be  imagined. 
It  is  said  you  are  justified  in  breaking 
into  the  house  of  a  neighbour  to  search 
for  some  person.  That  I  do  not  deny. 
If  you  have  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
that  a  man  is  in  his  neighbour's  house 
you  may  go  in  and  take  bim.  But  for  a 
body  of  policemen  with  a  search  warrant 
to  begin  with  house  No.  1  and  go  right 
through  the  village  is  certainly  a  circum- 
stance which  requires  inquiry.  I  forgot 
to  mention  another  instance  of  unlawful 
arrest.  One  day  a  poor  cowherd  was 
seen  on  the  skyline.  The  officers  were 
searching  for  deforcers,  and  I  suppose 
there  was  no  one  else  in  sight,  so  they 
oharffed  the  cowherd  and  captured  him. 
Of  \mht  they  did  with  him  1  happen  to 
have  a  record.  They  carried  him,  of 
course,  to  Portree  and  kept  him  in  prison 
for  four  days.  His  offence  was  nomi- 
nally deforcement ;  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
it  was  that  he  was  seen  on  the  skyline 
and  had  not  run  away.  Upon  his  arrival 
at  Portree,  he  was  searched— possibly  to 
see  whether  he  had  any  weapons  of  de- 
forcement, such  as  pitchforks,  in  his 
pockets — then  they  took  off  his  shoes 
and  put  him  in  a  baih.  [^Lauffhter.']  1 
do  not  suppose  'that  the  prisoner  or  any 
Member  of  the  House  objects  to  a  bath ; 
but  a  prison  bath  is,  no  doubt,  another 
matter.  Well,  after  he  had  been  kept  in 
eaol  at  Portree  for  four  days  he  was  told 
he  could  g^ home.  No  charge  wasbrought 
against  him ;  and  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
rad  learned  Gentleman  the  Lori  Advo- 
cate whether  it  was  ever  intended  that 
any  charge  should  be  brought  against 
him  ?  I  am  sorry  for  having  occupied 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House ;  but 
I  must  say  that  whatever  may  be  said 
about  the  agitation,  whatever  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  may  say  about  tiie  £zeter 
Hall  meeting,  I  shall  not  be  deterred 
from  taking,  up  to  a  certain  point,  a 
sympathetic  part  in  asking  not  for  a 
judgment  of  condemnation,  but  merely 
for  an  inquiry.  I  ask  it  on  behalf  of 
people  who  cannot  ask  it  for  themselves 
with  the  same  facilities  with  which  we 
can^  because  they  are  a  small  folk,  a  poor 
folk,  and  a  distant  folk ;  and  because  it 
is  only  by  enlisting  the  sympathies  of 
just  men,  amongst  whom  I  include  the 
Lord  Advocate,  that  they  can  hope  to 
get  their  grievances  redressed. 


Me.  PICT  on  (Leicester):  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  did  me  the  honour  to 
refer  to  me  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  a  word  in 
explanation.  The  Lord  Advocate  re- 
ferred to  the  meeting  held  in  Exeter 
Hall — that  is  to  say,  in  the  small  room, 
not  in  the  great  room,  of  Exeter  Hall. 
As  I  understood,  there  were  a  few 
friends  gathered  together  to  express 
sympathy  with  the  crofters;  and,  so 
long  as  I  was  at  the  meeting,  there  was 
certainly  no  sound  uttered  that  could  be 
considered  as  disloyal  to  Her  Majesty. 
True,  I  was  not  present  duriog  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings;  but,  so  far 
as  I  have  been  informed,  nothing  took 
place  at  all  like  what  has  been  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
marks he  ascribed  to  me,  I  may  say  I 
did  say — and  I  repeat  here  fearlessly — 
that  the  agitation  amongst  the  crofters 
is  but  one  small  part  of  a  very  large 
question — I  have  said  the  same  thing 
before  in  this  House — and  I  added  that 
I  did  trust  the  excitement  caused  by  the 
sufferings  of  the  crofters  would  result  in 
a  reversal  not  only  of  the  crofters' 
wrongs,  but  also  of  the  wrongs  of  all 
similarly  sitaated.  I  did  say  I  thought 
that  down  to  a  very  recent  period  only  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  landlords 
had  been  considered,  while  the  needs, 
the  sufferings,  and  the  wrongs  of  the  ten- 
ants of  all  grades,  but  especially  of  the 
smallest  tenants,  had  been  cruelly  neg- 
lected. I  did  say  I  thought  I  saw  signs  of 
a  peaceful  revolution  which  would  change 
all  that,  and  in  the  hope  of  that  revolu- 
tion I  rejoiced.  I  cannot  help  believing 
that  the  debate  which  has  been  raised 
this  evening  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  will  aid  towards 
that  peaceful  revolution.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  criticisms,  good  humoured  and 
pointed  as  they  were,  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate really  touched  the  essence  of  the 
case  that  was  presented  by  my  hon.- 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron).  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, like  other  Gentlemen  speaking 
on  the  same  side,  was  very  strong  indeed 
about  law  and  order.  Law  and  order' 
are  continually  mentioned  together,  as 
though  they  are  identical,  or  as  though 
they  were  inextricably  connected;  but 
a  state  of  things  does  often  arise  in. 
i  which  the  law  is  the  most  fruitful  cause 
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of  disorder,  and  in  which,  until  the  law 
in  changed,  you  never  can  have  order. 
The  only  remedy  for  such  a  state  of 
things,  apparently,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Lord  Adrocate,  is  to  enforce  the  law 
continually,  whatever  the  consequences 
may  be.    He  spoke  of  lion.  Gentlemen 
coming  to  this  House  witli  notions  that 
he  regarded  as  groundless ;  he  spoke  of 
the  justice  which  Members  of  this  House 
imagined  for  themselves,  instead  of  the 
law  of  the  land.    Well,  Sir,  unless  there 
is  possible  a  justice  higher  than  the  law 
— a  justice  more  perfect  than  anything 
that  is  administered  by  the  law  at  the 
present    time — I    hardly  suppose  that 
many  of  us  would  take  the  trouble  to 
come  to  this  House.    It  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  a  higher  justice  than 
that  which  is  furnished  by  the  law,  as 
it  at  present  exists,  that  I  suppose  we 
come  here  to  try  in  our  small  way  to  be 
legislators.      The  fact  is  that  if   you 
think  of  nothing  but  law  you  often  fail 
altogether  to  do  practical  justice.    We 
are  told  by  ancient  authority  that  the 
law  is  good  if  used  lawfully ;  but  the 
same  authority  adds  that  the  law  is  not 
for  the  righteous,  but  for  the  ungodly  and 
for  sinners.    Now,  it  does  often  happen, 
not  only  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland, 
but  in  other  parts  of  the  United  King* 
dom,  that  the  law  presses  most  hardly 
not  upon  the  wicked,  not  upon  criminals, 
but  upon  good,  peaceable,  industrious, 
and  thrifty  citizens,  who  only  wish  to 
live  their  lives  in  peace,  and  have  a  fair 
opportunity  of  making  a  livelihood.    It 
is  in  such  cases  that  the  law  is  found  to 
irritate,  and  to  cause  our  peaceable  and 
virtuous  citizens  to  revolt.     Has  it  not 
been  found  to  be  so  in  Skye,  in  Tiree, 
and  other  parts  of  the  Highlands  ?    Are 
not  the  men  who  have  been  dragged  up 
as  criminals  known  to  be  men  of  the 
most  excellent  character  ?    Are  they  not 
sympathized  with  by  all  the  men  of  ex- 
cellent character  around  them  ?    If  that 
is  the  case,  I  think  it  is,  so  far  as  it 
goes,  very  strong  evidence  that  an  in- 
quiry is  needed  to  show  why  it  is  that 
discontent  and  irritation  arise.    I  may 
refer  to  certain  words — most  suggestive 
and  impressive  words  —  which  appear 
towards  the  end  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Crofters'  Commission,   and  which  were 
approved  by  the  Chairman  and  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Members  of  the  Commission. 
After  referring  to  the  disorders  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  Highlands  pre- 
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vious  to  the  appointment  of  the  Commiii- 
sion,  and  after  urging,  as  gentlemen  in 
their  position  might  be  expected  to  do, 
that  the  law  must,  if  possible,  be  main- 
tained, the  Commissioners  went  on  to 
say— 

"But  collisions  between  proprietary  rights 
and  popular  demands  are  to  be  deproc^ed,  for 
they  leave  behind  them  lasting  traoet  of  re- 
sentment and  alienation.  The  mere  yindication 
of  authority  and  repression  of  resistance  would 
not  establish  the  relations  of  mutual  confidence 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  in  the  absence  of 
which  the  country  would  not  be  truly  at  peace, 
and  all  our  inquiries  and  counsels  would  be  ex- 
pended in  vain.'* 

This  Eeport  waa,  of  course,  written  some 
time  before  the  Crofters'  Act  was  passed. 
It  was  in  the  hope  that  the  aspirations 
of  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners  might 
be  realized,  and  that  a  genuine  peace 
might  be  established,  that  a  number  of 
us  strove  most  earnestly  to  obtain  the 
enactment   of  a  more  thorough-going 
measure  than  that  which  was  passed. 
We  considered  that  the  measure  intro- 
duced by  the  Oovemment  would  never 
meet  the  case,  and  experience  has  proved 
that   that  is  so.     But  not   only   has 
the  measure  itself  proved  to  be  insuf- 
ficient, but  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
administered — at  any  rate  in  Skye  at  the 
beginning  of  the  period  when  it  was  ex- 
pected to  come  into  operation — was  most 
disappointing,  and  was,  I  consider,  mort 
irritating  to  the  people  of  SI^  and  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  around.    Take, 
for  instance,  the  proeeedings    at   the 
Sheriff  Court  in  Portree  towards  the  be- 
ginning of  November  —  November  10 
or  11  was,  I  think,  the  date.     Thej  are 
reported  in  The  OUu^gow  Herald^  a  news- 
paper not  very  favourable  to  the  oanae 
of  the  crofters.    There  we  find  that  the 
Sheriff,  against  whom  personally  I  wish 
to  say  nothing  whatever,  presided.    I  de- 
precate— I  lament — ^the  violent  language 
that  has  been  used  about  an  official 
holding  so  high  a  position,  and  I  shall 
be  the  very  last  to  say  anything  againsl 
him.    I  speak  of  him  simply  as  the 
embodiment  of  the  policy  of  the  Oovem- 
ment, as  which,  I  suppose,  he  may  fairiy 
be  regarded — at  any  rate,  in  the  temper 
in  which  he  administered  the  law.    He 
asked  repeatedly,  and,  as  I  cannot  help 
thinking,  in  a  somewhat  irritating  man- 
ner, whether  the  Commissioners  were 
constituted  a  Court  ?  He  refused  to  allow 
that  it  was  possible  for  the  crofters  to 
appeal  to  the  Commissioners,  and  he 
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asserted  that  the  Commissioners  could 
not  possibly  override  the  Oourts  of  the 
Bealm,  in  which,  for  all  I  know,  not 
being  a  lawyer,  he  may  be  perfectly 
correct.  But  I  do  not  think  that  was 
the  tone  in  which  he  ought  to  bave 
spoken  to  people  who  were  suffering  so 
acutely  as  the  people  before  him  were — 
people  wbo  were  at  their  wits'  end  to 
find  a  meal.  When  the  advocate  of  one 
of  the  defenders  said  his  client  was 
unable  to  pay  the  arrears,  the  Sheriff 
asked,  *'  Has  be  no  cattle  ? "  and  all 
the  time  there  was  an  Act  on  the  verge 
of  coming  into  actual  operation  to  deal 
with  precisely  sucb  cases,  so  as  to  avoid 
the  hardship  involved  in  depriving  a 
struggling  tenant  of  his  little  capital. 
Moreover,  the  Sheriff  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  suppose  we  all  know  how  the  arrears  have 
arisen.  1  think  any  person  who  reads  the  news- 
papers nius(  know  the  reason.  The  arrears 
hare  all  arisen  since  1884,  particularly  since  a 
certain  speech  was  made  in  Parliament  stating 
that  no  assistance  would  be  allowed  to  collect 
arrears  of  rent.  Ever  since  then  non-payment 
of  rent  has  been  on  the  increase  all  over  the 
island ;  but  the  question  really  for  conside- 
ration is  this — the  proprietors  have  made  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  I  think  you  should  be 
prepared  to  state  whether  you  think  it  a  reason* 
able  proposal,  and  whether  you  will  recom- 
mend your  client  to  adopt  it.  It  seems  to 
me  a  reasonable  proposal  on  the  part  of  Lord 
Macdonald,  and  I  think  you  should  consider 
twice  before  you  decline  to  accept  it.*' 

I  do  not  think  that  is  the  way  in  which 
we  have  a  right  to  expect  the  law  to  be 
administered ;  and  then,  considering  the 
amount  of  reductions  that  have  been  made 
where  the  Crofters'  Act  has  come  into 
operation,  the  case  of  these  poor  people 
who  were  refused  justice  in  the  Sheriff's 
Court  appears  to  me  all  the  harder. 
We  were  told  in  this  House  not  long 
ago  that  we  on  this  side  know  no  differ- 
ence between  good  government  and  bad 
government,  except  that  good  govern- 
ment is  government  which  is  conducted 
and  founded  upon  the  assent  and  consent 
of  the  people ;  that  if  a  Government  is 
alien  to  the  sympathies,  the  wishes,  and 
the  wants  of  the  people,  that  Govern- 
ment breeds  discontent,  which,  in  its 
turn,  leads  to  illeg^  conduct  and  ille- 
gitimate proceedings.  This  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  seems 
to  me  to  be  especially  applicable  to  the 
case  of  the  suffering  people  of  Skye  and 
the  islands  around.  We  cannot  be 
maintaining  a  just  system  of  law  if  we 


find  that  its  operation  causes  bitterness 
and  discontent  and  indignation  on  every 
hand  amongst  those  upon  whom  it  is 
brought  to  bear ;  and,  therefore,  even  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald) is  able  to  show  that,  point  by 
point,  the  law  has  been  literally  and 
drily  carried  out,  I  do  wish  the  Govern- 
ment would  show  a  little  kindly  con- 
sideration towards  people  who  have  been 
disappointed  in  the  operation  of  the  re- 
forms that  they  desired,  and  would  offer 
some  kind  of  inquiry  to  see  whether  the 
people  have  any  just  cause  of  complaint. 
Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
ness-shire) :  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  made  some  refer- 
ence to  a  meeting  which  was  held  in 
Exeter  Hall.  I  waschairman  of  themeet- 
ing,  and  perhaps  it  is  as  well  I  should 
state  exactly  what  occurred.  The  Lord 
Advocate  seems  to  think  that  because 
only  300  people  were  present  the  meeting 
was  not  a  large  one.  There  are  several 
halls  in  Exeter  Hall,  and  we  were  in  one 
of  the  small  halls.  The  meeting  was  an 
open  one.  The  Memorial  to  Her  Majesty 
was  moved  by  Miss  Helen  Taylor,  a 
lady  entitled  to  every  consideration,  and, 
although  an  amendment  was  proposed, 
the  resolution  was  carried.  So  far  as  I 
am  aware,  nothing  occurred  which  could 
be  interpreted  as  in  any  way  disrespectful 
to  the  Queen .  My  hon .  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  has,  in  a  most  able  speech, 
asked  for  an  inquiry  into  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  the  Highlands.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  has  made  no  reply 
to  the  distinct  allegations  which  have 
been  made.  We  want  to  know  why 
the  military  expedition  went  to  Skye? 
All  we  know  is  mis — that  a  combination 
— to  use  a  mild  term — existed  on  the 
part  of  many  landlords  in  the  Outer 
Hebrides  not  to  pay  their  rates.  Early 
in  1886  the  landlords  refused  to  pay 
their  county  rates,  and  at  a  later  period 
they  would  not  pay  the  local  rates. 
Things  were  brought  to  a  dead  lock 
owing  to  the  proceedings  of  the  land- 
lords. Now,  what  happened  ?  A  military 
expedition  was  sent  for  the  alleged  pur- 
pose of  recovering  rates,  and  not  rents. 
There  was  nearly  £5,000  of  rates  due  in 
Skye  at  that  time,  of  which  90  per  cent 
was  due  by  the  landlords  and  by  large 
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tenants.  The  moment  the  expedition 
aniyed  the  landlords  and  large  farmers 
paid  their  rates.  Now»  if  the  island  had 
been  under  proper  administration  instead 
of  under  that  of  Sheriff  Ivory,  the 
expedition  would  not  have  remained. 
All  the  suffering  which  has  been 
described  took  place  entirely  in  conse- 
quence of  the  action  of  the  landlords. 
We  make  several  demands.  We  make 
no  attack  upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate ;  but  what 
we  complain  of  is  excess  and  abuse  in 
the  administration  of  the  law.  Before 
the  Union  of  Scotland  and  England 
bail  was  fixed  at  a  small  sum ;  but  at 
the  close  of  the  century  it  was  enor- 
mously increased.  To  a  nobleman  the 
sum  of  £1,200  would  be  comparatively 
nothing;  but  to  a  crofter  £60  is  an 
enormous  sum  to  be  required  for  bail. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  it  is  the  maximum ;  but  I  complain 
that  the  maximum  was  enforced  in  many 
cases ;  and  the  fact  is  that  some  of  those 
who  could  not  find  this  extreme  bail  were 
discharged  or  acquitted  after  being  kept 
in  prison  for  some  time.  I  ask  if  no  com- 

rmsation  is  to  be  given  to  those  persons? 
say  that  the  matters  which  have  been 
detailed  demand  an  investigation  and 
reply  on  the  part  of  the  Cbvemment. 
Witb  resard  to  Sheriff  Ivory,  I  am  con- 
vinced &at  as  long  as  he  continues  to 
hold  his  present  position  there  will  be 
no  peace  in  the  district.  Why  can  he 
not  be  removed  or  even  promoted?  I 
assure  the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  justice  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  is  one  which 
we  cannot  allow  to  remain  in  its  present 
position. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{ifr.  Hunter.) 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  Before  assenting  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  i  should 
wish  to  know  from  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site whether  the  debate  will  terminate 
to-day  (Wednesday)  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAROIAY  (Forfarshire) : 
In  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  I 
point  out  that  any  understanding  as  to 
the  termipation  of  the  dsbate  must 
depend  on  ihe  reply  of  the  Government. 
The  Scotch  Members  do  not  intend  that 
it  should  tefpinate  unless  they  have  a 
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satisfactory  statement  from  the  Oovem- 
ment.  They  are  determined  to  obtain 
some  redress  for  the  grievances  brought 
forward. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  aifjaumediill  To-morrow. 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEHCNT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  ths  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  I  wish  to  say  on  the 
subject  of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
that  I  had  the  assurance  from  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr. 
Marjoribanks)  that  the  Division  upon  this 
Amendment  would  be  taken  to-day,  and 
upon  that  assurance  I  requested  my  hon. 
friends  not  to  challenge  your  decision. 
I  make  that  statement,  Sir,  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  misunderstanding  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  should 
be  sorry  to  disavow  anything  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  has 
said ;  but  I  think  it  very  desirable  that 
these  arrangements  should  be  made  in 
the  hearing  of  the  House,  in  order  that 
hon.  Members  who  do  not  belong  to  the 
Party  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site may  have  an  opportunity  of  express* 
ing  their  views  on  the  subject 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  think  it  right  to  say  that  I 
gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  as- 
surance that  the  debate  would  oondude 
to-day  (Wednesday)  on  the  authority  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment.  I  think  also 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  agreed  to  the 
arrangement  when  it  was  made. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  shall  do  my  utmost  to  prevent  the 
bveaking  of  any  arrangement  arrived 
at. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forlarshire) : 
I  speak  onlv  for  myself ;  but  I  was  no 
party  to  su<m  an  arrangement,  and  the 
termination  of  the  delmte  will  depend 
upon  the  time  at  which  the  Seeretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  makes 
his  reply ;  I  must  again  inform  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  people  of  Scotland 
are  determined  to  nave  some  redress 
for  the  grievances  so  long  complained 
of. 


MOTIONS. 

MEBOHANT  8HIPPINO   (fISHINO  BOATS) 
A0T8  AHBNDMSKT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Bill 
to  amend  the  provisions  of  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping (Fishing  Boatd)  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Biuron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  Sir  Herbert  Maixwell* 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

WA8TB  LAims  (mININO)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  PhiUp  Stanhope,  Bill  for 
the  coltivation  of  Lands  rendered  waste  by 
Minimi^  operations,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Sir  John  Swinburne,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Paulton,  Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr. 
Fen  wick. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  169.] 

PABI8H  ALL0TKSNT8  OOMinTTEES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cobb,  Bill  to  esUblish 
Parish  Committees  for  acquiring  and  managing 
Allotments  of  Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Fuller,  Mr. 
James  Ellis,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  EUis. 
BiVLpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  170.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  One  o'clock. 
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and  the  general  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Highlands,  have  caused  serious  concern  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  demand  full  inquiry." — 
(I>r.  Cameron.) 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted. 

Debate  resumed. 

CROFTERS   (SCOTLAND). 

Mb.  HUNTEE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with, 
any  apologies  for  addressing  them  upon 
this  subject,  which  had  now  been  under 
discussion  for  one  night.  The  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  sending  a  military 
expedition  to  Skye,  and  the  conduct  of 
the  local  judicial  authorities  subsequent 
to  that  proceeding,  had  very  seriously 
troubled  the  conscience  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  had  excited  wiaespread, 
and,  he  might  almost  say,  universal 
indignation  and  irritation.  Under  these 
circumstances,  if  the  Scottish  Members 
had  allowed  one  single  day  to  pass — 
when  it  was  in  their  power— without 
bringing  this  question  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  they  would  have  been 
guilty  of  gross  dereliction  of  duty,  and 
would  have  been  very  severely  called  to 
account  by  their  constituents.  The  de- 
bate had  proceeded,  so  far,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  in  a  somewhat  one-sided  fashion. 
A  number  of  speeches  had  been  made 
in  support  of  the  Amendment.  Only 
one  speech  had  been  made  against  tho 
Amendment,  and  that  was  made  not  by 
a  private  and  independent  Member,  but 
by  one  of  the  officiab  whose  conduct  in 
these  transactions  was  reflected  upon. 
He  did  not  propose  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  in 
his  somewhat  rambling  discourse  on 
things  in  general  with  which  he  enter- 
tained the  House.  As  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  usually  did  in 
debate,  he  gambolled  gracefully  like  a 
whale  in  a  field  of  clover.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
meetings  in  Scotland  and  in  London; 
about  speeches  made  by  hon.  Members, 
about  everything  except  the  issue  before 
the  House.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  might 
give  one  little  incident  which  might, 
perhaps,  inspire  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  with  some  cau- 
tion when  he  next  came  to  speak  about 
London  meetings.  One  of  the  first  meet- 
ings he  (Mr.  Hunter)  had  attended  in 
London  was  in  favour  of  what  would 
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MINUTES.]- Public  Billb  ^  Ordered  ^  First 
Memdiny  —  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1881)  Extension*  [171];  Parliamentery 
Elections  (Simultaneons  Voting)*  [172]; 
Municipal  Rates  Assessment  *  [173]. 

ORDERS  OP  THE  DAY. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resoming  the 
A<yoarned  Debate  on  the  Address  have  prece- 
dence of  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day. —-{ if r. 
William  Senry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IK  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.     [nFTEENTn  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [  15th  February] 
proposed  to  Question — [See  page  84.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

At  the  end  of  tfce  12th  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  wMds— '*  And  hombly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  recent  events  in  Skyo  and  Tiree, 
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now  be  connidered  a  Tery  moderate  re- 
form of  the  Land  Laws.  After  tbe  reso- 
lution had  been  put,  a  gentleman  rose 
and  moved  a  revolutionary  amendment. 
He  (Mr.  Hunter)  kept  his  eye  on  that 
man,  and  he  afterwards  found  that  that 
gentleman  was  a  paid  organizer  of  Con- 
seryative  demonstrations  in  London. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate  laid  down  a  most  extraordinary 
legal  doctrine — namely,  that  every  per- 
son who  attended  a  public  meeting  was 
to  be  held  responsible  for  the  opinions 
uttered  by  others  at  that  meeting,  and 
from  which  he  might  entirely  and  totally 
dissent. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macbonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind.  What  I  said  was 
that  no  dissent  was  uttered. 

Mb.  HUNTEE  :  Then  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  position  was 
that  as  soon  as  at  public  meetings  any 
person  made  a  statement  with  which 
500  disagreed,  the  500  were  responsible 
and  ought  to  immediately  jump  up, 
when  the  resolution  was  proposed,  and 
protest  against  it. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  Yes; 
if  the  statement  was  disloyal. 

Mb.  HTJNTEB  said,  he  was  happy  to 
hear  that  remark,  because  it  explained 
some  of  the  mysterious  proceedings  in 
the  Highlands.  If  that  was  the  doc- 
trine of  Scotch  law,  he  could  not  say 
that  he  shared  that  enthusiastic  admi- 
ration  for  Scotch  law  and  Edinburgh 
lawyers  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  had  so  feelingly  ex- 
pressed. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  said  what  hon.  Members 
wanted  was  a  Boyal  Commission.  It 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.  What  was 
wanted  was  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  did  not 
ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  condemn 
either  the  Government  or  their  subordi- 
nate officials  with  reference  to  what  took 
place  in  Skye,  because  the  facts  were 
not  before  the  House  in  an  official  and 
authentic  shape.  What  he  contended 
was  that  the  supporters  of  the  Amend- 
ment had  established  abundant  and 
ample  working  ground  for  inquiry. 
What  were  these  grounds?  1  hey  had 
the  testimony  of  three  experts— three 
newspaper  correspondents.  One  of  them 
was  the  correspondent  of  The  Scotsman^ 
who  had  special  facilities  for  knowing 
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one  side  of  the  ease,  because  he  accom- 
panied Sheriff  Ivoiy  in  the  war-ship, 
and  he  therefore  possessed  knowledge 
of  what  was  going  to  take  place  sooner 
than  any  of  the  others,  in  consequence 
0^  the  continuous  private  communica- 
tions he  received  from  Sheriff  Ivory. 
They  might,  therefore,  look  to  J%$  Scots- 
man  correspondent's  account  as  being  a 
report  from  the  official  standpoint  of 
what  took  place.  Another  reporter  who 
described  what  he  saw  was  that  of  TAe 
Glasgow  Berald.  Now,  Tho  Oiaspow 
Herald  had  been  distinguished  in  its 
leading  columns  by  strong  opposition  to 
the  views  of  the  crofters,  and  of  mea* 
sures  which  the  crofters  considered 
would  be  beneficial  to  them.  The  GIom^ 
gow  Bernld  had  been  an  anfti-orofter 
paper,  so  that  The  Seoteman  and  Tk^ 
Merald  might  be  relied  upon  as  not 
putting  the  case  too  favourably  for  the 
crofters.  There  was  only  one  p^per 
which  in  its  leading  articles  took  the 
side  of  the  crofters— Til^  North  Briiiak 
Daily  Mail,  He  had  examined  the  dif- 
ferent accounta  of  the  transactioon  de- 
scribed by  these  correspondents.  There 
were  some  minute  points  of  difference ; 
but  as  regarded  the  main  facts  there 
was  no  difference  whatever.  They  prae- 
tically  agreed  in  describing  what  they 
saw.  In  these  circumstances,  an  re- 
garded the  facts,  they  had  abundant  proof 
to  justify  them  in  aisking  that  an  offieial 
inquiry  should  take  place.  That  was 
the  case  which  the  right  hon.  G^itlemsn 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had  to  answer,  and  which  had 
not  been  answered  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate.  The  first  point 
was — how  were  the  Ctovemmeat  to  jus- 
tify the  sending  of  a  naval  expedition  to 
Skye?  It  was  sent  either  for  the  re- 
covery of  rates  or  of  rents.  He  would 
first  deal  with  the  necessity  for  the  ex- 
pedition so  far  as  recovery  of  rates  wms 
concerned.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  wo^jid  ad- 
mit that  if  the  Qovemroeat  had  been 
able  to  establish  a  case  of  that  kind  it 
would  have  justified  their  action  in 
sending  troops  to  Skye.  If  they  had 
shown  that  in  consequence  of  a  combi- 
nation— or  what  lawyers  called  a  con- 
spiracy— not  to  pay  rates,  the  local  go- 
vernment of  Skye  was  thrown  est  of 
gear,  schools  stopped,  and  paupers  us* 
able  to  procure  maintenaaoe ;  if  they 
had  shown  that  it  was  necesaaiy  to  take 
legal  proceedings  to  recover  the  xmtes. 
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and  that  these  legal  prooeedinge  could 
not  be  attempted  without  the  presence 
of  a  large  military  force,  then  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  established  cir- 
cumstances to  justify  them  in  sending 
the  military  expedition  to  8kye.  But, 
so  far  from  that  beiog  the  case,  the  very 
contrary  could  be  proved.  He  would 
push  the  matter  further,  and  ask,  Who 
owed  the  rates,  and  why  were  they  not 
paid?  Eight-ninths  of  the  arrears  of 
rates  in  8kye  last  March  were  owing  by 
landlords  and  large  farmers,  who  were 
practically  in  the  same  boat  with  them. 
Out  of  £5,200  arrears,  less  than  £600 
was  the  amount  due  by  crofters.  These 
figures  appeared  in  a  Beturn  made  to 
Parliament  by  the  late  Government. 
The  late  Government  had  no  difficulty 
in  distinguishing  between  the  amount 
of  rates  due  by  the  crofters — that  was, 
by  tenants  under  £30,  and  tenants  over 
£30  —  but  the  present  Government 
would  give  them  to  understand  that  that 
information  could  either  not  be  procured 
at  all,  or  only  with  extraordinary  diffi- 
culty. [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub  :  Hear, 
bear !]  But  that  information  was  pub- 
lishea  in  March  last,  and  the  important 
point  was  that  the  arrears  of  the  crofters 
could  not  materially  have  increased  be- 
tween March  of  last  year  and  October, 
when  the  expedition  was  sent.  Was  it 
necessaxy  to  take  legal  proceedings  as 
regarded  the  sums  due  by  landlords  and 
large  farmers  ?  He  did  not  believe  it 
was  ;  but,  if  it  had  been,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary, eo  far  as  those  eight-ninths  of 
the  rates  was  conoemed,  to  send  a  naval 
expedition  to  serve  writs  on  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  and  Colonel  Fraser.  Therefore, 
so  far  as  regarded  £4,600  out  of  the 
£5,200  due,  it  could  all  have  been  re- 
covered without  sending  a  single  soldier 
or  even  a  single  policeman  to  Skye.  As 
to  the  remaining  £600,  was  there  any 
proof  in  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  crofters  had  determined 
not  to  pay  their  rates,  and  had  entered 
into  a  conspiracy  not  to  pay  them,  and 
would  resist  the  officers  of  the  law  in 
carrying  out  leffal  proceedings?  In 
order  to  establish  their  case,  the  Go- 
vernment must  prove  that,  for  if  the 
contrary  were  proved  the  whole  case  for 
the  Government,  so  far  as  rates  were 
concerned,  absolutely  broke  down,  and 
the  sending  of  the  naval  expedition  re- 
mained without  a  shadow  or  shred  of 
justification  or  excuse.    What  were  the 


facts  as  to  the  willingness  of  the  crofters 
to  pay  rates  ?  He  would  mention  what 
could  be  proved  beyond  doubt  if  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  was  held.  They  could 
prove  that  the  whole  and  sole  cause  of 
the  non-payment  of  rates  was  the  mis- 
conduct of  the  Parochial  Authorities  and 
of  the  persons  they  employed  to  collect 
the  rates.  They  could  prove  that;  as  re- 
garded the  proceedings  taken  to  recover 
rates,  nothing  more  scandalous  in  the 
administration  of  parochial  business  had 
ever  occurred  in  Scotland.  Some  of 
these  legal  proceedings  were  taken 
against  men  who  had  been  dead  for 
years,  which  proved  that  for  four  years 
the  collector  had  never  called  in  the 
townships  where  those  ratepayers  had 
lived,  or  he  would  have  known  that 
they  had  passed  beyond  the  reach  of 
the  Parochial  Authorities.  In  numerous 
other  cases  those  legal  proceedings  were 
taken  against  persons  who  had  actually 
paid  their  rates,  and  in  many  instances 
the  proceedings  were  stopped  by  the 
production  on  the  part  of  the  ratepayers 
of  the  receipts.  Many  were  sued  from 
whom  the  rates  had  never  been  de- 
manded. There  were  persons  against 
whom  proceedings  were  taken  who  had 
couoter- claims  against  the  Parodiial 
Board  for  exceeding  the  amount  of  the 
rates.  There  were  paupers  on  the  poor 
roll  who  were  sued,  and  there  were 
numerous  cases  in  which  the  proceed- 
ings were  of  the  most  harsh,  cruel, 
and  oppressive  character,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  proceedings  taken  against 
persons  who  were  absolutely  in  a  state 
of  extreme  destitution  and  poverty,  in 
order  to  extract  from  them  rates  which 
no  Parochial  Board,  in  the  proper 
exercise  of  its  duty,  should  have  de- 
manded. These  cases  were  not  rare  or 
exceptional,  but  were  most  numerous. 
He  thought  that  effectually  disposed  of 
the  Government's  contention  that  it  was 
necessary  to  send  a  military  expedition 
in  order  to  recover  rates.  Now,  how  did 
it  stand  with  regard  to  arrears  of  rent  ? 
Last  year  an  Act  was  passed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  crofters.  One  of  its  pro- 
visions— a  provision  which  was  inserted 
in  the  Bill  as  it  was  going  through  the 
House — gave  power  to  the  Crofter  Com- 
missioners to  reduce  arrears  of  rents, 
and  if  the  tenants  paid  those  reduced 
arrears  they  were  not  to  be  liable  to 
eviction  from  their  farms.  But  there 
had  been  a  delay,  which  had  not  yet 
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been  explained  by  the  QorerDmcnt,  in  | 
the  application  of  the  Orofters'  Act  to 
Skje ;  and  although  the  Qovemment,  in 
hot  haste,  sent  down  a  naval  expedition 
to  Skye  on  the  5th  of  October,  it  was  not 
till  the  2l8t  of  October  that  any  informa- 
tion reached  the  authorities  in  Skye  that 
the  Crofters'  Act  had  been  applied  to 
that  Island.    Now,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  if  it  were  true,  and  if  that  were  the 
defence  of  the  Oovemment,  that  the  ex- 
pedition was  sent,  not  to  collect  arrears 
of  rates,  but  of  rents,    anything  more 
scandalous  on  the  part  of  a  Goyennnent 
had  rarely  taken  place — because  the  ob- 
ject of  such  proceedings  was  to  defeat  the 
intention  and  the  operation  of  the  Crof- 
ters' Act.  The  intention  of  Parliament,  ex- 
pressed in  terms  that  were  perfectly  well 
known  to  all  the  authorities  in  Scotland, 
was  that,  inasmuch  as  there  was  some 
reason  to  believe  that  in  many  cases — 
or,   at  all  events,  in  some  oases — the 
rents  at  present  paid  by  the  crofters  were 
extortionate,  it  was  not  fair  that  'they 
should  be  debarred  from  the  benefits  of 
the  Crofters'  Act  if  they  failed  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  arrears  of  rent  which,  by 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners,  were 
found  to  be  excessive.  Therefore,  where 
the  Commissioners  thought  it  necessary 
to  do  so,  they  had  the  power  to  reduce 
the  rents  ;  but  if  the  Government  sent 
soldiers  to  Skye  with  a  view  to  intimi- 
date, to  terrorize,  and  to  extort  from  the 
inhabitants  sums  which  that  very  Act 
of  Parliament  had  virtually  declared  to 
be  illegal,  then  he  ventured  to  say  that 
anything  more  monstrous  in  the  shape 
of  abuse  of    Executive  authority  had 
seldom  been  brought  before  the  House. 
Let  not  the  Government  take  to  them- 
selves the  consolation  that  they  had  got 
the  letter  of  the  law  in  their  favour.    The 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  clear 
and  beyond  dispute ;   and  if  they  had 
violated  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and  en- 
deavoured to  put  pressure  on  the  tenants 
at  the  last  moment,  then  let  them  stand 
to  the  judgment  of  the  country.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  the  Court  of  Session 
had  driven  a  coach  and  six  through  the 
Crofters'  Act,  and  had  found  a  loophole 
in  that  Act,  and  that  it  appeared  to  be 
the.  correct  construction  of  that  Act  that, 
though  the  crofters  paid  reduced  rents, 
they  could  not  be  evicted,  but  that  they 
could  be  made  bankrupt  if  they  did  not 
pay  the  whole  of  the  rents,  and  having 
been  made   bankrupt   they  might  be 
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evicted.    So  the  result  was  that,  actx»rd- 
ing  to  the  decision  of   the   Court  of 
Session,  the  Crofters'  Act  of  last  year — 
in  so  far  as  it  dealt  with  arrears  of  rent 
— was  a  piece  of  self-stultification.  What 
was  the  state  of  matters  with  respect  to 
the  spirit  of  lawlessness  of  which  they 
were  told  so  much?     The  expedition 
arrived  on  the  5th  of  October,  and,  al- 
though they  were  hard  at  work  day  after 
day,  there  was  not — except  on  the  25th 
and  26th  of  October—the  slightest  act 
done  that  could  be  construed  into  a  re- 
sistance of  the  law.    There  was  not  a 
single  finger  raised,  nor  an  angry  voice 
heard  though  the  whole  of  Sl^e,  with 
the  exception  of  these  two  days.     What 
happened  in  these  two  days?     In  the 
course  of  the  first  fortnight  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  expedition  all  the  writs  for 
the  collection  of  rates  had  practically 
been  served,  but  proceedings  continued 
to  be  taken  for  the  collection  of  rents. 
At  Herbusta  and  two  other  places  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  disturbance  of 
the  peace  on  the  25th  of  October.    That 
disturbance,  so  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  originated  in   a  very  natural  ta- 
mour — considering  the  conduct  of  the 
Government — that    the    military    were 
coming  to  evict  the  tenants  from  their 
homes,  so  that  they  might  not  get  Uie 
benefit  of  the  Crofters'  Act.  That  rumour 
naturally  would  excite  considerable  in- 
dignation.   The  gatherings  in  queetioB 
in  no  case  exceeded  30  people.    Thej 
were  of  the  most  trumpery  eharaeler. 
No  assault  was  committed — not  a  hair 
of  any  man's  head  was  injured,    [^f* 
J.  H.  A.  Macdokald  :  Oh,  oh !]     Well, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate prosecuted  the  men  in  Edinburgh, 
and  they  were  expressly  found  not  to 
be  guilty  of  any  assault.    There  was 
no  violence,    no   outrage,  no   avaalt 
There    did    exist,  however,  reaiiitaiict 
and  obstruction  of  the   Sheriff  Offiov 
in  serving  writs — a  moet  regretlaMe  and 
most  deplorable  event,  for  this  roasoa  ■ 
that  the  crofters,  without  doing  any  vio- 
lence— ^indeed,  without  advancing  tlMir 
cause  in  the  least — played  into  the  bands 
of  their  enemies;  because,  without  kaov* 
ing  and  intending  it,  they  weie  foaad 
to  have  technically  stepped  aeroas  Ihit 
narrow  and  almost  invisible  Hae  whk4 
separated  legal  guilt  from  legmi  iaso- 
cence.    He  (Mr.  Hunter)  said  unkeft* 
tatingly  that  there  was  no  intentioa  «• 
the  part  of  the  oitrflen  to  resist  the 
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law.    There  was,  however,  an  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  crofters  to  offer  re- 
eistance  within  the  law.     He  used  the 
expression  **  within  the  law,"  because 
they  had  been  familiar  lately  with  an 
analogous  case  —  namely,   of  pressure 
within  the  law  and  pressure  without  the 
law.      What  was  pressure  within  the 
law  and  what  was  pressure  without  the 
law  was,  no  doubt,  matter  of  opinion. 
These  crofters  committed  the  mistake 
which,  according  to  Chief  Baron  Palles, 
was  committed  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach).    Intending 
to  keep  within  the  limits  of  the  law, 
they  did  that  which,  according  to  the 
technical  rules  of  Scottish  law,  amounted 
to  a  technical  deforcement.    This  was 
but  ignorance  of  the  law ;  and,  as  they 
knew,  ignorance  of  the  law  excused  no 
man.     Me  could  not  share  the  raptures 
with  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  spoke  of  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, especially  upon  this  «juestion,  be- 
cause he  had  endeavoured  to  study  the 
definition  of  deforcement  by  Lord  Mure 
and  Lord  Younfi^,  and  he  was  totally, 
unable  to  reconcile  the  definition  of  Lord 
Mure  with  that  of  Lord  Toung ;  and, 
what  was  more,  he  was  totally  unable 
to  understand  either  definition.   He  had 
succeeded  once  in  his  lifetime  in  ac- 
quiring a  certain  mastery  of  Scottish 
metaphysics ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  Scottish  law,  as  applied  to  the 
crofters,  was  more  difficult  to  under- 
stand than  Scottish  metaphysics.    What 
occurred  was  a  temporary  ebullition  of 
temper  under  circumstances  of  unusual 
excitement,  and  the  most  was  made  of 
it  by  the  authorities,  because,  if  they 
had  not  got  hold  of  this  slight  crutch  to 
lean  upon,  the  whole  expedition  would 
have  been  absolutely  ridiculous.  It  was 
the  onlything  that  would  stand  between 
them  and  the  contempt  of  the  country. 
This  trumpery  incident  was  magnified 
into  a  sort  of  State  offence,  and  deve- 
loped, in  the  ingenious  hands  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
into  constructive  treason.    Sheriff  Ivory 
having,  as  he  thought,  caught  the  crof- 
ters in  an  illegal  act,  was  determined 
to  make  the  most  of  it.     He  followed  it 
up  by  wholesale  arrests,  and  not  only 
so,  but  arrests  of  a  questionable,  if  not 
of    an    illefi:al,    character   took    place. 
There  was  the  case  of  Beeton,  the  cow- 
herd, who  was  arrested  without  a  war- 


rant,  on  the  more  or   less  erroneous 
statement  of  a  police  officer,  and  was 
liberated  after   being  in    prison  four 
days,  there  being  no  evidence  against 
him;  he  was  discharged  without  com- 
pensation.    Two  boys  were  arrested  by 
policemen  on  their  own  authority,  though 
they  had  not  been  caught  doing  any- 
thing   wrong.      Then    there    was    the 
cruel  case  ot  Mrs.  Macrae.    Anything 
more    cruel    he   never    heard    of.      A 
woman  suffering    from    lameness  and 
disease,   with  a  child    at   her  breast, 
was  compelled  to  walk  through  the  mud 
and  mire  for  many  weary  miles  in  that 
desolate  part  of  the  country.     She  was 
kept  in  prison,  and  was  subjected  to  all 
the  expense  and  anxiety  attending  a 
trial ;  and  when  the  Lord  Advocate  got 
her  at  Edinburgh  for  trial,  he  did  not 
venture  to  give   any  evidence  against 
her,  or  bring  any  charge.      It  might  be 
that  that  was  to  the  credit  of  the  Lord 
Advocate.    Very  likely  it  was ;  but  if  it 
was  to  the  credit  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
how  much  was  it  to  the  discredit  of  those 
officials  who  acted  under  him  and  who 
brought  her  there?    Then  there  were 
the  cases  of  the  Eev.  D.  M^Callum  and 
Mr.  John  MTherson,  who  were  accused 
of  an  offence  of  a  character  which  he 
would  have  been  unable  to  understand 
if  he  had  not  beard  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate's  doctrine  of  con- 
structive responsibility  announcod  last 
night.     Upon  a  mere  newspaper  state- 
ment, whicn  turned  out  to  be  utterly  un- 
true, a  minister  of  the  gospel,  a  minister 
of  the  State  Church,  was  arrested  on  a 
Saturday  night  and  kept  in  prison  until 
Monday,  when  he  was  discharged  on 
bail,  and  never  brought  to  trial ;   and 
th^y  had  declarations  from  the  Crown 
authorities  themselves  that  two  months 
after  that  arrest  they  had  no  evidence 
upon  which  to  proceed.      In  Scotland  it 
was  the  usual  course  not  to  arrest  men 
for  trumpery  offences  who  could  easily 
be  found,  but  to  serve  them  with  a  sum- 
mons. Why  was  the  course  not  followed 
in  this  case  ?    The  complaint  in  this  case 
was  that  a  most  unusual — although,  per- 
haps,   a    technically    justifiable — pro- 
ceeding was  followed.     Could  it  be  pre- 
tended that  a  minister  of  the  gospel  and 
a  man  like  Mr.  John  M^Pherson  could 
not  be  found  when  they  were  wanted  ? 
He  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
why  this  unusual  course  was  followed. 
It  was  that  in  order — whether  they  were 
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guilty  or  not — they  should,  at  all  events, 
have  some  punishment  in  the  shape  of 
imprisonment,  and  the  punishment  was 
inflicted  upon  them  hecause  they  had 
heen  guilty,  in  the  eyes  of  Sheriff  Ivory, 
of  the  abominahle  crime  of  vindicating 
the  crofters.  Anything  more  scandalous 
in  the  administration  of  justice  could 
scarcely  be  conceived.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  said  these  laws 
had  existed  for  a  long  time,  and  there 
had  been  no  complaint.  But  why  had 
there  been  no  complaint?  It  was  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  have  tried  to  do  in  Edinburgh,  or 
Aberdeen,  or  in  the  South  of  Scotland, 
what  his  officials  had  done  in  the  High- 
lands. He  would  remind  hon.  Members 
of  the  gro^  illegality  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Shiress 
Will)  had  pointed  out  last  night,  of 
searches  made  in  the  dead  of  night  for  a 
number  of  crofters  upon  a  purely  tech- 
nical offence.  It  seemed  that  the  au- 
thorities in  Skyo,  not  content  with 
arresting  persons  who  were  accused  of 
crimes,  also  arrested  witnesses ;  and 
there  was  a  case  where  tlie  operation  of 
arrest  had  been  brought  into  play 
against  two  persons  who  were  guilty  of 
no  other  offence  than  that  they  were 
suspected  of  knowing  something  about 
some  accusation  which  had  been  made 
against  somebody  else.  Two  policemen 
had  been  sent  from  Portree  to  arrest 
two  men  named  M*Leod  and  M'Caskie, 
and  drag  them  from  their  work  in  order 
that  they  might  be  examined,  and  they 
had  received  no  compensation  for  the 
loss  to  which  they  had  heen  subjected. 
Another  man,  Norman  M'Lean,  had 
been  arrested  and  put  into  prison  for  re- 
fusing to  admit  a  police  constable  to  a 
meeting  which  he  had  convened.  He 
(Mr.  Hunter)  took  it  that  any  person 
who  held  a  meeting  had  a  perfect  right 
to  choose  bis  own  company,  and,  at  all 
events,  that  the  remedy  for  the  police 
constable  would  be  a  civil  action.  But 
in  this  case  a  respectable  man  was  ar- 
rested on  the  trumpery  charge  of  keep- 
ing the  policeman  out  of  the  meeting, 
and  put  into  prison.  He  would  tell  the 
House  something  about  these  prisons. 
In  Scotland  there  was  a  vestige  of  the 
old  Eoman  law  and  of  the  old  French 
law,  whicli  was  called  by  the  name  of 
the  oubliette — and  well  might  it  be  so 
called — because  when  a  person  was  ar- 
rested he  was  shut  up  from  all  com- 
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munication  with  the  outside  world.    He 
was  not  allowed  to  send  any  ntessage 
until    such    time    as     the     authorities 
thought  fit  to  subject  him  to  examina- 
tion.     He  congratulated  the  Oovem- 
ment  upon  having,  at  last,  taken  steps 
to  mitigate  that  great  evil,  becaose  at 
present  there  was  no  power  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  even  if  they  felt 
disposed,  to  allow  such  commonication. 
There  was  now  lyin^  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  an  Amendment  of  the  Bules 
of   the    Prison    Commissioners,   whidi 
would  in  future  authorise  the  authorities 
in  cases  where  they  thought  fit — though 
in  those  cases  only — to  allow  communi- 
cation with  the  prisoners  from  the  time 
of  the  arrest.      The  House,  therefore, 
would    understand    what    was    meant 
in    Scotland    by   this   violent    process 
of  arrest,  instead  of  the  ordinary  and 
usual  summons.     The  right  hon.  and 
learned    Lord    Advocate    threw    great 
contempt  upon  the  newspapers,  and  the 
information  they  contained;  bnt  it  wu 
a  fact  that  in  all  these  proceedings  the 
officials  in  Skye  had  no  authority  to  go 
upon,  and  no  evidence  of  any  kind  ex- 
cept what  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
It  appeared  in  the  newspapers  that  t 
Mr.  Nicholson,  who  had  some  contro- 
versy with  Sheriff  Ivory  last  year — and 
it  was  an  unfortunate  circumstance  that, 
upon  a  question  of  fact,  four  witnesses 
had  sworn  to  a  state  of  facts  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  that  which  was  affirmed 
by  Sheriff  Ivory— it  was  alleged  thtt 
Mr.  Nicholson  had  called  Sheriff  Ivoiy 
a  liar.    That  was  a  Saxon  expresstoo. 
but  it  was  not  very  polite.    Proceediagt 
were  taken  against  him.    Was  a  sum- 
mons issued  calling  upon  Nic^olsoB  to 
show  cause  why  he  should  answer  this 
charge  ?    Nothing  of  the  sort.     He  ms 
arrested,  and  put  into  the  ouhU^ite^  which 
gave  him  time  for  reflec^on ;  gave  him, 
in  short,  a  taste  of  those  blessings  of 
Scotch  law  of  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  was  so  proud. 
Another  gentleman — a  Mr.  Macaay— 
had  written  a  letter  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
That  letter  had  been  published  in  soms 
Scotch  paper.     Although  there  was  ao 
evidence  to  show  by  whom  it  was  pub- 
lished, the  author  of  the  letter  was  as- 
sumed instantly  to  be  the  pabBdier,  aad 
he  had  called  Sheriff  Ivory  a  "  jiiiiasl 
monster."   Now,  that  langeage  was  not 
polite.    Sheriff  Ivory  himself,  howertr, 
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was  in  the  habit  of  using  very  strong 
language;  and  although  it  was  highly 
improper  that  crofters  should  recipro- 
cate in  a  similar  inelegant  epistolary 
style  in  which  he  indulged,  yet  it  was 
not  inexplicable  that  they  should  do  so. 
Mackay  was  not  summoned — he  was 
arrested,  and  another  gross  abuse  of  the 
forms  of  the  law  was  perpetrated.  If 
upon  inquiry  it  was  ascertained  that 
these  were  the  facts,  it  was  impossible 
to  pass  too  strong  a  condemnation  either 
upon  the  officials  who  were  guiltyof  them 
or  upon  the  higher  authorities  who  sanc- 
tioned them.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  had 
stated  that  there  was  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  that  which  was  the  basis  of  the 
whole  case  of  the  Qovernment — the  alle- 
gation that  there  was  a  spirit  of  lawless- 
ness and  resistance  to  the  payment  of 
rates  among  the  crofters.  He  might 
quote  a  great  many  witnesses  on  that 
point;  but  he  would  content  himself 
with  one.  He  would  content  himself 
with  the  words  of  the  bitterest  enemy  of 
the  crofters  in  Scotland — he  meant  The 
SeoUman  newspaper.  What  did  the 
editor  of  that  paper  say  with  reference 
to  this  part  of  the  case  ?  In  a  leading 
article  on  the  12th  of  October,  he  said — 

"  In  the  firtt  place,  it  is  impowiblo  to  redtt 
the  oondunoD  that  the  accumulation  of  the  large 
arrears  of  poor  rates  which  in  some  parishes 
have  left  the  Parochial  Boards  lit*:rally  without 
the  power  of  discharging  their  legal  duties  is,  in 
very  p^eat  measure,  the  fault  of  the  Local  Au- 
thorities themselves.  In  no  case  has  there 
been  displayed  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
people  to  r^use  payment  of  the  rates,  or  even  to 
complain  of  inequality"  or  oppressiveness  of 
their  incidence.  But  in  many  instances  they 
have  been  able  to  produce  receipts  for  a  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  amount  now  sought 
to  be  recovered ;  in  others  they  have  alleged, 
apparently  with  truth,  that  no  application  for 
payment  has  ever  been  made;  while  several 
asserted  that  they  had  paid  the  rates  to  the 
factor,  but  that  the  amount  had  been  appro- 
priated by  him  to  the  rent  account.  In  one  in- 
stance a  writ  for  two  years*  rates  was  served  on 
a  person  who  on  investigation  was  found  to  be 
a  pauper,  the  rent  of  his  holding  being  paid  for 
him  by  the  Parochial  Board.  Facts  like  these 
show  clearly  that  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  Skye  has  been  characterized  by  a 
degree  of  laxity  and  downright  negligence  that 
is  alone  sufficient  to  account  for  the  present  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  aflfairs." 

When  he  could  quote  such  testimony 
from  the  bitterest  enemy  of  the  crofters 
— the  man  who  most  habitually  and 
most  persistently  resiled  the  crofters — 
and  wnen  that  was  his  summary  of  the 
facta — he  (Mr.  Hunter)  thought  he  had 


made  out  as  strong  a  case  for  an  inquiry 
as  had  ever  been  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  one  case  a  woman 
who  was  applied  to  could  not  pay  the 
rate.  Her  husband  was  away  from  home 
searching  for  work,  and  he  was  totally 
unable  to  pay  the  rate;  but  still  the 
woman  was  pressed  for  payment.  There 
was  a  similar  case,  of  a  woman  whose 
husband  died  two  years  ago,  and  who 
was  reduced  almost  to  poverty,  and  she 
pleaded  that  she  could  not  pay  the 
money.  The  whole  story  of  Skye  was 
full  of  such  cases.  Mr.  Duncan  Macrae, 
one  of  the  most  extensive  merchants  in 
the  island,  stated  that  about  four  years 
ago  he  discovered  that  many  of  his 
customers  were  falling  behind  in  their 
payments;  but  he  would  not  ask  the 
assistance  of  the  police  or  Marines  in 
assisting  him  to  collect  his  debts.  In 
,  one  parish  some  of  the  crofters  did  not 
produce  corn  sufficient  for  seed,  and 
those  who  were  not  able  to  do  so  had  to 
live  on  potatoes.  It  was  impossible  to 
read  the  description  of  that  island,  and 
the  frightful  state  of  poverty  in  which 
the  people  were,  without  perceiving  the 
truth  of  the  remark  that  in  many  of 
these  cases  the  officers  of  the  law,  in- 
stead of  going  in  full  military  array  to 
collect  rates,  would  have  been  far  better 
employed  if  they  had  distributed  the 
cost  of  the  expedition  among  the  people 
in  the  shape  of  charity.  The  real  ob- 
ject of  the  expedition  was  to  extort 
arrears  in  defiance  of  the  spirit  of  the 
Crofters'  Act,  and  to  compel  the  tenants 
to  pay  these  excessive  and  exorbitant 
sums  which  would  be  declared  in  due 
time  by  the  Crofters'  Commission  to  be 
unfair.  While  the  payment  of  rates  was 
the  excuse,  the  collection  of  rents  was 
the  real  object  of  the  expedition.  One 
of  the  Parochial  Boards  in  Skye  had 
passed  a  resolution  that  they  would  not 
allow  any  writs  for  rates  to  be  served 
along  with  write  for  arrears  of  rent. 
What  did  the  Government  do  ?  The 
Government  threatened  that  unless  they 
consented  that  the  writs  for  rates  should 
be  served  at  one  and  the  same  time  with 
the  writs  for  rent  the  Government  would 
refuse  to  give  the  Parochial  Board  any 
assistance  whatever  in  the  collection  of 
rates.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  would  givehon. 
Members  one  or  two  illustrations  of  the 
class  of  persons  from  whom  these  rates 
were  to  be  collected.  One  of  these  cases 
was  that   of  an  old  pensioner  named 
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guilty  or  not — they  should,  at  all  events, 
have  some  punishment  in  the  shape  of 
imprisonment,  and  the  punishment  was 
inflicted  upon  them  because  they  had 
been  guilty,  in  the  eyes  of  Sheriff  Ivory, 
of  the  abominable  crime  of  vindicating 
the  crofters.  Anything  more  scandalous 
in  the  administration  of  justice  could 
scarcely  be  conceived.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  said  these  laws 
had  existed  for  a  long  time,  and  there 
had  been  no  complaint.  But  why  had 
there  been  no  complaint?  It  was  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  have  tried  to  do  in  Edinburgh,  or 
Aberdeen,  or  in  the  South  of  Scotland, 
what  his  officials  had  done  in  the  High- 
lands. He  would  remind  hon.  Members 
of  the  gro^  illegality  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Shiress 
Will)  had  pointed  out  last  night,  of 
searches  made  in  the  dead  of  night  for  a 
number  of  crofters  upon  a  purely  tech- 
nical offence.  It  seemed  that  the  au- 
thorities in  Skyo,  not  content  with 
arresting  persons  who  were  accused  of 
crimes,  also  arrested  witnesses ;  and 
there  was  a  case  where  tlie  operation  of 
arrest  had  been  brought  into  play 
against  two  persons  who  were  guilty  of 
no  other  o^ence  than  that  they  were 
suspected  of  knowing  something  about 
some  accusation  which  had  been  made 
against  somebody  else.  Two  policemen 
had  been  sent  from  Portree  to  arrest 
two  men  named  M'Leod  and  M'Caskie, 
and  drag  them  from  their  work  in  order 
that  they  might  be  examined,  and  they 
had  received  no  compensation  for  the 
loss  to  which  they  had  been  subjected. 
Another  man,  Norman  M'Lean,  had 
been  arrested  and  put  into  prison  for  re- 
fusing to  admit  a  police  constable  to  a 
meeting  which  ho  had  convened.  He 
(Mr.  Hunter)  took  it  that  any  person 
who  held  a  meeting  had  a  perfect  right 
to  choose  his  own  company,  and,  at  all 
events,  that  the  remedy  for  the  police 
constable  would  be  a  civil  action.  But 
in  this  case  a  respectable  man  was  ar- 
rested on  the  trumpery  charge  of  keep- 
ing the  policeman  out  of  the  meeting, 
and  put  into  prison.  He  would  tell  the 
House  something  about  these  prisons. 
In  Scotland  there  was  a  vestige  of  the 
old  Homan  law  and  of  the  old  French 
law,  which  was  called  by  the  name  of 
the  oubliette — and  well  might  it  be  so 
called — because  when  a  person  was  ar- 
rested he  was  shut  up  from  all  com- 
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munication  with  the  outside  world.     He 
was  not  allowed  to  send  any  nressage 
until    such    time    as     the     authorities 
thought  fit  to  subject  him  to  examina- 
tion.     He  congratulated  the  Oovem- 
ment  upon  having,  at  last,  taken  steps 
to  mitigate  that  great  evil,  because  at 
present  there  was  no  power  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  even  if  they  fdt 
disposed,  to  allow  such  communication. 
There  was  now  lyin^  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  an  Amendment  of  the  Boles 
of   the    Prison    Commissioners,    whidi 
would  in  future  authorise  the  authorities 
in  cases  where  they  thought  fit — thou^ 
in  those  cases  only — to  allow  comQiani- 
cation  with  the  prisoners  from  the  time 
of  the  arrest.     The  House,  therefore, 
would    understand    what    was    meant 
in    Scotland    by   this   violent    process 
of  arrest,   instead  of  the  ordinary  and 
usual  summons.     The  right  hon.  and 
learned    Lord    Advocate    threw    great 
contempt  upon  the  newspapers,  and  the 
information  they  contained ;  bat  it  wu 
a  fact  that  in  all  these  proceedings  the 
officials  in  Skye  had  no  authority  to  go 
upon,  and  no  evidence  of  any  kind  ex- 
cept what  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
It  appeared  in  the  newspapers  that  t 
Mr.  Nicholson,  who  had  some  contro- 
versy with  Sheriff  Ivory  last  year — tnd 
it  was  an  unfortunate  circumstance  that, 
upon  a  question  of  fact,  four  witnesses 
had  sworn  to  a  state  of  facts  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  that  which  was  affirmed 
by  Sheriff  Ivory— it  was  alleged  thtt 
Mr.  Nicholson  had  called  Sheriff  Ivoiy 
a  liar.    That  was  a  Saxon  expression, 
but  it  was  not  very  polite.    Proceedings 
were  taken  against  him.    Was  a  sum- 
mons issued  calling  upon  NidiolsoB  to 
show  cause  why  he  should  answer  this 
charge  ?    Nothing  of  the  sort.     He  tss 
arrested,  and  put  into  the  oMutte^  wbic^ 
gave  him  time  for  reflection ;  gave  him, 
in  short,  a  taste  of  those  blesaags  of 
Scotch  law  of  which  the  right  hon.  sad 
learned  Lord  Advocate  was  so  prood. 
Another  gentleman — a  Mr.  Macxay— 
had  written  a  letter  to  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
That  letter  had  been  published  in  warn 
Scotch  paper.     Although  there  was  so 
evidence  to  show  by  whom  it  was  pub- 
lished, the  author  of  the  letter  was  u- 
sumed  instantly  to  be  the  publisher,  sad 
he  had  called  Sheriff  Ivory  a  "  jndieisl 
monster."   Now,  that  language  was  wA 
polite.    Sheriff  Ivory  himself,  bowtfer^ 
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was  in  the  habit  of  using  very  strong 
language;  and  although  it  was  highly 
improper  that  crofters  should  recipro- 
cate in  a  similar  inelegant  epistolary 
style  in  which  he  indulged,  yet  it  was 
not  inexplicable  that  they  should  do  so. 
Maokay  was  not  summoned — he  was 
arrested,  and  another  gross  abuse  of  the 
forms  of  the  law  was.  perpetrated.  If 
upon  inquiry  it  was  ascertained  that 
these  were  the  facts,  it  was  impossible 
to  pass  too  strong  a  condemnation  either 
upon  the  officials  who  were  guiltyof  them 
or  upon  the  higher  authorities  who  sanc- 
tioned them.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  had 
stated  that  there  was  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  that  which  was  the  basis  of  the 
whole  case  of  the  Government — the  alle- 
gation that  there  was  a  spirit  of  lawless- 
ness and  resistance  to  the  payment  of 
rates  among  the  crofters.  He  might 
quote  a  great  many  witnesses  on  that 
point;  but  he  would  content  himself 
with  one.  He  would  content  himself 
with  the  words  of  the  bitterest  euemy  of 
the  crofters  in  Scotland — he  meant  The 
Seotsman  newspaper.  What  did  the 
editor  of  that  paper  say  with  reference 
to  this  part  of  the  case  ?  In  a  leading 
article  on  the  12th  of  October,  he  said — 

"  In  the  first  place,  it  is  impowiblo  to  reeitt 
the  oonolurioD  that  the  accamuUtion  of  Uie  Urge 
arrears  of  poor  rates  which  in  some  parishes 
have  left  the  Parochial  Boards  lit*;rally  without 
the  power  of  discharging  their  legal  duties  is,  in 
very  great  measure,  the  fault  of  the  Local  Au- 
thorities themselres.  In  no  case  has  there 
been  displayed  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
people  to  refuse  payment  of  the  rates,  or  even  to 
complain  of  inequality'  or  oppressiveness  of 
their  incidence.  But  in  many  instances  they 
have  been  able  to  produce  receipts  for  a  con- 
siderabla  proportion  of  the  amount  now  sought 
to  be  recovered ;  in  others  they  have  alleged, 
apparently  with  truth,  that  no  application  for 
payment  has  ever  been  made;  while  several 
asserted  that  they  had  paid  the  rates  to  the 
factor,  but  that  the  amount  had  been  appro- 
priated by  him  to  the  rent  account.  In  one  in- 
stance a  writ  for  two  years*  rates  was  served  on 
a  person  who  on  investigation  was  found  to  be 
a  pauper*  the  rent  of  his  holding  being  paid  for 
him  by  the  Pftrochial  Board.  Facts  like  these 
show  dearly  that  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  Skye  has  been  characterized  by  a 
degree  of  laxity  and  downright  negligence  that 
is  alone  sufficient  to  account  for  the  present  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  aflfairs." 

When  he  could  quote  such  testimony 
from  the  bitterest  enemy  of  the  crofters 
— the  man  who  most  habitually  and 
most  persistently  reviled  the  crofters — 
and  when  that  was  his  summary  of  the 
£act3 — he  (Mr.  Hunter)  thought  he  had 


made  out  as  strong  a  case  for  an  inquiry 
as  had  ever  been  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  one  case  a  woman 
who  was  applied  to  could  not  pay  the 
rate.  Her  husband  was  away  from  home 
searching  for  work,  and  he  was  totally 
unable  to  pay  the  rate;  but  still  the 
woman  was  pressed  for  payment.  There 
was  a  similar  case,  of  a  woman  whose 
husband  died  two  years  ago,  and  who 
was  reduced  almost  to  poverty,  and  she 
pleaded  that  she  could  not  pay  the 
money.  The  whole  story  of  Skye  was 
full  of  such  cases.  Mr.  Duncan  Macrae, 
one  of  the  most  extensive  merchants  in 
the  island,  stated  that  about  four  years 
ago  he  discovered  that  many  of  his 
customers  were  falling  behind  in  their 
payments;  but  he  would  not  ask  the 
assistance  of  the  police  or  Marines  in 
assisting  him  to  collect  his  debts.  In 
,  one  parish  some  of  the  crofters  did  not 
produce  corn  sufficient  for  seed,  and 
those  who  were  not  able  to  do  so  had  to 
live  on  potatoes.  It  was  impossible  to 
read  the  description  of  that  island,  and 
the  frightful  state  of  poverty  in  which 
the  people  were,  without  perceiving  the 
truth  of  the  remark  that  in  many  of 
these  cases  the  officers  of  the  law,  in- 
stead of  going  in  full  military  array  to 
collect  rates,  would  have  been  far  better 
employed  if  they  had  distributed  the 
cost  of  the  expedition  among  the  people 
in  the  shape  of  charity.  The  real  ob- 
ject of  the  expedition  was  to  extort 
arrears  in  defiance  of  the  spirit  of  the 
Crofters'  Act,  and  to  compel  the  tenants 
to  pay  these  excessive  and  exorbitant 
sums  which  would  be  declared  in  due 
time  by  the  Crofters'  Commission  to  be 
unfair.  While  the  payment  of  rates  was 
the  excuse,  the  collection  of  rents  was 
the  real  object  of  the  expedition.  One 
of  the  Parochial  Boards  in  Skye  had 
passed  a  resolution  that  they  would  not 
allow  any  writs  for  rates  to  be  served 
along  with  write  for  arrears  of  rent. 
What  did  the  Government  do  ?  The 
Government  threatened  that  unless  they 
consented  that  the  writs  for  rates  should 
be  served  at  one  and  the  same  time  with 
the  writs  for  rent  the  Oovemment  would 
refuse  to  give  the  Parochial  Board  any 
assistance  whatever  in  the  collection  of 
rates.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  would  givehon. 
Members  one  or  two  illustrations  of  the 
class  of  persons  from  whom  these  rates 
were  to  be  collected.  One  of  these  cases 
was  that   of  an  old  pensioner  named 
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Nicholson,  who  had  served  Her  Majesty 
in  several  notable  campaigns,  and  who 
had  arrived  at  an  advanced  age.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  were  marked  down  for 
prosecution  in  this  campaign  for  rents. 
His  arrears  amounted  to  £8.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  in  which  a  landlord 
should  have  shown  some  indulgence 
surely  it  was  the  case  of  an  old  hero  of 
so  many  battles.  But  extreme  proceed- 
ings were  taken  against  the  man,  and  ulti- 
mately, when  his  goods  had  been  seized 
and  were  on  the  point  of  being  sold,  some 
people  in  the  neighbourhood  came  for- 
ward and  contributed  out  of  their  own 
pockets  the  £8  which  was  demanded  by 
the  landlord.  Yet  The  Scotsman  quoted 
the  case  as  a  proof  that  the  inability  to 
pay  rents  was  a  hollow  pretence,  and 
that  it  was  only  necessary  to  apply  ex- 
treme torture  in  order  to  extract  the  full 
rents.  The  editor  of  The  Migh'ander 
and  one  or  two  gentlemen,  ashamed  of 
their  country — and  ashamed  that  men 
should  be  subjected  to  such  harsh  pro- 
ceedings— contributed  out  of  their  own 
pockets  the  £8  which  the  landlord  had 
the  meanness  to  take.  This  war  was 
still  going  on.  On  the  15th  of  January 
there  was  a  batch  of  writs  for  arrears  of 
rent  served — 30  altogether — and  14  of 
these  were  against  widows,  most  of 
whom  were  struggling  to  bring  up  their 
families  under  very  difficult  circum- 
stances. He  (Mr.  Hunter)  would  say  a 
word  about  Sheriff  Ivory.  Perhaps  the 
House  would  understand  why  it  was 
that  the  people  in  Skye  were  not  so  pro- 
foundly impressed  with  the  dignity  of 
the  Sheriff  as  the  Sheriff  was  himself. 
The  reason  was  that  the  Sheriff  did  not 
alwaysbehaveina  very  dignified  manner. 
In  one  case  Sheriff  Ivory  ordered  a 
policeman  to  go  to  the  house  of  a  widow 
as  fast  as  possible,  and  because  the 
policeman  was  not  able  to  go  fast 
enough  the  Sheriff  shouted  after  him  to 
take  off  his  coat  and  run.  He  (Mr. 
Hunter)  condemned  the  double  capacity 
in  which  Sheriff  Ivory  was  employed — 
as  an  Executive  officer  and  as  a  Judge. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate informed  the  House  that  this 
union  of  judicial  and  police  functions 
was  one  that  had  never  been  complained 
of;  but  the  Lord  Advocate  himself  for- 
got that  he  himself  had  mentioned  a 
fact  which  conclusively  proved  that  the 
system  was  intolerable  to  the  people  of 
Skye.      The  right    hon.    and    learned 

Mr.  Hunter 


Gentleman  said  they  could  not  try  these 
cases  in  Skye. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  never  said  so. 
What  I  said  was  that,  owing  to  the 
state  of  feeling  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  we  should  have  been  re- 
proached by  our  hon.  Friends  opposite  if 
we  had  tried  them  by  Sheriff  ivory. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  Yes;  you  would 
have  been  reproached  by  the  whole 
country,  and  deservedly  so.  The  fact 
that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  been  employed 
as  a  policeman  in  ferreting  out  and  con- 
ducting operations  against  the  crofters 
was  a  fact  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  disqualified  him  from  acting  as 
a  Judge.  What  was  that  but  to  con- 
demn the  utterly  monstrous  and  anoma- 
lous system  of  employing  the  same  man 
as  a  Judge  in  the  Court  and  as  a  police- 
man to  bring  them  to  trial  ?  The  beet 
proof  of  the  poverty  of  the  people  was  in 
the  nature  of  the  articles  upon  which 
distraint  was  executed.  What  were 
those  articles  ?  In  numerous  cases  those 
articles  consisted  of  the  bed  and  bedding 
of  the  crofters,  as  nothing  else  could  be 
found.  In  one  case,  four  or  ^v^  hem 
were  the  sole  property  that  could  be 
seized ;  and  not  only  that,  but  one  of 
the  commonest  objects  on  which  the  dis- 
traint was  executed  was  the  stack  of 
peats.  The  effect  of  this  was  to  make  it 
a  criminal  offence  for  a  crofter  to  go  to 
his  peat  stack,  and  have  a  fire  to  keep 
him  warm  in  the  depth  of  winter. 
Happily,  the  law  of  England  did  not 
know  what  the  Sheriff  Officer  was ;  bat 
he  was  a  mighty  personage  in  ScotUod. 
The  smallest  proceeding  in  a  eivil  suit  in 
Scotland  could  not  be  taken  without  in- 
voking the  aid  of  this  augustjperson.  It 
was  one  of  the  relics  of  the  Koman  lav 
which  were  embedded  in  the  Sootch  lav. 
It  appeared  that  the  Sheriff  Officer  was 
in  some  mysterious  way  clothed  with 
the  majesty  of  the  law,  and  that  to 
show  any  disrespect  to  a  Sheriff  Officer 
was  a  high  and  mighty  ofilsnce.  Un* 
fortunately,  the  instrument  whom  tbe 
law  was  compelled  to  employ  was  boI 
always  worthy  of  that  high  voeadoa. 
Macdonald,  who  was  principally  eogagsd 
in  these  proceedings  in  Skve,  was  a  gea- 
tleman  who,  entirely  of  his  own  spaa- 
taneity — when  he  was  sent  to  execute 
an  eviction — was  not  content  with  evkc- 
ing  a  tenanti  but  proceeded,  withoat  tht 
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authority  of  the  landlord,  to  bum  down 
the  house.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
criminal  proceedings  had  been  taken 
against  Macdonald;  but  the  landlords 
had  raised  a  civil  action  for  £70  da- 
mages against  him.  It  was  the  favourite 
amusement  of  Macdonald  on  going 
through  Skye,  to  threaten  the  people  that 
he  would  burn  down  their  houses.  On 
several  occasions  the  reporters  witnessed 
assaults  which  he  committed  on  perfectly 
inoffensive  people,  and  Macdonald  was 
the  very  worst  person  whom  the  Go- 
vernment could  have  selected  for  the 
duty.  Inverness  was  the  county  where 
the  offence,  if  any,  had  been  committed. 
Inverness  was  a  Highland  county — a 
Gaelic-speaking  county.  In  Inverness 
there  would  have  been  a  perfectly  fair 
trial.  No  one  could  charge  the  people  of 
Inverness  with  excessive  partiality  to  the 
crofters,  seeing  that  the  Burghs  returned 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  to  Par- 
liament. The  cost  to  the  crofters  out  on 
bail  would  have  been  comparatively  small, 
and  the  cost  of  bringing  witnesses  would 
have  been  comparatively  small.  What 
was  the  reason  for  trying;  them  in  Edin- 
burgh ?  It  put  the  poor  crofters  to  an 
expense  of  £30,  apart  altogether  from 
counsel.  It  was  therefore  oppressive  to 
the  crofters.  Another  reason  was  that 
in  order  to  make  a  mountain  out  of  a 
molehill,  and  to  impress  the  country 
with  the  idea  that  there  was  a  revolu- 
tion in  the  Highlands,  the  authorities 
made  a  sort  of  State  trial  of  the  charges 
in  Edinburgh ;  and  the  reason  why  the 
trial  was  taken  to  Edinburgh  was  that 
Edinburgh  was  the  one  place  in  Scot- 
land where  the  atmosphere  was  polluted 
and  poisoned  with  slanders  against  the 
crofters.  There  was  only  one  morning 
newspaper  published  in  Edinburgh  at 
the  time,  and  he  could  cull  ^m  the 
leading  articles  of  that  newspaper — day 
alter  day  and  week  after  week  —a  paper 
circulating  entirely  amongst  the  class  of 
persons  from  whom  juries  were  drawn — 
statements  of  the  most  violent  character, 
assuming  the  guilt  of  all  the  prisoners, 
and  accusing  &em  not  only  of  every 
criminal  offence,  but  of  moral  delinquen- 
cies. Those  extracts  were  of  such  a 
character  that  he  felt  certain  in  England 
they  would  have  affbrded  good  ground 
for  an  application  to  remove  the  trial 
from  Edinburgh  on  the  ground  that  a 
fair  trial  could  not  be  held,  for  the  con- 
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duct  and  character  of  the  newspaper. 
And,  now,  he  came  to  the  sentences, — 
he  was  not  going  to  criticize  the  sen- 
tences passed  upon  the  crofters,  except  to 
say  that  the  people  of  the  country  could 
not  fail  to  compare,  nor  overlook  the  fact, 
that  the  sentences  that  wero  passed  on 
the  Scotch  crofters  were  as  severe  as  the 
sentences  passed  on  the  Belfast  Orange- 
men— four  months  and  six  months  in 
both  cases.  But  in  the  case  of  the 
crofters,  a  mere  technical  violation  of 
the  law ;  and  in  the  case  of  the  Orange- 
men, a  state  almost  of  insurrection.  But 
there  was  one  substantial  difference  be- 
tween the  two  cases.  In  Belfast,  the 
Orangemen  were  the  tools  and  the  dupes 
of  the  Irish  landlords.  In  Skye  tbo 
crofters  were  the  victims  of  the  Scottish 
landlords.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
liord  Advocate  had  accomplished  thaft 
which  at  one  time  he  (Mr.  Hunter) 
should  have  thought  would  have  been 
beyond  the  power  of  any  Lord  Advocate 
— he  had  succeeded  in  bringing  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Scotland  into 
contempt.  There  was  no  people  more 
law-abiding  than  the  Scottish  people,  or 
who  had  a  greater  loathing  oi  the  taint 
of  imprisonment,  but  such  had  been  the 
administration  of  the  law,  that  when 
some  of  the  crofters  were  released  from 
prison  they  were  met  with  pipers  and 
bands,  and  received  the  ovation  of  a  whole 
neighbourhood.  And  why  was  that? 
Because  the  whole  population  of  Scot- 
land looked  with  disgust  and  with  in- 
dignation upon  the  manner  in  which 
this  law  was  carried  out ;  and  the  cruel 
severity  of  the  sentences  imposed.  That 
was  an  unfortunate  feeling  to  engender. 
It  would  probably  spread  from  the  North 
to  the  South ;  and  it  was  a  feeling  which 
had  been  wantonly  excited  and  pro- 
voked, without  the  slightest  justification, 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He 
(Mr.  Hunter)  had  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain)  would  have 
taken  part  in  this  debate.  He  had  seen 
statements  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  interesting 
himself  in  the  crofters,  and  that  he  was 
to  make-— at  the  ensuing  Easter— one  of 
those  political  pilgrimages  out  of  which 
he  expected  to  derive  considerable  profit. 
He  (Mr.  Hunter)  regretted  that  in  an 
hour  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
services  might  have  been  extremely  use- 
ful, and  on  a  question  of  the  highest  im- 
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portance  tojthe  crofters,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemaii  did  not  see  fit  even  to  coun- 
tenance the  House  by  his  presence.  He 
warned  the  Government,  however,  that 
if  they  did  not  grant  this  inquiry,  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  no  alternative  but  to  assume 
that  the  charges  made  were  true.  If  the 
statements  were  inaccurate,  exaggerated 
or  distorted,  then]the  Government  ought 
to  welcome  an  inquiry.  If  the  Govern- 
ment refused  the  inquiry,  then  they 
would  know  what  to  think,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  anticipate  that  even  the  small 
number  of  hon.  Members  the  present 
Conservative  Government  was  now  able 
to  returnJ';for  "Scotland  would  be  very 
substantially  diminished  at  the  next 
Election. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  so  long  occupied  with 
this  debate — for  two  reasons.  Firstly, 
because  of  the  delay  to  the  Business  of 
the  country  ;  and,  secondly,  because  it 
was  an  impleasing  duty  for  Scottish 
Members  to  come  to  this  House  and 
complain  of  mal-administration  of  the 
law  in  Scotland.  But  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  where  the  responsibility  lay. 
Hon  Members  from  Scotland  had  on 
many  previous  occasions  called  attention 
to  the  maladministration  of  justice  in 
the  North  West  of  Scotland,  and  there 
had  been  no  redress.  In  particular, 
he  himself  had  called  attention  to  the 
anomalous  position  of  Procurators-Fiscal 
in  that  part  of  the  country.  These 
Procurators-Fiscal  were  also  the  public 
prosecutors,  and  in  the  Island  of  Skye 
and  in  the  West  Islands  generally  the 
same  individual  was  factor  or  land  agent 
for  the  proprietors.  It  was  alleged — 
and  he  thought  there  were  good  grounds 
for  the  allegation — that  they  used  their 
official  position  to  act  oppressively  to- 
wards the  tenants,  and  to  bring  them 
more  effectually  under  the  control  of  the 
landlords.  When  hon.  Members  called 
attention  to  this  point  they  had  received 
the  usual  official  reply  that  either  there 
was  no  ground  for  the  complaint,  or, 
that  if  there  was,  it  was  impossible  to 
find  a  remedy.  Only  the  other  day  he 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  whether  he  had  taken 
tmy  steps  to  remedy  the  state  of  matters 
in  two  such  instances  in  Skye?  He 
understood   from    the    right   hon.  and 

J/r.  Hunter 


learned  Gentlemen  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  that  negotiations 
had  been  entered  into  with  the  Procara- 
tors-Fiscal  for  the  purpose  of  gettiug 
them  either  to  surrender  their  offices  or 
their  private  practice.  But  no  progress 
seemed  yet  to  have  been  made  towards 
the  accomplishment  of  this  design .  In 
face  of  the  fact  that  up  till  this  time 
no  steps  had  been  taken  to  remedy  or 
meet  the  complaints  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, respecting  administration  of  jus- 
tice, they  had  no  alternative  except  to 
bring  the  matter  before  this  House  in 
the  most  complete  manner  possible.  This 
seemed  the  fitting  opportunity,  for  the 
Address  gave — and  was  intended  to  give 
-^to  Parliament  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  action  of  the  Government  durinj^ 
the  Becess.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  attempted  some  reply 
last  evening,  but  that  reply  did  not  deal 
with  the  charges  which  had  been  made 
in  support  of  the  Amendment,  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  he,  (Mr.  Barday)  would  point 
out  the  charges  they  made  against  the 
Executive  officials  and  authorities  in 
Skye  that  he  might  give  what  explana- 
tion of  them  he  could.  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  yet  see 
fit — if  not  on  this  Amendment,  then  in 
some  other  way — ^to  grant  an  inquiry, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  give  in  his  own  interest  as  well  as  in 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  Skye. 
The  charge  divided  itself  into  two 
heads — the  first  was  that  the  landlords 
in  Skye  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  beneficent  intentions  of  Par- 
liament when  they  passed  the  Crofters' 
Act,  and,  further,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  BcoHand 
and  other  legal  officials  of  the  Crown 
were  a  part  of  that  conspiracy.  He 
did  not  wish  to  be  nuaonderstood. 
He  had  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  highest  personal  respect,  and 
he  would  state  deliberately  and  frankly 
that  he  did  not  believe  in  the  least 
that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  was 
knowingly  a  party  to  the  conspiracy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deoeived, 
he  believed,  by  the  officials  in  whom  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  trust ;  and  ha 
beUeved  the  "King  of  Skye''  had 
proved  himself  too  astute  both  for  tiia 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secrelazy  lor 
Scotland  and  for  the  Govenun«ot  offi* 
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clals.  What  were  the  facts?  There 
had  been  a  previous  military  expedition 
to  Skye,  which  did  not  do  much  good, 
but  it  had  indirectly  a  highly  beneficial 
influence  on  the  crofters,  for  it  apparently 
Fatisfied  the  then  Liberal  Qoyemment 
that  it  was  necessary  for  Parliament  to 
interfere  to  protect  the  crofters  from  the 
rapacity  of  tne  landlords.  That  was  the 
only  inference  which  could  be  drawn 
from  the  fact  that  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment brought  forward  their  Bill  and 
carried  it  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  the  approval  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  object  of 
the  Act  was  to  give  the  crofters  security 
of  tenure  in  Skye,  and  to  provide  that  they 
should  only  be  called  upon  to  pay  fair 
rents.  There  was  another  provision  in 
the  Bill  with  respect  to  arrears  of  rent. 
When  the  Bill  was  passing  through  the 
House  it  was  evident,  from  what  was 
known  to  be  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
in  Skye,  that  if  the  Act  were  passed, 
however  beneficent  its  terms  might  be, 
it  would  do  little  good  to  the  crofters  in 
6kye  so  long  as  a  great  burden  of 
arrears  was  banging  over  them,  and 
the  Act  authorized  the  Commissioners 
to  deal  with  arrears.  The  object  of 
the  conspiracy  of  which  he  spoke  could 
be  inferred  from  what  took  place.  The 
landlords  of  Skye  were  determined  as 
far  as  possible  to  defeat  the  beneficent 
intentions  of  Parliament,  and  they  en- 
deavoured to  exact  all  they  possibly  could 
of  the  arrears  before  the  Crofters'  Act 
came  into  force.  The  Act  came  into  force 
as  soon  as  it  passed  this  House,  but  unfor- 
tunately it  was  one  of  those  pieces  of 
patchwork  legislation  which  had  resulted 
when  on  previous  occasions  the  House 
had  attempted  to  deal  with  land.  The 
Act  was  not  made  applicable  to  any  part 
of  Scotland  until  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act  should  so  declare ; 
but  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  was  also  required 
before  the  Act  took  effect.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  Commissioners  began  with 
the  mainland,  where  the  case,  in  his  opi- 
nion, was  not  so  urgent  as  in  the  is- 
lands, but  they  did  send  a  Iteport  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  bringing  Skye 
under  the  Act.  For  some  reason,  how- 
ever, a  period  elapsed  of  three  weeks 
between  the  time  this  Beport  was  de- 
spatched by  the  Commissioners  and  the 
time  when  it  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  to  that 


point  he  would  respectfully  direct  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
because  a  great  deal  depended  on  those 
three  weeks.  During  that  time  the  land- 
lords were  not  idle.  They  raised  many 
actions  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  against  the 
crofters  for  arrears.  Of  course  the  Act 
of  Parliament  did  not  from  the  date  of 
its  passing  suspend  the  action  of  the 
Sheriff  Courts  from  the  collection  of 
arrears,  and  not  until  the  Act  actually 
came  into  operation  by  the  fiat  of  the 
Scotch  Secretary  were  the  Commissioners 
able  to  take  any  cognizance  of  arrears. 
In  the  meantime  the  landlords  were 
urging  upon  the  Government  to  send  an 
armed  force  to  Skye  to  maintain  law  and 
order  on  the  island.  What  were  the 
grounds  of  this  application  ?  It  was 
represented  that  it  was  impossible  to 
collect  the  poor  rates,  the  education 
rates,  and  other  rates  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  framework  of  society. 
What  truth  was  there  in  this  allegation  ? 
On  the  14th  of  March  last,  a  return  was 
presented  to  the  House  showing  the 
amount  of  arrears  due  by  the  landlords 
and  the  larger  farmers,  and  also  by  the 
crofters.  The  right  hoa.  Gentleman  had 
recently  stated  that  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  obtain  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  arrears  of  rates  due  by 
the  crofters,  but  there  were  only  seven 
parishes  in  Skye,  and  the  Board  of 
Supervision  had  only  to  request  informa- 
tion from  the  Parochial  Boards  as  to 
the  amount  of  arrf  ars  which  had  been 
paid  since  the  return  made  up  in  March 
last.  That  would  not  have  been  a  mat- 
ter of  much  difficulty,  while  everybody 
would  allow  that  in  the  discussion  of 
this  question  it  was  of  material  conse- 
quence to  know  who  were  responsible 
for  the  arrears.  There  could  have 
been  no  great  difficulty  in  supplement- 
ing that  information.  At  the  14th 
of  March  the  arrears  of  rates  in  Skye 
amounted  to  £5,200.  The  total  amount 
of  rates  payable  by  the  landlords  was 
£4,652,  and  their  arrears  on  that  sum 
amounted  to  £3,605.  The  landlords 
had  paid  only  £1,047,  or  less  than  one- 
fourth  .  The  larger  tenants  were  respon- 
sible for  £2,526,  and  they  were  £1,004 
in  arrear,  having  paid  rather  more 
than  one-half.  The  total  amount  for 
which  the  crofters  were  responsible 
was  £1,128,  and  of  that  they  had 
paid  £532^  or  nearly  one-half.  Surely 
the  Government  would  not  plead  that 
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portance  to^tlie  crofters,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemaii  did  not  see  fit  even  to  coun- 
tenance the  House  hy  his  presence.  He 
warned  the  Government,  however,  that 
if  they  did  not  grant  this  inquiry,  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  no  alternative  hut  to  assume 
that  the  charges  made  were  true.  If  the 
statements  were  inaccurate,  exaggerated 
or  distorted,  thenjthe  Government  ought 
to  welcome  an  inquiry.  If  the  Govern- 
ment refused  the  inquiry,  then  they 
would  know  what  to  think,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  anticipate  that  even  the  small 
number  of  hon.  Members  the  present 
Conservative  Government  was  now  able 
to  returnj; for  "Scotland  would  be  very 
substantially  diminished  at  the  next 
Election. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  so  long  occupied  with 
this  debate — for  two  reasons.  Firstly, 
because  of  the  delay  to  the  Business  of 
the  country  ;  and,  secondly,  because  it 
was  an  impleasing  duty  for  Scottish 
Members  to  come  to  this  House  and 
complain  of  mal-administration  of  the 
law  in  Scotland.  But  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  where  the  responsibility  lay. 
Hon  Members  from  Scotland  had  on 
many  previous  occasions  called  attention 
to  the  maladministration  of  justice  in 
the  North  West  of  Scotland,  and  there 
had  been  no  redress.  In  particular, 
he  himself  had  called  attention  to  the 
anomalous  position  of  Procurators-Fiscal 
in  that  part  of  the  country.  These 
Procurators-Fiscal  were  also  the  public 
prosecutors,  and  in  the  Island  of*  Skye 
and  in  the  West  Islands  generally  the 
same  individual  was  factor  or  land  agent 
for  the  proprietors.  It  was  alleged — 
and  he  thought  there  were  good  grounds 
for  the  allegation — that  they  used  their 
official  position  to  act  oppressively  to- 
wards the  tenants,  and  to  brine  them 
more  effectually  under  the  control  of  the 
landlords.  When  hon.  Members  called 
attention  to  this  point  they  had  received 
the  usual  official  reply  that  either  there 
was  no  ground  for  the  complaint,  or, 
that  if  there  was,  it  was  impossible  to 
find  a  remedy.  Only  the  other  day  he 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  whether  he  had  taken 
^y  steps  to  remedy  the  state  of  matters 
in  two  such  instances  in  Skye?  He 
understood   from    the    right   hon.  and 
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learned  Gentlemen  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  that  negotiatioDS 
had  been  entered  into  with  the  Procura- 
tors-Fiscal for  the  purpose  of  gettiog 
them  either  to  surrender  their  offices  or 
their  private  practice.     But  no  progress 
seemed  yet  to  have  been  made  towards 
the  accomplishment  of  this  design.     In 
face  of  the  fact  that  up  till  this  time 
no  steps  had  been  taken  to  remedy  or 
meet  the  complaints  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, respecting  administration  of  jus- 
tice, they  had  no  alternative  except  to 
bring  the  matter  before  this  House  in 
the  most  complete  manner  possible.  This 
seemed  the  fitting  opportunity,  for  the 
Address  gave — and  was  intended  to  give 
-^to  Parliament  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  action  of  the  Government  during 
the  Becess.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  attempted  some  reply 
last  evening,  but  that  reply  did  not  deal 
with  the  charges  which  had  been  made 
in  support  of  the  Amendment,  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  he,  (Mr.  Barday)  would  point 
out  the  charges  they  made  against  the 
Executive   officials   and  authorities  in 
Skye  that  he  might  give  what  explana- 
tion of  them  he  could.    He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  yet  see 
fit — if  not  on  this  Amendment,  then  ia 
some  other  way — ^to  grant  an  inquiry, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  give  in  his  own  interest  as  well  as  in 
the  interest  of   the    people    of   Skje. 
The    charge    divided    itself   into   twA 
heads — the  first  was  that  the  landlords 
in  Skye  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  beneficent  intentions  of  Par- 
liament when  they  passed  the  Crofters' 
Act,  and,  further,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
and  other  legal  officials  of  the  Crown 
were  a  part  of   that  conspiracy.      He 
did    not    wish    to    be    misonderttood. 
He  had    for    the  right   hon.    Gentle- 
man the  highest  personal  respect,  and 
he  would  state  deliberately  and  franUy 
that  he  did    not  believe  in  the  least 
that    the   right   hon.    (Gentleman    was 
knowingly  a  party    to  the  conspiraejr. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deceived, 
he  believed,  by  the  officials  in  whom  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  trust ;  and  he 
beUeved    the    ''King  of  Skye"   had 
proved  himself  too  astute  both  for  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Secretary  lor 
Sa>tland  and  for  the  Govemmeot  oil- 
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cials.  What  were  the  facts?  There 
had  heen  a  previous  military  expedition 
to  Skye,  which  did  not  do  much  good, 
but  it  had  indirectly  a  highly  beneficial 
influence  on  the  crofters,  for  it  apparently 
satisfied  the  then  Liberal  Qovemment 
that  it  was  necessary  for  Parliament  to 
interfere  to  protect  the  crofters  from  the 
rapacity  of  the  landlords.  That  was  the 
only  inference  which  could  be  drawn 
from  the  fact  that  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment brought  forward  their  Bill  and 
carried  it  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  the  approval  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  object  of 
the  Act  was  to  give  the  crofters  security 
of  tenure  in  Sky  e,  and  to  provide  that  they 
should  only  be  called  upon  to  pay  fair 
rents.  There  was  another  provision  in 
the  Bill  with  respect  to  arrears  of  rent. 
When  the  Bill  was  passing  through  the 
House  it  was  evident,  from  what  was 
known  to  be  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
in  Skye,  that  if  the  Act  were  passed, 
however  beneficent  its  terms  might  be, 
it  would  do  little  good  to  the  crofters  in 
6kye  so  long  as  a  great  burden  of 
arrears  was  banging  over  them,  and 
the  Act  authorized  the  Commissioners 
to  deal  with  arrears.  The  object  of 
the  conspiracy  of  which  he  spoke  could 
be  inferred  from  what  took  place.  The 
landlords  of  Skje  were  determined  as 
far  as  possible  to  defeat  the  beneficent 
intentions  of  Parliament,  and  they  en- 
deavoured to  exact  all  they  possibly  could 
of  the  arrears  before  the  Crofters'  Act 
came  into  force.  The  Act  came  into  force 
as  soon  as  it  passed  this  House,  but  unfor- 
tunately it  was  one  of  those  pieces  of 
patchwork  legislation  which  had  resulted 
when  on  previous  occasions  the  House 
had  attempted  to  deal  with  land.  The 
Act  was  not  made  applicable  to  any  part 
of  Scotland  until  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act  should  so  declare ; 
but  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  was  also  required 
before  the  Act  took  effect.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  Commissioners  began  with 
the  mainland,  where  the  case,  in  his  opi- 
nion, was  not  so  urgent  as  in  the  is- 
lands, but  they  did  send  a  Iteport  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  bringing  Skye 
under  the  Act.  For  some  reason,  how- 
ever, a  period  elapsed  of  three  weeks 
between  the  time  this  Report  was  de- 
spatched by  the  Commissioners  and  the 
time  when  it  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  to  that 


point  he  would  respectfully  direct  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
because  a  great  deal  depended  on  those 
three  weeks.  During  that  time  the  land- 
lords were  not  idle.  They  raised  many 
actions  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  against  the 
crofters  for  arrears.  Of  course  the  Act 
of  Parliament  did  not  from  the  date  of 
its  passing  suspend  the  action  of  the 
Sheriff  Courts  from  the  collection  of 
arrears,  and  not  until  the  Act  actually 
came  into  operation  by  the  fiat  of  the 
Scotch  Secretary  were  the  Commissioners 
able  to  take  any  cognizance  of  arrears. 
In  the  meantime  the  landlords  were 
urging  upon  the  Government  to  send  an 
armed  force  to  Skye  to  maintain  law  and 
order  on  the  island.  What  were  the 
grounds  of  this  application  ?  It  was 
represented  that  it  was  impossible  to 
collect  the  poor  rates,  the  education 
rates,  and  other  rates  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  framework  of  society. 
What  truth  was  there  in  this  allegation  ? 
On  the  14th  of  March  last,  a  return  was 
presented  to  the  House  showing  the 
amount  of  arrears  due  by  the  landlords 
and  the  larger  farmers,  and  also  by  the 
crofters.  The  right  hoa.  Gentleman  had 
recently  stated  that  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  obtain  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  arrears  of  rates  due  by 
the  crofters,  but  there  were  only  seven 
parishes  in  Skye,  and  the  Board  of 
Supervision  had  only  to  request  informa- 
tion from  the  Parochial  Boards  as  to 
the  amount  of  arrears  which  had  been 
paid  since  the  return  made  up  in  March 
last.  That  would  not  have  been  a  mat- 
ter of  much  difficulty,  while  everybody 
would  allow  that  in  the  discussion  of 
this  question  it  was  of  material  conse- 
quence to  know  who  were  responsible 
for  the  arrears.  There  could  have 
been  no  great  difficulty  in  supplement- 
ing that  information.  At  the  14th 
of  March  the  arrears  of  rates  in  Skye 
amounted  to  £5,200.  The  total  amount 
of  rates  payable  by  the  landlords  was 
£4,652,  and  their  arrears  on  that  sum 
amounted  to  £3,605.  The  landlords 
had  paid  only  £1,047,  or  less  than  one- 
fourth.  The  larger  tenants  were  respon- 
sible for  £2,526,  and  they  were  £1,004 
in  arrear,  having  paid  rather  more 
than  one -half.  The  total  amount  for 
which  the  crofters  were  responsible 
was  £1,128,  and  of  that  they  had 
paid  £532,  or  nearly  one-half.  Surely 
the  Government  would  not  plead  that 
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it  was  necessary  to  send  a  military  ex- 
pedition to  serve  writs  upon  the  land- 
lords and  larger  tenants.    If  such  were 
the  facts  the  case  of  the  Government  for 
the  sending  of  this  expedition  had  en- 
tirely broken  down.     The  object  was 
to  defeat  the  intention  of  Parliament 
by  collectinf^  arrears  from  the  tenants 
which  the  Land  Commission  might  not 
consider  to  be  justly  due.    That  was 
the  first  part  of  the  case  to  which  they 
invited  a  reply  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Scotland.    The 
next  part  was  the  accusation — not  made 
now  for  the  first  time — of  the  mal-ad  min- 
istration of  justice  in   Skye    and   the 
Western  Highlands  generally.     It  must 
be  recollected  that  the  whole  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Skye  was  practically 
in  the  hands  of  those  who  sympathized 
with  the  landlords.    The  charge  against 
the  administration  of  justice  did  not  rest 
on  one  or  two  isolated  cases.    The  whole 
system— the  whole  manner  in  which  the 
law  had  been  administered — was  what 
was  complained  of;  and  numerous  facts 
and  cases  had  been  brought  before  the 
House.     They  said    that    these    cases 
showed  that  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice was  partial  in  Skye.    Take,  for  in* 
stance,  the  manner  in  which  Lord  Mac- 
donald  had  been  treated,  compared  with 
the  crofters.    It  was  considered  that  it 
would  be  a  great  scandal  if  Lord  Mac- 
donald's  furniture  should  be  seized  in 
payment  of  his  debts ;  but  it  was  not 
thought  any  scandal  by  the  authorities 
in  Skye — and  no  compunction  was  mani- 
fested— at  the  poinding  of  the  peat  stack 
or  the  bedding  of  the  poor  crofter.  They 
had  heard  how  oppressively  the  system 
of  poinding  had  been  carried  out ;  and 
he  must  say  he  did  not  envy  the  feelings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  or  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  when  listen- 
ing to  the  details  which  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  House  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron).    They 
must  recollect  that  they  themselves  were 
responsible  for  what  took  place.     They 
were  responsible  for  sending  the  expedi- 
tion to  Skye ;  and  they  were  responsible 
for  the  manner  in  which  their  officials 
had  carried  out  their  most  disagreeable 
duties.     Scottish  Members  had  pointed 
out  that  the  carrying  out  of  the  law  had 
been  oppressive,  and  in  several  cases, 
there  was  g^eat  reason  to  believe,  had 
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been    illegal — that  Sheriff   Ivory    had 
caused    the    arrest  of  people    without 
warrants;  that  he  had  carried  out  the 
law  in  the  most  extreme  manner ;  that 
he  had  adopted  processes  which  would 
be  only  justifiable  in  the  worst  cases ; 
that  he  had  imprisoned  many  individuals 
without  bringing  them  to  trial;  and  that 
they  had  been  dismissed  without  any 
compensation.     Cases  had  been  brought 
forward  which  gave  them  great  reason 
to  believe  that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  acted 
vindictively  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty. 
He  bad  had  differences  with  some  people 
in  Skye — men  of  position,  highly  re- 
sponsible   individuals    in    Skye  —  and 
some   of   these    individuals  had   been 
the   men  whom  he  had  arrested  and 
cast  into  prison.    These  cases,  he  sub- 
mitted, constituted  j^imcf/oWtf  evidence  to 
justify  them  in  demanding  an  inquiry. 
That  was  all  they  demanded  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.    If  this  inquiry  were  re- 
fused there  would  remain  for  them  the 
Constitutional  duty  of  endeavouring  to 
withhold  supplies  to  enable  such  a  sys- 
tem to  be  carried  on,  and  he  gave  the 
Scottish  Secretary  due  notice,  if  they  did 
not  get  satisfaction  upon  this  discussion, 
that  there  were  still  opportunities  open 
to  them;  and  they  should  consider  it 
their  duty  to  avail  themselves  of  all  the 
opportunities    which    presented    them- 
selves until  they  were  satisfied  that  they 
had  obtained  justice  for  the  people  of 
Skye.    There  was  another  grave  chargo 
of  illegality  on  the  part  of  Sheriff  Ivory, 
and  that  was  with  respect  to  telegrams. 
It  appeared  from  a  statement  made  by 
the  Sheriff  himself  that  he  made  appU- 
cation  to  the  Home  Secretary  for  the 
possession  of  certain  telegrams,  whith 
was  refused,  but  he  obtained  possession 
of  them  by  other  means,  which  could 
not  have  been  otherwise  than  illegal. 
None  of  the  legal  formalities  neoessarj 
for  their  production  were  complied  with, 
and  they  had  it  on  the  evidence  of  re- 
sponsible people  in  Skye  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  attempted    to    coerce  the  Post- 
master into  disclosing  the  contents  of 
telegrams.    All  that  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  already,  but  no  step 
had  been  taken  by  the  Government  in 
the  matter.     He  appealed  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  whether  the  Scottish 
Members  were  not  justified  in  doing  all 
in  their  power  to  bring  these  matters 
forward,  and  to  obtain  the  verdict  of 
the  House  on  the  allegations  made.  He 
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thought  this  discussion  could  not  fail  to 
produce  much  good.  Hitherto  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Crown  in  Skye  con- 
sidered themselves  to  be  wholly  irre- 
sponsible. Only  under  such  an  idea 
could  they  have  entered  on  the  proceed- 
ings they  had  taken.  Now,  he  thought 
they  would  find  they  were  not  irrespon- 
sible, and  that  the  people  in  Skye  would 
find  in  the  House  of  Commons  a  Court 
of  Appeal  in  which  their  case  would  be 
brought  forward  until  they  obtained  re- 
dress. The  crofters  were  suffering.  A 
good  many  of  them  had  been  sent  to 
prison,  but  he  did  not  think  that  would 
be  without  a  beneficial  effect  in  Scot- 
land. The  fruits  of  the  imprisonment 
of  the  Skye  crofters,  in  connection 
with  the  first  expedition,  had  been  the 
Crofters'  Act,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  fruits  to  be  derived  from  the 
imprisonment  of  crofters,  in  connection 
with  the  last  expedition,  would  be  that 
the  men  of  Skye  would  get  a  fair  and 
impartial  administration  of  justice  in 
the  future.  He  should  think  it  would 
be  one  of  the  great  objects  of  ambition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  that  he  should  in- 
augurate a  system  which  would  be  no  less 
beneficial  to  the  crofters  than  it  would 
be  to  all  who  had  any  interest  in  those 
islands. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox)  as  the  Eepresentative  of  one  of 
the  Divisions  of  Glasgow  where  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  sympathy  existed  on 
behalf  of  the  crofters,  felt  constrained  to 
take  some  part  in  the  debate.  The 
Amendment  before  the  House  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  rela- 
tions  between  the  crofters  and  their  land- 
lords, or  with  the  rights  of  the  crofters 
to  the  possession  of  land.  The  Amend- 
ment simplv  related  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  under  two  heads— as  re- 
garded the  events  which  took  place  in 
Tiree  and  Skye,  and  the  general  admini- 
stration of  justice  in  the  Highlands. 
Generally,  as  regarded  the  events  in 
Skye,  the  question  turned  upon  the  pur- 
pose for  which  the  Naval  and  Military 
Forces  were  sent  to  Tiree.  It  was 
maintained  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  that  these  Forces  were  sent 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  parochial 
rates.  If  that  was  so,  then  a  case  for 
inquiry  had  been  made  out ;  not  only  a 
complete  case  for  inquiry,  but  a   case 


which  would  prove  that  the  expedition 
was  not  warranted  in  the  circumstances ; 
or  in  any  case,  if  warranted  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  greatest  defaulters 
were  not  the  crofters,  but  the  landlords. 
Taking  the  statistics  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  himself,  that  £1,700  of  the 
rates  was  due  from  the  landlords,  and 
£1,300  of  the  rates  from  the  tenants, 
they  showed  that  the  landlords  were  in 
greater  arrears  than  the  crofters;  the 
parochial  rate  in  Scotland  being  payable 
half  by  the  landlord  and  half  by  the 
tenant.  Going  a  little  further,  they 
found  that  a  number  of  these  rates  which 
were  debited  to  the  tenants  were  evidently 
rates  which  had  been  for  several  years  in 
arrear ;  and  there  were  also  rates  due  by 
parties  on  the  Parochial  Board  who 
could  not  be  expected  to  pay  them.  It 
seemed  to  him,  however,  that  that  was 
not  the  real  point  of  contention  in  this 
case.  A  very  considerable  amount  of 
mal-administration  had,  no  doubt,  been 
proved  on  the  part  of  the  Parochial 
Board  authorities.  It  was  no  part  of 
the  landlords'  right  to  refuse  payment 
of  the  rates,  merely  because  they  did  not 
happen  to  get  payment  of  the  rents,  be- 
cause the  rates  were  not,  like  the  Pro- 
perty Tax,  levied  upon,  but  were  a  bur- 
den upon  land;  and  whether  the  pro- 
perty were  let  or  not,  the  landlords  were 
still  liable,  according  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, for  the  poor  rates.  Therefore,  the 
action  of  the  landed  proprietors  in  refus- 
ing to  pay  Tates  upon  the  ground  that 
they  had  not  received  rents  was  utterly 
unjustifiable;  and  the  action  of  the 
Parochial  Authorities  in  refusing  to 
execute  the  law,  and  declining  to  uso 
every  means  in  their  power  to  recover 
those  rates  from  the  landlords,  was 
equally  unjustifiable.  So  far,  therefore, 
if  the  case  were  to  turn  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  military  being  sent  for  the 
purpose  of  collecting  the  parochial  rates, 
then  he  should  say  distinctly  a  case  had 
been  made  out  for  inquiry.  He  did  not 
consider,  however,  that  the  Naval  and 
Military  Forces  were  sent  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recovering  rates  or  rents.  The 
matter,  so  far  as  he  understood  it,  arose 
in  this  way.  There  had  been  a  petition 
to  the  Court  of  Session,  upon  which  in- 
timation was  to  be  made  to  certain  de- 
fenders who  had  taken  possession  of 
some  hill  in  the  district  without  any 
lawful  authority.     The  officers  were  en- 
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gaged  in  S'lving  tills  intimation  from 
the  Court  of  Session,  and  in  the  course 
of  executing  their  duty  as  oflBcers  of  the 
Court,  they  were  deforced ;  and  the  ob- 
ject of  sending  a  naval  and  military 
expedition  was  for  the  purpose  of  appre- 
hending the  parties  who  had  committed 
this  criminal  ofiPence.     That  being  the 
case,  the  question  of  rates  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  of  send- 
ing that  expedition.    The  Military  Force 
of  the  country  was  a  force  which  ought 
not  to  be  employed  in  any  way,  either 
by  influence  or  otherwise,  in  the  recovery 
of  rent ;  but,  as  was  well  known,  in  the 
law  of  Scotland  the  decrees  and  warrants 
of  any  Court  must  be  intimated  by  She- 
riffs. Those  Sheriffs'  officers,  in  the  case 
for  the  Court  of  Session,  were  bound, 
on  the  application  of  any  individual,  or 
any  person  holding  these  decrees   or 
warrants,  to  execute  them.    They  had 
no  power  to  refuse  compliance ;  and  when 
they  were  engaged  in  the  execution  of 
their  duty,  they  were  entitled  to  the 
utmost  protection  of  the  law.    The  men 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  what 
the  warrant  contained.    It  was  of  no 
consequence  to  the  Executive,  or  to  the 
Naval  and  Military  Forces,  for  what 
purpose   the  warrant  was   being   exe- 
cuted.   They  had  simply  to  do  with  this 
— that  the  waixant  was  the  warrant  of 
the  highest  Court  of  Scotland,  the  war- 
rant of  the  Court  of  Session,  which  they 
were  entitled  and  bound  to  serve ;  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  give 
them  all  the  necessary  protection  which 
the  law  could  give  them  in  so  doing. 
Those  who  supported  the  Amendment 
should  clearly  understand  that  the  law 
of  Scotland  made  no  difference  between 
the  collecting  of  rents  and  the  collecting 
of  rates.    Coming  to  the  proceedings  in 
Skye,  he  considered  that  they  did  not 
amount  to  very  much  after  all.     So  far 
as  the  charges  against  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  were  concerned,  one  of 
the  cases  referred  to  was  the  poinding 
of  a  baby.    That  was  not  a  proper  or 
prudent  thing  to  do  on  the  part  of  any 
officer ;  and  he  did  not  suppose  that  any 
one  in  the  country  would  at  all  approve 
of  what  was  done  on  that  occasion.     At 
the  same  time,  it  was  not  a  criminal  act 
on  which  the  Lord  Advocate  could  take 
prpceedings;  but,  no  doubt,  it  was  a 
case  in  which  some  amount  of  censure 
would  be  given  to  the  officer.  They  had 
this  to  remember — that  the  officer  had, 
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at  the  hands  of  the  crofters  themsplven, 
received  a  good  deal  of  abuse  and.  ill- 
treatment,  physical  and  otherwise.  Ae 
to  the  search  of  houses  without  warrant, 
he  was  not  going  into  the  legal  question 
as  to  whether  the  searching  of  houses, 
under  the  circumstances,  without  war- 
rants, when  the  Sheriff  was  upon  the  spot 
to  give  verbal  instructions,  was  or  was 
not  illegal.  If  it  was  illegal,  then  the 
law  of  Scotland  provided  a  complete  and 
Constitutional  remedy.  If  any  officer 
of  the  law  did  an  illegal  act,  he  was 
amenable  to  the  law,  and  an  action 
might  be  raised  against  him  in  a 
Civil  Court;  and  he  did  not  see  why 
Parliament  should  be  asked  to  interfere 
in  a  matter  for  which  the  ordinary  law 
had  provided  a  suitable  remedy.  Then, 
again,  they  were  told  that  arrests  were 
made  without  warrant.  The  same  obser- 
vation applied  in  this  case  as  in  the  other. 
If  anything  illegal  were  done  the  parties 
who  did  it  were  amenable  to  the  Civil 
Law.  They  were  also  told  that  certain 
witnesses  were  arrested  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  evidence  from  them.  He  ap- 
prehended that  the  reason  why  these 
parties  were  apprehended,  in  the  first 
place,  was  because  they  were  accused  ; 
and  most  probably  finding  that  they 
were  not  very  great  criminals,  and  that 
they  might  be  useful  in  giving  informa- 
tion, the  Authorities  made  them  wit- 
nesses. Another  matter  referred  to  was 
the  burning  down  of  a  house  by  the 
officer.  An  officer,  without  instructions 
from  the  landed  proprietor,  had  no  right 
to  bum  down  any  man's  house  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  failed  to  perceive 
where  there  was  very  much  grievance  on 
the  part  of  the  crofters.  If  this  house 
was  the  property  of  the  landlord,  and 
the  tenants  were  not  being  deprived  of 
possession,  and  if  they  were  not  in  law- 
ful possession,  the  act  of  the  Sheriff's 
Officer  was  a.  matter  in  question  between 
him  and  the  landlord ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  did  not  see  that  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  generally,  the  croftors 
had  very  much  cause  for  complaint.  The 
House  had  been  told  that  ^e  landlord 
had  raised  a  civil  action  ag^nst  the 
officer.  That  was  the  proper  remedy; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  landlord 
could  prove  his  case  he  would  get  sub- 
stantial redress.  He  now  came  to  the 
question  of  criminal  procedure.  It  wms 
stated  in  the  Amendment  that  the  ad* 
ministration  of  justice  in  the  Highlands 
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had  given  great  concern  ;  but  wliat  was 
there  different  in  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  Highlands  from  that  which 
pi*oyailed  in  any  other  part  of  Scotland  ? 
The  only  observation  he  had  heard  to 
warrant  that  part  of  the  Amendment  was 
the  one  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay),  where  he 
spoke  of  the  Frocnrators  Fiscal  being 
also  agents  of  the  landlords.  It  was, 
however,  well  known  that  the  Govern- 
ment on  both  sides  had  been  endeavour- 
ing, as  far  as  they  possibly  could  when- 
ever vacancies  arose,  and  the  circum- 
stances of  the  district  andtthe  remunera- 
tion warranted  it,  to  separate  the  two 
positions  in  order  to  allow  of  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  devoting  his  whole  time 
to  the  work  of  the  office.  He  thought 
that  far  too  much  importance  was  placed 
upon  the  powers  of  the  Procurators 
Iiscal ;  because  it  was  well  known  that 
in  Scotland  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  especi- 
ally in  the  cases  of  Tiree  and  Skye,  had, 
practically,  no  power  in  the  matter.  He 
simply  collected  information,  and  took 
the  depositions  of  the  witnesses;  but 
the  whole  responsibility  of  sending  to 
trial  rested  entirely  with  the  Crown 
Counsel  in  Edinburgh,  so  that  after  all 
the  charge  against  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
was  one  which  did  not  interfere  with 
justice  in  the  slightest  degree.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  change  of  venue  in 
the  cases  of  mobbing,  rioting,  and  de- 
forcing the  officer,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
stated  that  his  reason  for  sending  the 
case  to  Edinburgh  was  because  mob- 
bing and  rioting  and  deforcement  of 
officers  was  of  rare  occurrence.  He 
believed  there  was  no  instance  of  a 
case  of  the  kind  having  been  tried  before 
a  Sheriff ;  and  he  also  stated  that  there 
was  an  opportunity  of  getting  a  fairer 
trial  in  Edinburgh  than  in  the  locality. 
He  thought,  however,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate missed  the  most  important  and 
strongest  point  for  taking  the  case  in 
liklinburgli.  It  was  this — that  the  war- 
rant had  issued  from  the  Court  of 
Session,  and,  therefore,  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  officer,  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  warrant,  should  have  the 
protection  of  the  Court  whose  warrant 
he  was  engaged  in  serving.  The  trial 
of  the  cases  in  Edinburgh  possessed  this 
further  advantage— that  it  enabled  the 
judges  to  passemall  sentences.  Although 


the  sentences  were  small,  the  fact  that 
they  were  passed  by  the  Court  of  Justi- 
ciary impressed  upon  the  public  the 
heinousness  and  enormity  of  the  offence 
which  had  been  committed.  The  ac- 
quittal might  have  arisen  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  witnesses  did  not  in 
Court  bear  out  the  statements  they  had 
made  in  their  precognitions ;  and  as  to 
the  convictions,  no  one  had  stated  that 
they  were  unjust.  Why,  then,  should 
an  inquiry  be  granted?  As  to  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Macpherson  and 
Mr.  M*Callum,  he  had  little  doubt  but 
that  if  hon.  Members  were  to  read  the 
report  of  their  speeches,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  authorities  had  ample 
cause  for  the  course  they  took  in  appre- 
hending the  parties,  and  that  only  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  proving  the 
shorthand  notes  caused  them  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  to  give  the  accused  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  and  liberate  them. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  their  resis- 
tance to  the  law  had  got  the  crofters  the 
Crofters'  Act,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that  there  existed  an  idea  in  the  minds 
of  the  crofters  that  if  they  continued  to 
resist  the  law  they  would  get  still  fur- 
ther grievances  redressed.  It  was  time 
that,  in  kindness  to  the  crofters  them- 
selves, the  country  should  make  known 
to  them  that  resistance  to  the  law  could 
be  of  no  possible  service  in  obtaining 
for  them  justice,  but  might  lead  to  their 
own  apprehension.  He  himself  re- 
gretted the  attempts  which  were  being 
made  in  the  Highlands  to  set  tenant 
against  landlord,  for  from  whom  could 
the  people  get  employment  where  the 
land  was  insufficient  to  maintain  them, 
if  not  from  the  landlord  class?  The 
profit  to  be  made  out  of  these  holdings 
was  not  sufficient  to  maintain  them- 
selves and  their  families;  and  they 
must,  therefore,  look  to  the  landlords  to 
give  them  extra  employment.  Any  an- 
tagonism] between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  must  be  to  the  detriment  of  the 
tenants.  Eeference  had  been  made  to 
the  existence  of  a  dynamite  party  in  the 
Highlands.  It  was  hinted  that  it  had 
been  restrained  from  action  so  far,  but 
if  a  certain  amount  of  inquiry  and  jus- 
tice was  not  granted  no  one  could  say 
what  that  party  might  do.  He  thought 
it  was  time  enough  to  speak  of  the  dy- 
namite party  when  they  arose,  and 
ought  not  to  have  been  introduced  into 
a  discussion  which  sought  for  justice  in 
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a  Constitutional  way.  Hon.  Gentlemen, 
if  anything  of  that  kind  occurred,  would 
not  be  altogether  exonerated  after  the 
hints  they  had  given.  But  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  levelling  to  the 
ground,  by  means  of  dynamite,  shoot- 
ing lodges  in.  the  Highlands  would 
not  commend  the  cause  of  the  crofters 
to  the  people  either  of  Scotland  or  Eng- 
land, but  would  have  an  exactly  oppo- 
site result. 

Mb.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  said,  he  did  not  apologize  for 
rising  in  the  debate,  for  it  could  not  be 
said  that  Scotch  questions  had  occupied 
the  House  any  length  of  time  for  years 
past.  He  regarded  that  as  a  great  Con- 
stitutional question.  Let  him  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  eloquent 
apology  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Caldwell).  He  did 
not  intend  to  comment  on  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  heard 
them  with  very  great  surprise ;  and  he 
trusted  that,  when  the  hon.  Member  re- 
turned to  the  St.  Eollox  Division  of 
Glasgow,  he  would,  at  least,  make  an 
attempt  to  convert  as  many  of  his  con- 
stituents as  he  possibly  could  to  the 
Tiews  which  he  had  just  expressed  in 
that  House.  To  wish  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man success  would  be  a  superfluity.  It 
did  not  take  much  imagination  to  look 
forward  to  the  result  with  which  the  efforts 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  met  in 
Glasgow  to  explain  the  action  which  had 
resulted  from  the  recent  expedition  to 
the  Isle  of  Skye.  There  was  only  one 
statement  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
made  to  which  he  (Mr.  Provand)  wished 
to  allude.  One  of  the  hon.  Member's 
statements  was  that  agitation,  even  the 
disturbances,  and  movements  of  a  popular 
character  against  the  carrying  out  of 
the  law  had  done  no  good  to  the  crofters, 
and  would  do  them  no  good;  but  he 
(Mr.  Provand)  thought  that  that  was 
flatly  contradicted  by  experience,  for  he 
was  sure  that,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
facts  which  came  out  during  the  agita- 
tation  after  the  military  expedition  of 
1884,  the  Crofters'  Act  oflast  year  would 
not  now  be  on  the  Statute  Book.  He 
hoped  the  rifcht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  deal  fairly 
with  the  question  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  rates  were  due  by*  the  different 
classes  in  Skye  when  the  expedition  was 
ordered.     On  the  question  of  arrears, 
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the  Act  gave  the  Commissioners  power 
to  take  into  account  the  amount  of  ar- 
rears due  before  the  application  for  a  fair 
rent  was  finally  determined.  Some  claims 
for   payment  of  arrears   came   before 
Sheriff  Hamilton,    who  decided    that, 
in  consequence  of  the  clause   in    the 
Crofters'  Act,  it  was  not  competent  for 
him  to  deal  with  those  arrears.     That 
judgment  was  approved  of  by  another 
Sheriff,  yet,  after  these  decisions,  Mr. 
Sheriff  Ivory,  sitting  at  Portree,  firtt 
tried  to  dispute  the  matter ;  and  then, 
after  a  quibble  with  the  advocate  for  the 
tenant  in  an  action  for  £80   11 «.   6^. 
of  arrears,  brought  by  Colonel  Fraser 
against  Alexander  Macdonald,  observed 
that  it  would  be  a  long  time  before  the 
tenant  could  get  a  settlement  under  the 
Commission.    The  defender  had  made 
application  to  the  Commissioners  to  deal 
with  the  arrears;   and  the  agent,  Mr. 
Eeid,   stated  that   the  Commissioners, 
under  the  Act,  were  constituted  a  Court 
to  deal  with  those  arrears.    Sheriff  Ivozy 
asked  him  to  what  Act  he  was  referring. 
In  his  remarks  on  that  occasion.  Sheriff 
Ivory  showed,  in  his  opinion,  that  he  was 
not  acting  as  a  Judge,  but  as  an  advo* 
cate  for  the  landlords.    Sheriff  Ivuiy 
said  they  were  not  a  Court,  but  a  Com- 
mission.   That  was  a  quibble,  for  it  was 
clearly  enough  statedin  the  Act  that  it  was 
the  Commission  that  was  to  deal  with  the 
arrears.    The  Sheriff  said  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  matter  to  stop  all  aotions 
for  those  arrears  for  two  or  three  years 
until  the  Commission  went  to  Skye.  But 
if  the  Commission  had  sat  in  Skye  first, 
instead  of  in  Sutherlandshire,  he  (Mr. 
Provand)  believed  they  would  have  been 
saved  this  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
and  the  consequent  discussion.  Of  course, 
if  the  landlords  could  recover  their  airears 
before  the  Crofters'  Commission  sat,  they 
would  be  so  much  better  off ;  or,  if  they 
could  make  the  crofters  bankrupt,  the 
latter  would  be  debarred  from  the  bene- 
flts  of  the  Crofters'  Act.    It  was  one  of 
these  two  things  that  the  landlords  tried 
to  do,  and  no  one  would  doubt  that,  in 
this  direction,  Sheriff  Ivory  had  favtNued 
the  landlords  as  much  as  he  could.    In 
Sutherlandshire  he  found  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  written  off  between  40 
and   60    per   cent   of   the   claims  for 
arrears.     Now,    he  had  no  exa<^  in- 
formation;   but   that    which   he   had 
received    pointed    to    this — that    ths 
Island  of  Skye  was  enormously  ovsr^ 
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rented,  as  compared  with  Sutherland- 
8bire.  Yet,  even  in  Sutherlandshire 
the  reductions  of  rent  were,  in  some 
oases,  three-fourths  of  the  whole  amount 
the  tenants  had  hitherto  been  payin{^. 
In  one  case  in  Sutherlandshire  the 
Oommissionors.  raised  the  rent  by  nearly 
25  per  cent,  but  no  such  result  was 
likely  to  follow  when  the  Commission 
arrived  at  Skye.  He  had  the  returns 
of  one  estate  in  Skye,  which  showed 
that  30  years  ago  the  rent  of  the 
crofts  was  £981.  Since  that  time  there 
had  been  taken  from  that  estate  several 
township  and  hill  grazings  worth 
£250,  leaving  the  net  value,  as  at 
30  years  ago,  at  £731.  Now,  the 
rent  of  these  crofts  to-day  was  £2,213 
— an  increase  on  that  estate  of  300 
per  cent  in  30  years.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  seen  that  the  Skye  proprietors 
had,  naturally,  very  strong  induce- 
ments to  attempt  to  get  in  something 
of  their  arrears  before  the  Oommis- 
sioners  reached  that  place ;  because, 
otherwise,  it  would  be  most  unlikely 
that  they  would  recover  anything  like 
the  amount  they  claimed.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  last  night  interlarded  his  re- 
ply with  expressions  about  the  wicked- 
ness of  opposing  the  law  ;  but  if 
all  the  laws  were  right  and  perfectly 
proper,  then  what  was  the  use  of  having 
any  Parliament  at  all  ?  Of  course,  hon. 
Members  opposite  did  not  want  any 
change ;  but  they  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  had  to  be  taken  into  account, 
and  they  knew  no  way  of  bringing  about 
those  changes  in  the  law  except  by 
showing  opposition  of  some  kind  to  the 
law  being  carried  out.  They  were  suffer- 
ing from  laws  made  by  landlords,  for 
until  the  last  40  years  the  people  had  no 
voice  in  the  making  of  them.  He  chal- 
lenged hon.  Members  opposite  to  pro- 
duce any  enactment  passed  more  than 
40  years  ago,  the  terms  of  which  were 
not  ab  strongly  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lords as  they  could  be,  and  which  were 
not  simply  dictated  by  rapacity  and 
selfishness.  He  saw  an  hon.  Oentleman 
smiling.  He  would  give  him  two  or 
three  examples.  They  passed  a  law  to 
make  bread  dear. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man is  not  confining  himself  to  '^Becent 
events  in  Skye  and  Tiree,"  or  to  '*  The 

Sineral  administration  of  justice  in  the 
ighlands." 


Mr.  PROVAND  said,  he  would  apolo- 
gize  if  he  had  said  a  word  not  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  Amendment.  Ho 
would  deal  with  the  laws  which  related 
to  Skye  and  the  Western  Highlands. 
The  landlords  could  no  longer  come  to 
that  House  and  ask  Parliament  to  pass 
laws  such  as  were  formerly  passed.  The 
landlords  of  the  West  of  Scotland  had, 
however,  endeavoured  to  become  a  law 
unto  themselves.  They  had  laws  of 
their  own,  under  the  name  of  Estate 
Laws,  which  surpassed  everything  sanc- 
tioned by  that  House  in  former  times, 
and  which  it  would  not  tolerate  now. 
The  few  extracts  he  would  read  had 
reference  to  the  estates  of  proprietors 
who  were  supposed  to  be  more  generous 
than  the  average.  They  were  as  fol- 
lows— 

*'  The  tenant  shall  keep  no  gans  nor  other  fire- 
arms on  his  farm The  proprietor  or 

his  factor,  or  others  authorized  by  him,  shall  be 
entitled  at  any  time  to  enter  and  search  the 
premitfos  of  any  tenant  for  gans  or  firearms ; 
and,  on  such  binng  found,  the  tenant  shall  bo 
held  to  be  the  owner,  and  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  5«.  for  each  gun  or  firearm,  oyer  and 

above  their  forfeiture In  case  any  of 

the  tenants  themselves  or  their  servants,  or 
others  belonging  to  their  family  or  frequenting 
their  houses,  shall  be  detected  in  shooting  or 
destroying  game,  or  being  an  accessory  to  Uieir 
destruction,  or  of  the  eggs  thereof,  or  in  fishing, 
they  shall,  on  proof  of  the  fact,  pay  a  penalty  of 
£1  for  the  first  offence ;  and,  if  we  offence  be 
repeated,  they  shall  pay  double  rent  for  that 
year  over  and  above  the  penalties  imposed  by 
law." 

That  was  a  private  enactment  of  a  pro- 
prietor in  the  West  of  Scotland. 

"  The  tenants  shall  be  bound  personally  to 
reside  on  their  farms,  unless  with  the  written 
consent  of  their  landlords.*' 

[**Hear,  hear!"  from  the  MinUterial 
BmcfutJ]  It  seemed,  according  to  the 
views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
landlords  were  the  only  persons  entitled 
to  be  absentees. 

*'And,  in  order  to  prevent  over-crowding, 
the  eldest  son,  or  such  other  son  as  the  parents 
may  select,  shall  only  be  allowed  to  reside  per- 
manently with  them ;  the  other  sons,  after  at- 
taining the  age  of  21,  whether  married  or  not, 
being  bound  to  find  accommodation  elsewhere, 
unless  with  the  written  consent  of  the  pro- 
prietor." 

Hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  ap- 

Erove  of  such  an  enactment.  Let  them 
ring  in  a  Bill  in  that  direction  to  apply 
to  England,  and  they  would  then  have 
the  matter  discussed.  He  could  con.* 
ceive  nothing  more  directly  aimed  against 

^Fifteenth  Night.'\ 


1691 


Addrena  in 


{COMMONS} 


Anstcer  to  E$r 


1692 


ment,  nothing  turned  upon  that  what- 
ever. What  we  felt  was  that  the  law 
was  not  vindicated  in  Skye ;  and  whe- 
ther the  law  was  broken  by  the  land- 
lords or  by  the  tenants  mattered  no- 
thing to  us ;  and  we  insisted,  from  the 
beginning,  that  tho  law  which  the  ex- 
pedition had  to  enforce  was  a  law  to  be 
enforced  alike  against  rich  and  poor,  the 
landlord  and  the  crofter,  the  big  tenant 
and  the  small  tenant;  and  that  policy 
we  carried  through  faithfully  to  the  end. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  talked  as  if  the  merits 
of  this  expedition  were  to  be  measured 
by  the  amount  of  money  to  be  collected. 
I  never  regarded  this  expedition  as  a 
commercial  speculation.  I  decline  alto- 
gether to  regard  it  as  a  commercial  spe- 
culation. It  is  to  be  estimated  not  by 
the  amount  of  rates  to  be  collected,  but 
by  the  degree  in  which  it  fulfilled  the 
end  for  which  it  was  sent — the  end  of 
compelling  the  landlord  and  tenant  alike 
to  fulfil  their  obligations.  Several  hon. 
Members  who  have  spoken  in  this  de- 
bate seem  to  think  that  one  of  the  ele- 
ments of  the  case  that  we  have  to  con- 
sider was  the  Imrdship  of  demanding 
these  rates  from  the  poorer  tenants — 
poor  rates  and  school  rates.  I  think 
there  is  no  incident  of  our  law  harder 
than  that  which  compels  those  who  are 
themselves  on  the  verge  of  pauperism  to 
contribute  their  mite  towards  the  sup- 
port of  pauperism.  But  is  that  evil  an 
evil  confined  to  Skye?  Is  it  not  one 
which  you  feel,  which  is  felt  with  force 
and  severity  within  a  few  hundred  yards 
of  the  place  where  we  are  now  sit- 
ting ?  Do  you  not  know  that  every 
day,  in  our  large  towns,  the  local  au- 
thorities proceed  against  a  precisely 
analogous  class  of  those  who  meet  the 

Sity,  and  who  deserve  the  pity,  of  hon. 
[embers  in  this  House?  They  have 
got  to  enforce  the  law  against  those 
upon  whom  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
presses  very  hardly  indeed.  But  is  that 
a  reason  why  the  Executive  should  say — 
*'  Wo  will  enforce  the  law  against  the 
large  ratepayer,  but  we  will  not  enforce 
the  law,  under  any  circumstances,  against 
the  poorer  ratepayer."  Everybody  knows 
that  a  Government  which  attempted  such 
a  course  as  that  would  bo  turned  out  of 
Office  iu  a  week  ;  and  if  distance  did  not 
lend  enchantment  to  the  view,  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  could  only  be  got  to  look  with 
the  same  eyes  at  facts  in  Skye  as  in 
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Leicester  or  London,  they  would  see  how 
much  of  their  rhetoric,  if  applicable  at 
all  in  either  place,  is  applicable  even 
more  in  the  large  towns  with  which  they 
are  familiar  tban  in  the  remote  and 
romantic  districts  of  the  kingdom.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  maintained  that  this  expedition 
served  no  purpose,  so  far  as  the  collec- 
tion of  rates  was  concerned,  because,  he 
said,  the  crofters  were  perfectly  ready 
to  pay  their  rates,  whether  the  expedi- 
tion was  sent  or  not.  Nothing  can  be 
further  from  the  fact.  I  do  not  know 
on  what  shadowy  substructure  of  ima- 
gination the  hon.  Member  has  built 
that  astonishing  hypothesis. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  :  What  I  said  was 
founded  on  the  Beport  of  the  Officer  of 
the  Board  of  Supervision. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  has  sat 
through,  as  I  have  done,  almost  the 
whole  of  this  debate.  If  so,  he  itfnst 
know  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  suc- 
ceeded him  in  the  debate  has  paid  him 
the  compliment  of  repeating,  without 
any  sensible  modification,  almost  erexj- 
thing  he  said.  There  is  one  plain  and 
simple  consideration  which  I  will  offn' 
to  the  House,  which  I  think  disposes 
absolutely  of  this  contention.  The 
House  is  aware  that  the  Govemment 
determined  that  this  expedition  should 
enforce  the  payment  of  rates  alike  by 
landlord  and  tenant.  As  soon  as  thie 
expedition  reached  Portree,  the  land- 
lords and  the  larger  tenants  proceeded 
to  pay  their  rates.  The  whole  of  the 
rates  were  collected  from  these  defaaltsn 
in  a  few  hours.  But  it  required  a  mili- 
tary visit,  repeated  on  three  occasiom, 
to  extract  from  the  crofters  their  share 
of  the  rates ;  and  how,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  can  be  represented  that 
the  crofters  were  burning  with  the  de- 
sire to  pay  these  particiuar  debts,  I  am 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  imagine.  The  land- 
lords have  been  very  savagely  attadced 
for  not  having  paid  their  share  of  the 
rates  until  the  expedition  ar.-ived  ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Diviskm 
of  Glasgow  told  us  that  the  rates  wen 
an  incident,  not  on  rent,  but  on  land, 
and  that  the  landlord  was  liable  to  pay 
the  rates,  not  because  he  received  reat 
in  respect  of  his  land,  but  because  hs 
owned  the  land.  There  cannot  be  a 
doubt  that  the  law  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  perfectly  correct,  and  I  very  gK*t2y 
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regret  that,  as  that  was  the  law,  the 
landlords  did  not  fulfil  the  law»  and  I 
did  my  best  to  make  thorn  fulfil  it.  But 
you  must  recollect  that  though  that  is 
the  law,  it  is  only  half  the  law.  The 
other  half  of  the  law  is,  that  for  land 
which  the  landlord  lets  out,  he  shall  re- 
ceive rent,  and  that  the  State  shall  see 
that  be  shall  receive  rent.  The  law 
doubtless  says  that  the  landlord  shall 
pay  rates  in  respect  of  land,  and  not  in 
respect  of  rent.  But  the  law  also  says 
that  when  the  rent  is  due  to  the  land- 
lord, that  rent  the  Courts  of  Law  shall 
enforce.  Though  I  do  not  say  that  the 
landlords  were  justified,  I  say  they  had 
something  remotely  in  the  nature  of  an 
excuse,  owine  to  the  fact  that,  as  is  per- 
fectly well  known  to  hon.  Members, 
rents  in  Skye  were  £20,000  in  arrears. 
I  hope  I  have  made  it  clear  I  am  not 
justifying  the  landlords.  If  the  land- 
lords repeat  what  they  did  before,  I 
shall  repeat  what  I  did  before,  and  I 
shall  see  that  they  arc  obliged  to  pay; 
But  in  common  justice  recollect  that  you 
are  only  enforcing  half  the  law,  you 
are  leaving  the  other  half  unenforced  ; 
and  very  great  hardship  is  inflicted 
upon  that  class  in  whose  behalf  you  do 
refuse,  from  whatever  cause,  to  enforce 
the  whole  law.  So  much  for  the  ques- 
tion of  rates;  now  for  the  question  of 
rents.  And  here  I  cannot  but  say  that 
I  think  the  accusations  brought  against 
the  landlords  by  almost  every  Qentle- 
man  who  has  spoken  in  this  debate  are 
of  the  most  unjustifiable  description.  I 
say  nothing  of^the  share  I  am  supposed 
to  have  had  in  it.  The  accusation  is, 
that  the  landlords  made  the  excuse  that 
the  rates  were  in  arrear.to  compel  the 
Qovemment  to  send  an  expedition  to 
Skye  in  order  that  their  rents  might 
be  exacted ;  and  that,  by  the  exaction 
of  their  rents,  their  tenants  might  be 
made  bankrupt,  and  thereby  excluded 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Crofters'  Act 
which  this  House  passed  last  year.  A 
more  scandalous  or  unjustifiable  accusa- 
tion never  was  brought  forward  in  this 
House.  I  am  unable  to  believe  that 
some,  at  all  events,  of  the  Qentlemen 
who  made  that  accusation  had  not  taken 
the  elementary  trouble  to  ask  whether 
the  facts,  in  any  way,  justified  so  grave 
a  charge  against  a  large  body  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  I  can,  I  think,  con- 
vince the  House,  without  much  trouble, 
of  the  utter  futility  of  this  charge.    I 


have  already  mentioned  that  the  arrears 
in  Skye  amounted  to  £20,000. 

Da.  CLARK :  The  small  tenants  did 
not  owe  more  than  £15,000. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Very  well; 
I  will  accept  the  hon.  Gentleman 
figures.  But  the  House  will  see  that 
the  case  in  favour  of  the  landlords  is  so 
strong  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
it  necessary  to  correct  my  figures,  and 
to  bring  down  the  amount  from  £20,000 
to  £15,000.  I  care  not  whether  the 
sum  is  £20,000  or  £10,000,  but  I  will 
call  it  £15,000.  Out  of  the  total  sum 
of  £15,000,  the  sum  which  the  land- 
lords tried  to  obtain,  while  the  ex- 
pedition was  on  the  island,  amounted 
to  £1,100,  and  of  that  amount  they 
secured  actually  only  £373,  taking  the 
rest  in  some  form  of  security.  In  no 
single  case  did  they  take  advantage  of 
the  expedition  to  evict  a  single  crofter, 
nor  to  make  a  single  crofter  bankrupt. 
It  is  in  the  face  of  facts  like  these,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  because  land- 
lords in  Skye  at  this  moment  are  an  un- 
popular class,  they  can  make  an  appeal 
to  the  gallery,  and  accuse  these  men, 
who.  Heaven  knows,  have  suffered 
heavily  enough,  of  having  deliberately 
entered  into  a  conspiracy  with  the 
Executive  Government  to  defeat  the 
Crofters'  Act.  The  House  knows  my 
opinion  of  the  Crofters'  Act.  There  are 
some  arguments  to  be  used  in  favour  of 
it;  but  there  is,  in  my  judgment,  an 
overwhelming  mass  of  argument  to  be 
used  against  the  principles  on  which 
it  is  based;  but  the  Crofters'  Act  is 
law,  and  I  mean  to  do,  as  I  have  done, 
my  best  to  make  that  law  effective,  and 
aid  in  every  way  its  execution  according 
to  the  intention  of  Parliament.  I  have 
been  asked  why  I  did  not  send  the 
Crofter  Commission  to  Skye  in  Septem- 
ber. I  will  tell  the  House.  I  was 
anxious,  from  the  information  I  had. 
that  it  should  go  to  Skye.  I  consulted 
the  Crofters'  Commission  on  the  subject, 
and  they  told  me  that  they  entertained 
very  strongly  the  opposite  view ;  that 
they  had  received  an  immense  mass  of 
applications  from  other  parts  of  Scot- 
land ;  but  that  they  had  not  received,  I 
think  they  said,  a  single  application 
from  Skye :  and  they  earnestly  pressed 
me  to  allow  them  to  pursue  the  course 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  havo 
pursued.  Whether  it  would  have  been 
better   that  the    Croftero'  Commission 
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should  have  gone  to  Skye  in  September, 
I  will  not  attempt  to  say ;  but  I  was  not 
influenced  in  the  course  I  took  by  any 
desire  to  defeat  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  admit  thai, 
after  what  I  have  just  told  them.  I  now- 
come  to  one  or  two  questions  which,  I 
think,  were  dealt  with  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate, 
but  which  have  been  pressed  so  much 
on  the  House  since  that  I  suppose  hon. 
Gentlemen  want  them  replied  to  again. 
We  are  told  that  it  was  a  great  hardship 
on  the  crofters  arrested  for  deforcement 
that  there  was  a  change  of  veuue  from 
Inverness-shire  to  Edinburgh.  The  first 
observation  I  have  to  make  on  that  is, 
that  there  never  has  been  a  case  in 
which  a  crime  of  this  kind  has  not  been 
tried  in  Edinburgh.  [An  hon.  Member: 
Oh !  J  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  said  *^  oh"  is  aware  of  a  case,  and 
will  communicate  the  fact  to  the  House. 
I  believe  that  the  Government  strictly 
followed  the  lines  of  precedents  in  the 
course  they  adopted.  In  the  second 
place,  I  have  to  toll  the  House  that,  so  far 
is  this  from  being  a  cause  or  excuse  for 
instituting  an  inquiry  into  the  course  of 
justice  in  the  Highlands,  and  the  legal 
officers  there,  if  there  be  an  offender  in 
this  matter,  that  offender  sits  in  this 
House.  It  rests  absolutely  and  entirely 
with  the  Lord  Advocate  to  decide  where, 
and  how,  trials  of  this  kind  are  to  take 
place.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that 
the  course  which  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  pursued  in  this 
matter  was  wrong,  let  them  impeach 
him.  We  hold  that  he  was  right ;  but 
whether  right  or  wrong,  he  is  here  to 
answer  for  himself.  Certainly,  on  ac- 
count of  his  action,  there  can  be  no 
motive  whatever  for  instituting  the  in- 
quiry which  the  Amendment  desires  to 
set  on  foot.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  what  are  called  the  midnight 
raids  of  Sheriff  Ivory  ;  they  weie  simply 
an  attempt,  which  turned  out  ultimately 
successful,  to  arrest  those  engaged  in 
the  great  crime  of  deforcement.  His 
action  was  perfectly  legal.  If  it  was 
illegal;  bring  an  action  against  him. 
But  you  know  it  was  perfectly  legal;  and 
those  who  attack  him  most  have  pro- 
bably taken  the  most  careful  steps  out- 
feide  this  House  to  convince  themselves 
that  no  action  lay  against  the  Sheriff  on 
that  account.  Sheriff  Ivory  has  been 
attacked  for  the  arrest  of  a  rev.  gentle- 
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man  named  M'Oallnm,  and  of  another 
person  named  John  Macpherson,  and  of 
a  third  named  Mackay  ;  and  iheoe 
arrests  have  actually  been  attributed  to 
the  personal  feelings  felt  on  the  part  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  against  the  accused.  Tlua 
is  a  singular  example  of  the  injustice 
which  Members,  unwittingly  perbapA, 
do  to  those  who  are  absent,  and  who 
cannot  defend  themselves.  Sheriff  Itotj 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  arreet  of 
these  gentlemen.  Not  only  did  he  not 
give  the  orders  for  the  arrest,  but  he 
did  not  know  of  the  arrest.  The  arreet 
was  not  at  his  instance  at  all ;  and  if  he 
had  known  of  it,  he  could  not  have 
stopped  it.  I  hope  that  that  accusation 
is  disposed  of.  Then  we  are  told  of  a  poor 
woman  being  dragged  over  the  moors 
to  stand  her  trial  at  Portree.  The  facts 
of  the  matter  are  these — ^This  wonuui 
put  herself  in  the  forefront  of  a  deforcing' 
party ;  and  with  all  my  respect  for 
women's  rights,  I  do  not  think  one  of 
those  rights  is  with  impunity  to  break 
the  law.  So  far  from  being  dragged 
unnecessarily  over  the  moor,  the  autho- 
rities  sent  for  a  carriage  to  Portree  tn 
meet  them  at  the  nearest  point  on  the 
high  road.  [An  hon.  Member  :  That  was 
close  upon  four  miles  distant.]  I  do  not 
suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman  insinaates 
that  the  Government  are  bound  to  make 
a  high  road  to  the  cottage  of  erery  pw* 
son  who  may  be  accused  of  the  crime  of 
deforcement.  The  road  may  have  beea 
four  miles  off.  My  point  is,  that  the  ut- 
most humanity  in  this  cane  was  used; 
because  a  carriage  was  sent  for,  and 
this  poor  woman  was  taken  over  the 
most  convenient  and  nearest  part  of  the 
moor  to  the  high  road.  How  hon.  Oen* 
tlemen  would  have  desired  Sheriff  Itoit 
to  have  acted  if  he  was  there,  which  I 
am  not  sure  of,  I  do  not  know.  The 
truth  is,  in  my  judgment,  veiy  scant 
justice  has  been  done  to  Sheriff  Ivory  ia 
this  matter.  It  is  not  my  duty  to  defend 
him.  He  is  not  a  subordinate  of  mine. 
I  did  not  appoint  him,  and  I  cannot  dis- 
miss him.  afore  than  that,  he  is  not 
bound  to  accept  my  orders;  but  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  say  in  this  House  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  has  been  engaged,  during  these 
troublous  times,  in  a  most  painful,  a 
most  difficult,  and  a  most  delicate  Cask 
— a  task  in  which  any  man  might  be  ex- 
pected occasionally  to  give  some  loop- 
nole  to  the  sort  of  criticism  we  have 
heard  during  the  last  few  nights.    I  be- 
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lieTO  that,  on  the  whole,  Sheriff  Itoxj 
has  carried  out  hia  fimctioiiB,  so  far  as 
the  crofter  population  is  concerned,  with 
the  utmost  humanity  in  his  power.     He 
has  certainly  not  hroken  the  law.     No- 
thin^i^  said  in  this  House  has  conyinoed 
me  that  he  has,  in  any  way,  overstepped 
those  bounds  of  humanity  which  ought 
to  regulate  on  all  occasions  every  officer 
of  the  law  in  carrying  out  the  law.    I 
am  asked,  why  I  do  not  give  the  inquiry  ? 
I  am  told  it  is  very  easy  to  grant  an 
inquiry;   and  that,  finally,  an  inquiiy 
will  be  forced  upon  me.    I   will  teu 
hon.  Oentlemen  why  I  do  not  give  an 
inquiry.    If  I  was  to  give  an  inquiry,  it 
would  be  taken,  and  justly  taken,  as  an 
indication  either  that  I  objected  to  the 
system  into  which  the  inquiry  is  to  be 
made,  or  that  I  think  that  those  who 
have  the  working  of  that  system  had 
grossly  neglected  and   failed  in  their 
duty.    Now,  I  do  not  believe  either  of 
those  propositions.     I  do  not  believe 
there  has  been  a  gross  failure  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  those  who  carry  out  the 
criminal  system  in  the  Highlands;  nor 
do  I  believe  that  the  criminal  system  is 
one  which  deserves,  or  requires,  over- 
hauling.   The  Criminal  Law  of  Soot- 
land  is  that  part  of  the  law  of  which 
every  Scotsman  is  most  justly  proud. 
It  is  one  in  which,  so  far  as  it  differs 
from  the  £nglish  law,   differs,   in  my 
opinion,  almost  entirely  for  the  better — 
and  I  will  not  be  a  party  to  an  inquiry 
which  win  throw  that  law  into  the  melt- 
ing-pot, to  bring  out  Heaven  knows  what 
brand  new  system  which  may  be  devised 
by  the  ingenious  brains  of  hon.  Oentle- 
men opposite.    When  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  applied  this  system  of  micro- 
scopic investigation  to  every  action  which 
has  taken  place  in  Skye,  basing  their 
accusations,  for  the  most  part,  on  very 
flimsy    material,  I    would    ask    them, 
whether  they  think  it  possible  to  have 
an  expedition  of  the  mag^tude  of  that 
which  was  sent  out,  dealing  with  so  large 
and  so  scattered  a  population,  in  a  country 
so  difficult  as  Skye,  where  the  law  had  so 
long  remained  unenforced,  and  where  the 
very  idea  of  law  appears  to  be  vanishing 
from  the  minds  and  consciences  of  the 
people — I  ask,  whether  they  think  it  w.as 
possible  to  send  an  expedition  to  redress 
that  state  of  things  without  some  friction 
and  some  difficulty  ?    If  so,  they  take  a 
more  sanguine  view  of  the  possibilities 
of  human  nature  than  I  do.    Our  law  is 
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administered,  after  all,  not  by  angels, 
but  by  men,  and  if  vou  impose  upon  men 
a  most  difficult,  laborious,  and  delicate 
task,  some  slight  failure  there  must 
necessarily  be.  So  far  am  I  from  ad- 
mitting, for  a  moment,  that  there  are 
any  such  failures  in  this  case  as  to  con- 
stitute an  .occasion  for  inquiry,  I  take 
exactly  the  opposite  view.  And  I  am  of 
opinion,  and  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  speak 
out  publicly  in  this  case,  in  this  House, 
that  I  think  the  thanks  of  the  country 
are,  on  the  whole,  largely  due  to  those 
who  have  been  engaged  in  this  most 
difficult  and  laborious  undertaking.  It 
is  on  no  account  to  be  thought  that  I,  or 
the  Gbvemment,  or  even  Sheriff  Ivory, 
like  expeditions  of  this  kind,  or  Uiat 
they  add  a  charm  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Office  I  have  the  honour  to  hold.  Sir, 
I  hope,  and  believe,  that  no  Scotch 
Secretary  will  again  have  thrust  upon 
him  the  painful  responsibility  which  has 
been  thrust  upon  me.  I  hope  that  it  is 
the  last  time— it  is  almost  the  first,  not 
quite — but  I  hope  it  is  the  last  time  it 
will  be  necessary  for  the  Scotch  Secre- 
tary to  go  to  his  Oolleagues  and  say — 
**I  must  ask  you  to  supplement  the 
ordinary  forces  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  elements  of  llEiw  and  justice  in  the 
Highlands."  But,  Sir,  so  long,  at  all 
events,  as  I  hold  the  Office  for  which  I 
am  now  responsible,  I  shall  not  shrink 
if  a  similar  case  should  arise  for  adopt- 
ing similar  means  to  put  an  end  to  it.  I 
look  back  with  much  psin  to  what  has 

Sassed,  but  with  no  regret  whatever.  I 
eeply  deplore  the  necessity  that  was  put 
upon  me;  but  I  should  have  thought 
myself  cowardly,  and  utterly  unworthy 
of  holding  any  office  under  the  Orown, 
if  I  had  Ed^nk  from  the  responsibility, 
which  I  did  not  seek,  but  which  was  thrust 
upon  me.  Sir,  one  of  the  Members  for 
Glasgow  last  night — the  Member  for  the 
Oamlachie  Division  (Mr-  Watt) — threat- 
ened me  with  -  the  displeasure  of  the 
democracy.  He  said  that  the  democracy 
were  looking  for  a  very  different  conduct 
of  public  affairs  from  that  which  was 
being  pursued  by  the  Oovemment.  I 
do  not  think  so  badly  of  the  democracpr 
as  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite.  I  admit 
that,  if  some  of  the  speeches  we  have 
heard  in  the  course  of  the  last  two  days 
really  represent  the  feelings  and  views 
of  the  democracy ;  if  they  are  capable  of 
being  guilty  of  the  same  inconsequences 
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of  reasoning,  tlie  same  determination  not 
to  face  disagreeable  facts,  the  same  weak 
sentimentality,  which  is  the  precise  oppo- 
site of,  and  is  absolutely  inconsistent 
with,  true  charity  and  with  true  hu- 
manity ;  then  indeed,  Sir,  we  may  have 
to  face  the  displeasure  of  the  democracy, 
but  very  much  worse  consequences  will 
ensue  to  this  country  than  the  fall  of 
this  Government.  We  may  well  have 
reason  to  despair  of  the  future  of  this 
country,  if  counsels  such  as  those  to 
which  I  have  adverted  are  likely  to  pre- 
vail with  the  great  democracies.  But  I 
do  not  believe  a  word  of  it.  I  believe, 
Sir,  that  the  democracy  of  this  country 
are  as  firmly  determined  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  see  that,  in  every 
part  of  this  kingdom,  law  and  justice 
shall  prevail.  Ajad  it  is  because  I  hold 
that  conviction  that  I  carry  out,  and  the 
Government  carry  out,  what  they  believe 
to  be  their  duty,  without  the  slightest 
fear  of  that  displeasure  of  the  popular 
constituencies  with  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  thought  fit  to  threaten 
us. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BA.LFOUE  (aackmannan, 
&c.)  said,  that  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  long;  but,  as  he  had  held  the 
Office  of  Lord  Advocate  under  two  Ad- 
ministrations, he  thought  it  right  to 
say  something  on  the  question  before 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camlachie  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Watt)  had  asked  him  to  say  upon 
what  application  the  late  Government 
had  agreed  to  send  a  military  or 
naval  expedition  to  Tiree.  He  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  had  no  difficulty  in 
answering  that  question.  The  expedi- 
tion was  sent  upon  the  application  of  the 
Sheriff  Principal  of  the  county,  stating 
that  the  deforcement  had  taken  place 
with  regard  to  which  there  had  been  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  last  night.  The 
Sheriff's  application  was  accompanied  by 
the  Eeport  of  the  Chief  Constable  of  the 
county  regarding  that  act.  It  was  only 
upon  an  application  so  made  and  so  sus- 
tained that  the  expedition  was  sent ;  and 
in  regard  to  the  facts  which  actually 
occurred  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever, because  they  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  a  most  careful  inquiry  before 
the  highest  Criminal  Court  in  Scotland, 
which  had  resulted  in  the  unanimous 
conviction  of  the  persons  charged.  There 
were  one  or  two  remarks  made  about 
subsequent  trials  on  which  he  should  not 
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omit  to  say  what  he  thought.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  say  anything  in 
regard  to  the  Tiree  matter,  because  he 
scarcely  thought  it  had  been  assailed. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  complaint  had 
been  made  that  the  expedition  was  sent ; 
but  one  or  two  remarks  were  made  in 
regard  to  the  subsequent  proceedings 
with  respect  to  which  he  did  not  think 
it  right  that  he  should  be  silent.  Com- 
plaint had  been  made  that  the  men  who 
were  concerned  in  the  deforcement  were 
brought  to  Edinburgh  by  his  Successor 
in  Office,  and  tried  before  the  High 
Court  of  Justiciary.  Now,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  Liberal 
Government  had  remained  in  Office, 
he  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  would,  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  have  done 
exactly  the  same  thing;  and  he  would 
have  done  so  in  accordance  with — ^he 
would  not  say  invariable  usage — bot 
general  usage,  and  in  accordance  with 
what  he  believed  would  have  been  the 
substantially  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
country.  But  in  regard  to  the  bringing 
of  these  men  to  Edinburgh,  a  remark 
was  made  last  night  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber which  he  thought  was  a  very  unfor- 
tunate remark,  and  which  he  had  been 
surprised  to  hear.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  these  men  were  put  to  a  dis- 
advantage by  being  brought  to  the 
High  Court  of  Justiciary  in  Edinburglu 
in  respect  that  there  was  what  he  termed 
a  ''  racial  prejudice"  amongst  the  Low- 
landers  against  Highlanders,  and  be- 
cause, in  addition,  they  came  down  and 
competed  with  the  Lowlanders  in  the 
labour  market.  Now,  he  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  had  listened  to  that  statement 
with  positive  amazement,  because  he 
did  not  know  anv  men  who  were  so 
universally  liked  m  every  part  of  Scot- 
land as  the  Highlanders.  They  were 
all  proud  of  the  Highlanders ;  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  not  a 
part  in  the  Lowlands  to  which  they 
could  go  without  finding  Highland^v 
in  positions  of  competence,  of  respecta- 
bility, and  of  honour,  and  every  man 
who  had  Highland  blood  in  his  veins 
was  proud  of  it.  The  notion,  therefore, 
that  a  jury  gathered  from  the  thrc« 
counties  of  the  Lothians  —  the  three 
metropolitan  counties — would  in  any 
way  look  with  an  unkindly  dr  prejtidioed 
eye  on,  or  deal  unfairly  with,  theee  jMxir 
people  —  to  whose  character  as  ge— > 
rally    a    law-abiding   race    eveiybodj 
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could  bear  testimony — was  calculated 
to  shock  the  common  sense  of  anyone 
familiar  with  the  people  of  Scotland. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  jury 
and  the  Judge  must  have  viewed  with 
great  regret  the  spectacle  of  these  or- 
dinarily law-abiding  men  finding  them- 
selves in  such  a  position;  he  thought 
it  could  be  gathered,  from  the  recom- 
mendations to  leniency  which  were 
made  by  the  juries  in  these  cases,  that 
they  were  moved  not  a  little  by  the 
kindly  considerations  to  which  he  had 
referred ;  and  he  should  regret  exceed- 
ingly if  anyone  in  the  Highlands  be- 
lieved that  any  such  feeling  as  had 
been  suggested  existed  towards  their 
race.  The  only  other  point  regarding 
the  Tiree  case  was  put  interrogatively 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  0am- 
lachie  Division  of  Glasgow ;  and  it 
was  whether  there  had  been  injury  to 
life  or  limb  on  that  occasion.  It  might 
be  that  there  was  not ;  but  he  would  say 
this — that  it  was  altogether  a  mistake 
to  imagine  that  the  measure  of  the 
crime  of  deforcement  and  of  preven- 
ting service  of  a  civil  writ  was  affected 
by  the  absence  of  injury  to  life  or 
limb.  That,  no  doubt,  would  form  a 
very  important  ingredient  in  the  fixing 
of  the  sentences,  and  quite  properly; 
and  he  did  not  doubt  that  the  fact  that 
there  had  not  been  serious  violence  in 
those  cases  had  largely  influenced  the 
Judges  in  making  the  sentences  so 
lenient  as  they  did,  for  if  there  had 
been  serious  personal  violence,  the  sen- 
tences would  have  been  heavier.  The 
stopping  of  the  Queen's  writ  was  not  to 
be  treated  lightly ;  for  upon  its  free  run- 
ning, and  upon  obedience  being  shown 
to  the  orders  of  the  Court,  was  founded 
the  liberty  and  security  of  the  poor  as 
well  as  of  the  rich ;  and  he  could  not 
imagine  anything  more  deplorable  than 
that  the  idea  should  get  abroad  that  a 
declinature  to  allow  the  Queen's  writ  to 
run  in  any  part  of  the  Queen's  do- 
minions, was  not  a  grave  ofiPence.  He 
would  say  very  little  about  the  most  re- 
cent 8kye  expedition,  because  it  was 
after  he  left  Otfice,  and  he  only  knew  of 
it  from  what  he  read  in  the  papers,  and 
from  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen-  in 
that  Houso  yesterday  and  to-day.  But 
he  would  say  one  or  two  things.  The 
first  was  that  he  was  exceedingly  glad  to 
bear  the  statement  made  last  night  by 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 


Lord  Advocate  and  reiterated  to-day  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  that  that  expedition  was 
not  sent  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
either  rates  or  rents.  Both  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  emphasized  that.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  it,  because  he  should 
not  have  thought  it  right  employment 
for  the  Military  Forces  of  the  Crown 
that  they  should  be  sent  on  either  the 
one  duty  or  the  other.  He  would  only 
further  say  this — that  it  was  only  under 
exceedingly  rare  and  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances that  the  Military  Forces  of 
the  Crown  should  be  employed  at  all  in 
this  country.  Accordingly,  under  the 
late  Government,  the  most  anxious  and 
careful  consideration  was  given  to  every 
application  that  was  made  for  military 
aid.  It  was  many  times  refused.  It 
was  refused  invariably  when  they  were 
asked  merely  to  protect  the  service  of 
civil  writs;  and  when  it  was  granted 
the  most  strmgent  conditions  were  laid 
down.  The  conditions  on  which  it  would 
be  appropriately  granted  were  laid 
down  in  the  letter  of  the  Government, 
written  by  himself,  in  November,  1882, 
to  the  Sheriff  of  Inverness ;  and  he  had 
not  heard  then  or  since  any  complaint  in 
regard  to  those  conditions.  Nor  had  he 
heard  any  complaint  in  that  House  in 
regard  to  the  first  military  expedition  to 
Skye  in  1884,  the  Papers  relating  to 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  at  the 
time.  One  condition  that  they  laid  down 
was  that  under  no  circumstances  should 
a  military  force  be  allowed  to  become  a 
substitute  for  a  police  force.  It  was 
made  a  condition  sine  qud  non  that 
any  Local  Authority  which  thought 
its  civil  force  was  not  adequate,  or 
should  be  overpowered,  should  put 
into  the  field  as  a  primary  force  a 
large  body  of  constables— he  thought  40 
or  50  was  the  minimum — and  it  was  made 
perfectly  clear  that  it  was  only  in  the 
event  of  a  large  civil  force  being  over- 
powered that  the  military  force  should 
go  to  their  aid.  Those  conditions  were 
rigorously  exacted,  and  he  had  not  heard 
that  they  had  been  departed  from  in  the 
recent  expedition.  He  rather  gathered, 
from  what  was  said,  that  the  view  taken 
by  the  late  Government  had  been  con- 
curred in  by  the  present  Government. 
Another  suggestion  which  had  been 
thrown  out  was,  why,  in  such  a  case, 
the  number  of  police  should  not  be  in- 
creased?   Well,  there  was  a  practical 
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limit  to  that.  If  there  was  reason  to 
apprehend  that  the  disturbed  condition 
of  a  locality  was  to  be  permanent  or 
prolonged,  the  right  course  would,  no 
doubt,  be  to  increase  the  police  force,  at 
whatever  cost,  and  for  the  reason  that  he 
had  stated — that  under  no  circumstances 
should  a  military  force  ever  be  allowed 
to  become  a  substitute  for  the  civil  force. 
The  case  was  very  different  when  what 
they  had  to  deal  with  was  something 
sudden,  and  something  which  they  had 
reaiDn  to  believe  would  be  entirely  tran- 
sient and  temporary.  They  could  not 
train  a  police  force  in  a  day ;  for  the 
county  police  of  Scotland  were  not  ac- 
customed to  act  as  drilled  bodies  of  men, 
and  he  shared  the  hope  expressed  from 
the  other  side,  that  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary again  to  send  a  military  force  to  those 
districts,  orindeed,  tokeep  up  an  abnormal 
police  force  there.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  what  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  as  to 
the  humanity  of  adopting  the  course  which 
was  adopted,  exceptionally  by  both  Gb- 
vernments,  in  sending  a  military  force, 
rather  than  in  attempting  to  augment 
the  police  force.  That  was  a  matter  in 
which  they  were  not  without  experience. 
On  the  first  occasion,  when  there  was 
serious  trouble  in  Skye— -the  disturbances 
at  the  Braes — the  county  police  were  re- 
inforced by  a  large,  highly-organized, 
and  drilled  body  of  police  from  the  city 
of  Glasgow.  That  was  a  force  which 
had  a  degree  of  training  they  could  not 
expect  to  find  in  a  county  police  force. 
When  they  attempted  arrests  there  was 
a  conflict,  and  considerable  injuries  were 
done  both  to  policemen  and  other  per- 
sons. If  heads  were  not  broken,  they 
were  a  good  deal  bruised,  which  was  a 
thing  to  be  deprecated  and  lamented; 
while,  in  the  cases  in  which  a  military 
force  had  been  sent,  there  had  been  no 
injury  done  to  life  or  limb.  He  would 
just  say  a  word  upon  a  matter  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aber- 
deenshire (Mr.  Hunter).  His  hon. 
Friend  had  spoken  of  what  he  called 
'*  technical "  deforcement,  and  of  cross- 
ing an  invisible  line  between  what  was 
lawful  and  what  was  unlawful.  There 
were  certain  matters,  of  civil  concern, 
he  hoped,  rather  than  criminal,  in  which 
it  was  difficult  to  know  which  side  of 
a*  particular  rule  of  law  they  were 
upon;  but  he  could  not  imagine  any- 
thing in  regard  to  which  a  person  of 
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the  simplest  intelligence  oould  have  leas 
doubt  than  whether  he  was  or  was 
not  preventing  the  Queen's  writ  from 
being  served.  He  could  not  figure  to 
to  his  mind  the  conditions  under  which 
a  man  could  be  ignorant  of  whether  he 
was  stopping  the  Queen's  writ.  Whether 
it  was  by  a  blow,  or  interposing  his  per- 
son as  one  of  a  crowd  in  front  of  a  door, 
or  whatever  the  method  taken  was,  it 
seemed  absolutely  clear  that  no  man 
could  be  igpiorant  whether  it  was  doing 
so  or  not.  Now,  he  thought  it  right 
that  he  should  say  one  or  two  words  on 
the  terms  of  the  Amendment,  because, 
as  it  was  worded,  it  had  reference  not  only 
to  the  particular  cases  of  Skye  and  Tiree. 
but  to  the  ''general  administration  of 
justice  in  the  Highlands."  What  did 
that  mean  ?  It  had  been  interpreted  in 
two  ways.  It  had  been  interpreted  by 
his  hon.  Friends  who  had  moved  and 
seconded  the  Amendment  and  other  hon. 
Members  in  their  speeches  in  one  way, 
which  he  thought  was  its  only  meaning. 
The  meaning  of  administration  there  he 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  took  to  be  *<mal. 
administration."  Theirs  was  a  com- 
plaint against  the  mal-administration  of 
justice.  Some  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  said  that  they  did  not  so  interpret 
it ;  but  while  they  repudiated  the  aoop- 
tion  of  any  such  view  as  that,  and  indi- 
cated that  they  would  not  vote  for  it  if 
it  meant  to  charge  mal-administration, 
they  interpreted  it  as  preferring  no  cen- 
sure against  anybody,  but  merely  aa 
complaining  that  the  general  system 
of  Scottish  criminal  pro^dure  was  not 
good.  That  was  plainly  not  what  was 
meant,  nor  would  that  latter  interpre- 
tation be  appropriate,  because  the 
words  were  limited  to  the  Highlands. 
There  was  not  one  criminal  system 
for  the  Highlands  and  another  for  the 
Lowlands.  There  was  one  system  for 
the  whole  of  Scotland ;  and  it  was 
surely  not  to  be  regarded  by  his  hon. 
Friends  as  a  matter  of  such  urgency  as 
to  be  appropriate  to  be  put  into  the 
Queen's  Speech,  if  all  that  was  pro- 
posed was  an  examination  whether  the 
general  criminal  system  in  Scotland 
was  satisfactory  or  not.  That  was  a 
large  subject ;  but  he  believed  the 
enormous  preponderance  of  opinion  in 
Scotland  was  in  favour  of  the  pTneont 
system.  He  was  not  going  to  argna  it; 
but  he  might  say  that  it  had  always  been 
the  Scotch  system.    It  was  one  of  tke 
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stipuIatioDB  at  the  Union  that  Scotland 
should  preserve  her  own  laws  and  her 
own  Law  Courts.  Therefore,  it  was,  in 
the  strictest  sense,  a  national  system ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  great  body  of 
Scotch  opinion  was  favourable  to  it. 
It  had  been  from  time  to  time  amended, 
and  he  believed  would  admit  of  further 
amendment.  If  it  was  proposed,  by  the 
Amendment,  to  make  a  charge  of  general 
mal-administration  of  justice  in  the  High- 
lands, that  was  a  very  wide,  a  very 
sweeping,  and  a  very  serious  charge,  be- 
cause it  was  not  limited  to  one  county  or 
one  place,  nor  to  one  person  or  func- 
tionary. The  House  was  asked  by  that 
general  proposition  to  condemn,  by  im- 
plication and  in  the  dark,  numbers  of  per- 
sons whose  names  they  had  never  heard, 
and  an  administration  extending  over 
a  large  number  of  counties  of  Scot- 
land. Whatever  might  be  the  case  with 
hon.  Members  who  had  no  official  duty 
in  regard  to  the  matter,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation, having  for  several  years  held  the 
Office  which  made  it  his  duty  to  know 
how  that  system  was  being  administered 
throughout  the  country,  in  saying  that 
that  proposition  did  not  agree  with  the 
fact.  It  was  not  according  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  general  or  prevalent  mal- 
administration throughout  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland ;  and  he  could  be  no 
party  to  affirming  a  proposition  which 
he  knew  to  be  contrary  to  the  fact.  He 
need  say  no  more,  than  there  were  local 
Judges,  local  Fiscals,  and  others  doing 
their  duties  just  as  honestly,  just  as 
fairly,  throughout  the  Highland  dis- 
tricts as  any  judicial  officers  either  in 
the  rest  of  Scotland,  or  in  this  or  any 
other  country;  and  he  felt  sure  the 
House  would  be  very  slow  to  condemn 
these  unknown  and  un-named  officials 
in  hloc.  But  take  the  particular  case 
of  Skye.  He  was  not  going  into 
detail  as  to  the  proceedings  of  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  administration 
there  at  the  time  these  events  occurred. 
But  he  must  say  this,  that  having  had  a 
good  deal  to  do  for  years  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  there,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  said 
with  regard  to  Sheriff  Ivory,  against 
whom  many  hard  words  had  been  used. 
He  thought  it  was  only  fair  that  he 
should  express  his  concurrence  in  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said. 
Then,  it  was  a  matter  of  complaint  that 


there  had  been  a  system  of  taking  de- 
clarations and  of  separating  the  prisoner 
during  certain  days  from  his  friends. 
He  thought  that  was  a  thing  that  was 
liable  to  abuse.  He  thought  it  was  a 
hardship,  and  within  the  last  year  or 
two  an  alteration  had  been  made  pro- 
viding for  the  admission  by  the  prison 
officials  of  the  legal  advisers  or  friends 
of  prisoners.  Something  also  was  said 
as  to  an  accused  person  being  subject 
to  a  sort  of  private  examination.  Their 
rule  upon  that  matter  was  very  liable 
to  be  misunderstood;  but  there  was 
nothing  in  it,  when  rightly  carried  out, 
which  could  be  so  described.  The 
accused  person,  when  arrested,  was 
brought  before  a  magistrate,  and  an 
opportunity  was  given  to  him  of  making 
a  declaration;  he  was  not  required  to 
make  a  declaration;  he  need  not  say 
one  word ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
magistrate  to  tell  him  so,  but  that  if 
he  did  make  a  declaration  it  might  be 
used  against  him.  The  result  was  that  the 
more  knowing  criminals  did  not  make  a 
declaration,  but  that  innocent  men  gene- 
rally did ;  because  it  gave  the  accused 
an  opportunity,  if  he  had  a  defence, 
to  state  it.  When  he  made  his  state- 
ment the  authorities  could  examine  into 
the  truth  of  it ;  and  in  not  a  few  cases, 
if  his  statement  turned  out  to  be  true, 
he  was  set  at  liberty  at  once.  So  com- 
pletely was  it  not  an  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  accused  to  make  a  decla- 
ration, that  he  remembered  one  decla- 
ration in  these  terms — 

**  A  person  who,  on  being  interrogated,  re- 
fused to  tell  his  name,  being  further  interro* 
gated,  refused  to  answer  any  question." 

He  did  not  think  anybody  could  say 
that  a  person  was  subjected  to  an  in- 
quisition by  a  system  of  that  kind.  It 
was  really  a  system  for  the  protection  of 
the  innocent.  As  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  change  of  venue,  that  was 
a  perfectly  appropriate  expression  in 
England;  but  it  was  hardly  appro- 
priate in  Scotland,  because  it  implied 
that  there  was  an  original  venue  which 
had  been  changed.  That  was  not  so. 
[*•  Hear,  hear! "]  The  Lord  Advocate 
had  the  power  of  directing  an  accused 
person  to  be  tried  either  in  the  loca- 
lity where  the  crime  was  committed, 
or  in  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary. 
It  was  not  always  easy  to  please  people 
as  to  the  place  where  they  were  to  be 
tried,  because  while  they  had  heard  a 
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good  deal  of  complaint  in  regard  to  the 
persons  recently  brought  up  to  the  High 
Court,  complaints  had  been  made  against 
him  because  he  directed  the  Braes  people 
to  be  tried  summarily  in  Inverness.  A 
statement  had  been  made  which  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  right  to  allow  to 
pass  uncontradicted,  because  it  must  have 
been  made  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion. It  had  been  said  that  all  the  per- 
sons connected  with  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Skye  were  in  some  way 
associated  with,  or  dependent  upon,  the 
landlords.  Now,  he  did  not  know  a  single 
person  who  had  an3rthing  to  do  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  that  island 
who  had  any  such  association  with  the 
landlords.  [**  Hear,  hear!"]  When  the 
troubles  began  in  Skye,  it  was  laid 
down  by  the  Procurator  Fiscal  there, 
as  a  rule,  for  his  own  guidance,  that 
he  should  not  take  private  employ- 
ment from  anyone  connected  with  the 
land  during  his  action  in  these  matters, 
and  he  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  thought  he 
was  correct  in  stating  that  he  had  not 
taken  any  such  private  employment. 
He  was  sure  that  if  his  hon.  Friends  on 
his  own  side  of  the  House  had  had  the 
same  opportunities  and  means  that  he 
had  had  of  obtaining  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  various  facts  of  the  case 
they  would  hardly  have  made  some  of 
the  statements  they  had  made.  With 
those  observations,  he  thought  it  right 
to  say  that  an  Amendment,  so  conceived 
and  so  expressed,  he  should  find  it  alto- 
gether impossible  to  support. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said, 
he  had  listened  to  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advocate  with  a 
desire  to  be  convinced,  but  had  not  re- 
csived  the  satisfaction  he  expected.  He 
did  not  think  sufficient  reasons  had  been 
given  for  refusing  the  inquiry  asked  for. 
The  part  of  the  Amendment  that  inte- 
rested him  was  the  expression  that  the 
alleged  facts  that  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing **  have  caused  serious  concern  to 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  demand  full 
inquiry."  He  believed  that  such  serious 
concern  existed;  and  he  did  not  think 
anything  that  had  fallen  from  the  two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  that  serious 
concern.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  feeling  in  Scotland  was  one 
of  widespread  and  intense  dissatisfac- 

Mr.  7.  B.  Balfour 


tion — ['*  Oh  !  "] — with  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  taught  to  believe 
or  to  suspect  that  the  people  of  Skye 
and  Tiree  had  been  treated.  He  &d 
not  deny  that  there  was  a  small  Party  in 
Scotland  who  did  not  share  that  dissatis- 
faction ;  but  that  feeling  was  very  much 
identified  with  the  Party  who  were  prone 
to  despise  the  people  and  to  trample 
upon  them.  [**  Oh ! "]  The  people  of 
Scotland  knew  the  character  of  the 
population  of  Skye,  and,  knowing  it, 
they  felt  that  the  fault  must  be  either  in 
the  law  or  in  its  administration.  The 
people  of  Skye  were  a  people  of  intelli* 
genoe  and  piety.  [Laughter. 1  Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  might 
laugh  at  intelligence  or  piety,  or  at 
both  combined.  But  there  had  been 
a  long  tradition  of  education  in  that 
Island;  and  the  result  was  that  the 
population  there  were,  in  point  of 
intelligence,  superior  to  the  same  class 
in  England.  He  felt  no  shame  in 
asserting  it  to  be  a  most  valuable 
quality  in  the  people  of  Skye  that 
they  were  devout  and  reverent.  The 
character  of  their  religious  creed,  wor- 
ship, and  government  was  well  known 
to  be  conducive,  not  only  to  the  forma- 
tion of  pious  aspirations  and  moral 
habits,  but  also  of  a  remarkable  keen- 
ness of  dialectic  intelligence.  What- 
ever might  be  the  faults  of  the  Presby- 
terian system — and  he,  for  his  part,  had 
faults  to  find  with  it,  otherwise  he  should 
not  have  been  at  that  moment  address- 
ing the  House^it  could  not  be  denied 
that,  to  all  those  who  were  conscien- 
tiously attached  to  it,  it  tended  to 
give  those  moral  and  religious  habits, 
as  well  as  intellectual  aptitudes,  of 
which  he  had  spoken.  The  people  of 
Scotland,  therefore,  suspected  that  a 
gross  indigpiity  had  been  vicariously 
perpetrated  upon  themselves  in  the  per- 
sons of  the  Skye  people.  They  thought 
those  people  had  been  dragooned,  driren 
about,  trespassed  upon,  and  generallj 
harassed,  in  a  way  that  looked  as  if 
there  were  one  law  for  the  rich  and 
another  for  the  poor ;  and  they  thou^t 
that  insulting  and  harassing  treatment 
of  this  description  had  an  effect  that 
communicated  itself  to  the  whole  popu- 
lation. There  were  two  things  wmch 
the  people  of  Scotland  especially  re- 
sented in  this  matter.  They  resented 
the  uncelled-for  and  exasperating  theat- 
ricality of   sending  a  portion    of   the 
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Britisli  Army  and  N^vj  against  a  half- 
Btarved  population;  and  they  resented 
the  apparently  tyrannical  conduct  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  which  seemed  to  them  to 
have  been  dictated  by  an  extraordinary 
egotism  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  by  something  like  a  determination 
to  crush  the  crofters  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lords. Those  suspicions  were  shared  by 
the  people  of  Scotland  as  a  whole.  At 
all  the  public  meetings  whicb  he  had  at- 
tended, allusion  to  what  was  going  on  in 
Skye  had  been  received  with  shouts  of 
execration ;  and  he  had  had  invitation 
after  invitation  to  attend  meetings  in 
Scotland  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
sympathy  with  the.  crofters  in  their  pre- 
sent position.  That  was  another  indi- 
cation of  the  universality  of  this  feeling 
amongst  the  people  of  Scotland.  With 
the  exception  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Hollox 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Oaldwell),  not 
a  single  Scotch  Member  had  risen,  except 
to  express  himself  in  favourof  the  Amend- 
ment. The  course  adopted  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate was  only  to  be  expected  from  a 
Gentleman  in  his  official  position ;  and, 
however  much  they  might  respect  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  could  not 
consider  him  as  the  Eepresentative  of  a 
popular  constituency  in  Scotland,  but  of 
one  of  those  fancy  constituencies  which 
was  not  destined  to  immortality.  If  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Scotland  were  repre- 
senting the  minds  of  their  constituen- 
cies, it  was  evident  that  the  whole  of  the 
popular  part  of  the  country  sympathized 
with  the  position  of  the  people  m  these 
Islands.  One  of  their  own  Colleagues 
in  the  representation  of  Scotland,  who 
shook  the  dust  off  his  shoes  the  other 
night  as  a  testimony  against  the  de- 
gradation of  that  Chamber  by  his 
CO -Bepresentatives,  had  returned  to 
the  fold  upon  that  particular  Amend- 
ment He  (Mr.  Wallace)  thought  that 
was  a  very  striking  testimony  of  the 
force  of  popular  opinion  in  this  matter 
in  all  the  constituencies  throughout  the 
country.  What  reply  had  been  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  in  the  way  of  meeting 
that  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  satisfying  them  that  no 
inquiry  need  be  made  into  the  matter  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them 


that  the  naval  expedition  was  not  sent 
to  collect  rates,  but  to  vindicate  the  law, 
which  had  been  broken.  But  it  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Wallace)  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  afterwards  contradicted  him- 
self as  to  that  portion  of  his  answer.  He 
began  by  telling  them  that  the  expedi- 
tion had  not  been  sent  to  collect  rates, 
and  wound  up  that  portion  of  his  speech 
by  telling  them  that  the  expedition  had 
been  particularly  successful  in  collecting 
the  rates ;  that  it  had  compelled  all  the 
landlords  to  fulfil  their  obligations,  and 
that  it  required  in  some  cases  three  mili- 
tary visits  to  make  some  of  the  crofters 
pay  their  rates.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  some  confusion  in  his  own 
mind  when  he  told  them  that  the  ex- 
pedition was  not  sent  to  collect  rates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be 
desirous  of  explaining  how  it  was  neces- 
sary that  a  military  expedition  should 
be  sent  for  the  purpose  of  vindicating 
the  law  that  had  been  broken.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Clackmannan  had  laid  it 
down  that  recourse  should  not  be  had 
to  military  aid  unless  in  cases  of  sudden 
riot,  and  in  cases  of  extraordinary  emer« 
gency,  to  deal  with  which  police  could 
not  be  obtained,  and  soldiers  should  not 
be  employed  on  police  duty  which  was 
likely  to  prove  of  a  continuous  character. 
Having  been  taught  such  a  doctrine  as 
that  by  a  competent  authority,  whom 
they  aU  respected,  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  did 
not  think  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
be  satisfied  with  the  application  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  of  the  doctrine  in  connection 
with  the  affairs  of  Skye.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  told  them  that  if  he  had  only 
got  a  sufficient  body  of  police  he  could 
have  enforced  these  rates  without  calling 
in  the  military  arm. 

The  SECBETABY  pob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  said  nothing  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  certainly 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  he  might  have  done  it  if  there 
had  been  a  sufficient  number  of  police. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  What  I  said 
was  that  if  there  had  been  a  body  of 
police  larger  than  that  which  could  be 
supplied  by  the  district,  it  was  possibly 
they  might  have  been  able  to  do  it 
without  bloodshed. 

^Fifteenth  Night.'] 
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Mr.  WALLACE :  That  was  tliat  they 
could  do  it,  since  the  doing  of  it  was  pos- 
sible; he  must  say  his  mind  was  not 
sufficiently  acute  to  discern  the  differ- 
ence. The  people  of  Scotland  were 
familiar  with  these  Constitutional  doc- 
trines, and  were  not  convinced  that  a 
sufficient  police  force  could  not  have 
done  all  that  was  required  in  Skye.  He 
contended  that  it  was  possible,  with  a 
sufficient  number  of  police,  to  perform 
the  civil  duty  required  there,  and  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  call  in  the  aid 
of  the  military.  There  was  no  sudden 
riot  or  extraordinary  emergency.  The 
whole  basis  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  had  been  founded, 
not  upon  ascertained  fact,  but  simply 
upon  conjecture  and  upon  their  own 
prediction ;  and  the  people  of  Scotland 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was 
possible  that  if  the  Government  granted 
an  inquiry  the  whole  facts  of  the  situa- 
tion might  be  fully  and  properly  drawn 
up,  and  that  a  statement  might  be  made 
that  would  satisfy  the  people  that  there 
was  a  pressing  necessity  with  the  Go- 
vernment to  employ  this  military  force. 
He  regretted  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  passed  very  lightly  over  the 
case  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  He  must  say,  if 
that  judicial  officer  actually  conducted 
himself  in  the  way  described  by  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  he  was  not  a  man  of  suffi- 
cient common  sense  to  occupy  the  posi- 
tion he  did.  In  the  giving  of  those 
miscellaneous  nursery  decorations  to 
men  for  doing  their  duty  there  was  an 
injudicial  animus  exhibited.  The  effect 
of  stimulating  the  police  in  this  way 
was  to  tempt  them  into  the  perpetration 
of  injustice.  They  would  not  be  too 
finical  in  what  they  did  to  obtain  the 
reward.  Sheriff  Ivory  had  also  been 
charged  with  vindiotiveness  in  some  of 
his  arrests.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
denied  that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  known  of 
some  of  those  arrests.  He  accepted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement;  but 
that  fact  should  be  brought  out  in  such 
a  way  that  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  it,  and 
that  could  only  be  done  as  part  of  the 
general  inquiry  which  was  asked  and  de- 
manded by  the  facts  of  the  case.  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  shown  a  certain  absurd  sense 
of  dignity  in  his  whole  connection  with 
this  matter.  [**  Divide ! "]  He  had  only 
one  other  remark  to  make  before  he  sat 


down.  The  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  himself  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Highlands  was  no  reason  for  his 
refusing  the  inquiry.  His  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace's) whole  argument  was  rested  upon 
the  claims  of  the  people  of  Scotland  to 
have  their  righteous  concern  considered 
and  satisfied  in  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refused  this  inquiry  on 
two  grounds — because  he  did  not  beUeve 
that  the  Scottish  judicial  system  re- 
quired revision ;  and  because  he  did  not 
believe  the  allegations  that  had  been 
made  against  Sheriff  Ivory  and  others. 
There  might  not  be  much  concern  in 
Scotland  about  the  revision  of  the 
Scotch  laws,  but  there  was  a  desire  for 
this  inquiry;  and  though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  believe  the  alle- 
gations that  had  been  made,  others  did, 
and  an  inquiry  ought  to  be  granted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  136;  Noes 
253 :  Majority  117.— (Div.  List,  No.  9.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  speaker  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  already  spoken  in 
the  debate  upon  the  Address  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  spoken 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  but  not  on  tiie 
Main  Question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Sexton,) 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  first  stage 
of  the  Address  to  be  now  taken.  If  he 
had  any  observations  to  make  he  could 
make  them  on  the  Report  stago.  Look- 
ing to  the  fact  that  the  House  had  now 
been  sitting  three  weeks,  and  that  thej 
had  only  got  to  the  disposal  of  the  last 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  that  the 
Address  was  not  yet  accepted,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  the 
House,  and  he  was  sure  the  comitiyt 
would  feel  that  sufficient  time  had  beoi 
expended  on  the  fii«t  debate  on  that 
stage  of  the  Address. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork)  said,  it  had 
grown  very  much  into  a  habit  of  reoeal 
years  to  exhaust  the  various  subjects  of 
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discussion  in  wbicli  the  House  took  an  in- 
terest in  the  varions  debates  upon  the  first 
stage  of  the  Address.  As  importance  was 
not  usually  attached  to  discussions  on 
Beporty  he,  therefore,  did  not  think  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton),  in  view  of 
the  very  grave  state  of  affairs  which  ex* 
isted  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  take  all  the  time  of 
the  House  for  the  discussion  of  their 
Resolutions  with  regard  to  the  Proce- 
dure of  the  House,  would  be  justified, 
under  these  circumstances,  in  withdraw- 
ing his  Motion,  or  refraining  from  press- 
ing his  claim  to  speak  upon  the  Main 
Question,  if  he  should  so  desire,  when 
the  House  resumed  to-morrow.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  the  Motion  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  made.  It  was  not  a 
usual  thing  to  oppose  a  Motion  made 
just  as  the  clock  was  coming  to  the  hour 
when  Opposed  Business  ceased ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  shut  out  his  hon.  Friend  from 
the  right  of  speaking  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion— a  right  which  he  had  not  yet  ex- 
ercised— by  taking  a  Division  against 
his  Motion.  Otherwise,  they  would 
have  to  adopt  means  to  prevent  that 
Division  from  beine  taken. 

Me.  LABOUOHKRE  (Northampton) 
said,  there  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  impli- 
cation in  the  observations  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  that  time  had  been  wasted 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
[^3fini9t$rial  Cheer*.']  He  gathered  from 
those  cheers  that  that  was  the  view  of 
the  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Well,  he  would  only  make  one 
reply — namely,  that  there  had  been 
during  the  debate  upon  the  Address  65 
Conservative  speeches  made. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  Government 
were  not  acting  fairly  in  desiring  to  pre- 
vent discussioDS  on  subjects  affecting 
Ireland,  as  since  the  discussion  on  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork's  Amendment, 
other  questions  of  a  grave  and  serious 
character  had  been  raised  in  Ireland 
which  made  it  necessary  for  them  to  in- 
sist on  their  right  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion to-morrow.  The  hon.  Member 
was  pursuing  this  line  of  argument, 
when 


It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow, 


NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS   OF   THE 
HOUSE  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE). 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  to-morrow 
I  shall  move — 

"That  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on 
every  day  on  which  the  consideration  of  those 
Rules  may  he  set  down  hy  the  Government.*' 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  can  give  the  House  any  indication 
when  it  is  proposed  to  set  down  the  new 
Rules  for  consideration  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Immediately 
the  House  has  disposed  of  the  Address, 
or  perhaps  before. 

MOTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN    OPEK    SPACES   ACT    (1881) 

EXTENSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Luhhock,  Bill  for  ex- 
tending certain  provisions  of  **  The  Metro- 
politan Open  Spaces  Act,  1881,"  with  amend- 
ments to  urhan  sanitary  districts  throughout 
England  and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Sir 
dharles  Forster,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Reid, 
Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr.  Salt. 
Bill  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 

PARLIAMENTABY       ELECTIONS      (SIMULTA- 
NEOUS voting)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  F.  Beaumont,  Bill  to 
provide  that  Parliamentary  Elections  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  be  held  on  the  same  day, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  F.  Beaumont, 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  and  Mr.  Craven. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 72.] 

HX7NICIPAL  RATES  ASSESSMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  <^  Mr.  Bowntree,  Bill  to  make 
provision  for  the  making,  assessment,  and  col- 
lection of  Municipal RatM, orderedioyie brought 
in  by  Mr.  Howntree,  Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Albert 
Bollit,  and  Mr.  Craig. 
WMpretcntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  173.] 


House  aoyoumed  at  ten  minntea 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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Mr.  WALLACE :  That  was  that  they  | 
could  do  it,  since  the  doing  of  it  was  pos- 
sible; he  must  say  his  mind  was  not 
sufficiently  acute  to  discern  the  differ- 
ence.  The  people  of  Scotland  were 
familiar  with  these  Constitutional  doc- 
trines»  and  were  not  convinced  that  a 
sufficient  police  force  could  not  have 
done  all  that  was  required  in  Skye.  He 
contended  that  it  was  possible,  with  a 
sufficient  number  of  police,  to  perform 
the  civil  duty  required  there,  and  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  call  in  the  aid 
of  the  military.  There  was  no  sudden 
riot  or  extraordinary  emergency.  The 
whole  basis  of  the  action  of  the  Gbyem- 
ment  in  the  matter  had  been  founded, 
not  upon  ascertained  fact,  but  simply 
upon  conjecture  and  upon  their  own 
prediction ;  and  the  people  of  Scotland 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was 
possible  that  if  the  Goyernment  granted 
an  inquiry  the  whole  facts  of  the  situa- 
tion might  be  fully  and  properly  drawn 
up,  and  that  a  statement  might  be  made 
that  would  satisfy  the  people  that  there 
was  a  pressing  necessity  with  the  Go- 
yernment to  employ  this  military  force. 
He  regretted  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  passed  yery  lightly  over  the 
case  of  Sheriff  lyory.  He  must  say,  if 
that  judicial  officer  actually  conducted 
himself  in  the  way  described  by  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  he  was  not  a  man  of  suffi- 
cient common  sense  to  occupy  the  posi- 
tion he  did.  In  the  giving  of  tnose 
miscellaneous  nursery  decorations  to 
men  for  doing  their  duty  there  was  an 
injudicial  animus  exhibited.  The  effect 
of  stimulating  the  police  in  this  way 
was  to  tempt  them  into  the  perpetration 
of  injustice.  They  would  not  be  too 
finical  in  what  they  did  to  obtain  the 
reward.  Sheriff  Ivory  had  also  been 
charged  with  vindictiveness  in  some  of 
his  arrests.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
denied  that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  known  of 
some  of  those  arrests.  He  accepted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement;  but 
that  fact  should  be  brought  out  in  such 
a  way  that  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  it,  and 
that  could  only  be  done  as  part  of  the 
general  inquiry  which  was  asked  and  de- 
manded by  the  facts  of  the  case.  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  shown  a  certain  absurd  sense 
of  dignity  in  his  whole  connection  with 
this  matter.  ['<  Divide  !'*]  He  had  only 
one  other  remark  to  make  before  he  sat 


down.  The  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  himself  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Highlands  was  no  reason  for  his 
refusing  the  inquiry.  His  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace's) whole  argument  was  rested  upon 
the  claims  of  the  people  of  Scotland  to 
have  their  righteous  concern  considered 
and  satisfied  in  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refused  this  inquiry  on 
two  grounds — because  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  Scottish  judicial  system  re- 
quired revision ;  and  because  he  did  not 
believe  the  allegations  that  had  been 
made  against  Sheriff  Ivory  and  others. 
There  might  not  be  much  concern  in 
Scotland  about  the  revision  of  the 
Scotch  laws,  but  there  was  a  desire  for 
this  inquiry ;  and  thoueh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  believe  die  alle- 
gations that  had  been  made,  others  did, 
and  an  inquiry  ought  to  be  granted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  136;  Noes 
253 :  Majority  117.— (Div.  list,  No.  9.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  moved  the  adjouni- 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  already  spoken  in 
the  debate  upon  the  Address? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  spoken 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  but  not  on  tiie 
Main  Question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {^Mr.  Sexton,) 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  rStrand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  hoped  uie  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  first  stage 
of  the  Address  to  be  now  taken.  If  he 
had  any  observations  to  make  he  coold 
make  them  on  the  Report  stage.  Look* 
ing  to  the  fact  that  the  House  had  now 
been  sitting  three  weeks,  and  that  tbef 
had  only  got  to  the  disposal  of  the  last 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  that  the 
Address  was  not  yet  accepted,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Oentleman  himself  and  the 
House,  and  he  was  sure  the  country, 
would  feel  that  sufficient  time  had  been 
expended  on  the  first  debate  on  that 
stage  of  the  Address. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork)  said,  it  hid 
grown  very  much  into  a  habit  of  reoaot 
years  to  exhaust  the  various  subjects  of 
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discnssion  in  which  the  House  took  an  in- 
terest in  theyarious  debates  upon  the  first 
stage  of  the  Address.  As  importance  was 
not  usuaUy  attached  to  discussions  on 
Beporty  he,  therefore,  did  not  think  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton),  in  view  of 
the  very  grave  state  of  affairs  which  ex- 
isted in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Goyem- 
mentproposed  to  take  all  the  time  of 
the  House  for  the  discussion  of  their 
Resolutions  with  regard  to  the  Proce- 
dure of  the  House,  would  be  justified, 
under  these  circumstances,  in  withdraw- 
ing bis  Motion,  or  refraining  from  press- 
ing bis  claim  to  speak  upon  the  Main 
Question,  if  he  should  so  desire,  when 
the  House  resumed  to-morrow.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  Govemment 
would  not  oppose  the  Motion  which  bis 
hon.  Friend  bad  made.  It  was  not  a 
usual  thing  to  oppose  a  Motion  made 
just  as  the  clock  was  coming  to  the  hour 
when  Opposed  Business  ceased ;  and  be 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  sbut  out  his  hon.  Friend  from 
the  right  of  speaking  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion— a  right  which  he  had  not  yet  ex- 
ercised— by  taking  a  Division  against 
bis  Motion.  Otherwise,  they  would 
have  to  adopt  means  to  prevent  that 
Division  from  being  taken. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  there  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  impli- 
cation in  the  observations  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  that  time  bad  been  wasted 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
[^M%n%9terial  Cheers,']  He  gathered  from 
those  cheers  that  that  was  the  view  of 
the  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Well,  be  would  only  make  one 
reply — namely,  that  there  bad  been 
during  the  debate  upon  the  Address  65 
Conservative  speeches  made. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  Government 
were  not  acting  fairly  in  desiring  to  pre- 
vent discussions  on  subjects  affecting 
Ireland,  as  since  the  discussion  on  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork's  Amendment, 
other  questions  of  a  grave  and  serious 
character  bad  been  raised  in  Ireland 
which  made  it  necessary  for  them  to  in- 
sist on  their  right  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion to-morrow.  The  hon.  Member 
was  pursuing  this  line  of  argument, 
when 


It  being  a  quarter  of  an  bour  before 
6ix  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 


NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS   OF   THE 
HOUSE  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE). 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  to-morrow 
I  shall  move — 

"That  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on 
every  day  on  which  the  consideration  of  those 
Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Goyemment." 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  be  can  give  the  House  any  indication 
when  it  is  proposed  to  set  down  the  new 
Rules  for  consideration  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Immediately 
the  House  has  disposed  of  the  Address, 
or  perhaps  before. 

MOTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN    OFBV    SFJLOBS    ACT    (1881) 

EXTENSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  for  ex- 
tending certain  provisions  of  *'  The  Metro- 
politan Open  Spaces  Act,  1881/'  with  amend- 
ments to  urban  sanitary  districts  throughout 
England  and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Sir 
Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Beid, 
Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr.  Salt. 
Bill  preseniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 

PABUAMENTABT       ELECTIONS      (SIMULTA- 
NEOUS VOTING)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  F.  Beaumont,  Bill  to 
provide  that  Parliamentary  Elections  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  be  held  on  the  same  day, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  F.  Beaumont, 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  and  Mr.  Craven. 
BiHpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  172.] 

MUNICIPAL  RATES  ASSESSMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  c^  Mr.  Bowntree,  Bill  to  make 
provision  for  the  making,  assessment,  and  col- 
lection of  Municipal  Rates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Rowntree,  Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Albert 
Bollit,  and  Mr.  Craig. 
Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  173.] 


House  a^oumed  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday^  Mih  Fehruary,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^tra^  Reading— 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  •  (23) ;  Jus- 
tices* Jurisdiction  (24). 

Iteport — Appellate  Jurisdiction*  (15-25). 

RESIGNATION  OF  THE  EARL  OF 

DUNRAVEN. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN:  My 
Lords,  I  am  anxious  to  make  some  state- 
ment in  the  way  of  personal  explanation, 
and  as  this  is  the  first  opportunity  I 
have  to  do  so,  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  be  kind  enough  to  grant  me 
your  indulgence  for  a  short  time.  My 
Lords,  I  am  particularly  anxious  to  ask 
for  that  indulgence ;  because  I  believe 
what  I  have  to  do  is  unusual  and,  I 
believe  I  shall  be  right  in  saying,  un- 
precedented. But,  my  Lords,  the  posi- 
tion which  I  am  in  is  somewhat  unusual 
also.  As  a  general  rule,  when  a  subor- 
dinate Member  of  a  Government  finds  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  resign  his  ap- 
pointment he  is  enabled  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  or  as  soon  as  is  practicable, 
to  give  a  personal  explanation  of  his 
motives  by  speaking  on  some  Bill  or 
some  Motion  before  the  House.  But  my 
Lords,  as  some  of  the  strongest  motives 
which  influenced  me  are  connected  with 
questions  which  never  come  before  this 
House,  and  cannot  come  before  this 
House,  it  is  obvious  that  I  should  never 
in  this  respect  have  any  opportunity  of 
explaining  myself  to  your  Lordships. 
My  Lords,  I  am  painfully  aware  that,  in 
taking  this  course,  I  may  lay  myself 
open  to  the  imputation  of  desiring  to 
make  much  of  a  matter  which  practically 
speaking  concerns  myself  alone ;  but  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  will  believe  me 
when  I  say  that  this  is  not  the  case. 
Could  I  have  received  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  myself  to  the  House  in  the 
ordinary  course,  I  should  have  adopted 
that  means  of  making  a  personal  expla- 
nation to  the  House ;  because  I  am  sure 
your  Lordships  will  sympathize  with  me 
when  I  say  that  I  am  anxious  to  g^ve 
some  explanation  of  my  motives  to  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature  in  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  sit.  As  regards  the 
Department  in  which  I  had  the  honour 


to  serve  Her  Majesty,  it  is  probable 
that  the  points  on  which  1  differed  from 
the  policy  of  my  colleagues  in  H«r 
Majesty's  Government  will  come  before 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  therefore  I 
will  say  but  little  about  them.  I  took  aa 
opportunity,  my  Lords,  after  resigning, 
to  state  that  I  had  not  resigned  my  ap« 
pointment  on  any  matter  connected  with 
Colonial  policy,  and  I  wish  to  repeat  that 
statement.  There  is  no  queetion  o<»i- 
nected  with  the  Colonial  policy  whick 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  pursaed, 
which  in  my  opinion  would  in  itself  hare 
justified  me  in  resigning  my  office,  and 
I  was  anxious  there  should  be  no  mie- 
understanding  on  this  point ;  because  it 
occurred  to  me  that  it  was  possible  in 
view  of  difficulties  connected  with  differ* 
ences  between  ourselves  and  the  United 
States  in  connection  with  the  Fisheiy 
question  and  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States — I  thought  it  would  be 
possible  that  my  resignation  might  hare 
given  rise  to  false  impressions  that  1 
differed  in  any  way  ^m  the  courae 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
pursued  with  regard  to  matters  in  dis- 
pute between  the  United  States  and 
Canada.  My  Lords,  as  that  is  not  the 
case,  I  am  very  anxious  to  avoid  the  pos- 
sibility of  stultifying  myself  in  the  future. 
If  I  had  to  criticize  the  Colonial  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
future,  I  do  not  wish  it  even  to  appear 
as  if  I  were  indulging  in  captious 
criticism  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemnient. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  say  that  on  Eome 
matters,  and  bn  one  matter  in  pcurticnlar, 
I  do  not  approve ;  but  I  very  mnoh  die- 
approve  of  the  action  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government — action  which  I 
did  not  anticipate  would  be  taken  on  the 
question  of  the  Fisheries  in  Newfound- 
land. The  action  of  Her  Majeety^s 
Government  here  towards  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Newfoundland  will  probably 
come  before  your  Lordships'  House; 
and,  when  it  does,  I  may,  if  necessary, 
take  further  opportunity  of  speaking 
upon  that  subject.  I  only  wish  to  say 
that,  upon  that  point,  as  well  as  upon 
some  other  points,  I  did  not  find  myself 
in  accord  with  the  Colonial  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  did  not  differ  in  any  respect 
sufficiently,  in  my  mind,  to  justify  me  ia 
resigning  my  appointment  exolo»ively 
upon  the  question  of  Colonial  Policy. 
My  Lords,  there  is  another  subject — I 
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might  almost  say  a  group  of  subjects — 
likely  to  come  before  toe  House,  and 
these  are  matters  connected  with  Ire- 
land.   It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to 
pretend  that  I  view  with  complete  satis- 
faction the  action  of  the  Government — 
the  action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland. 
My  Lords,    I   saw  with    regret — with 
great  regret — that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had   found  it  necessary,   or 
would  find  it  necessary,  to  apply  to  Par- 
liament for  additional  powers  for  excep- 
tional legislation  in  regard  to  Ireland. 
I  regret  it,  because,  in  my  opinion,  if  by 
any  possibility  Ireland  could  have  been 
governed,  and  the  law  maintained,  and 
law-abiding   people  protected  in  their 
rights,  without  asking  Parliament  for 
exceptional  legislation,  the  vexed  ques- 
tion of  that  Union  would  have  been 
practically  set  at  rest.    The  only  justifi- 
cation that  I  can  see  for  Liberal  Separa- 
tists confusing  their  sense  of  right  and 
wrong  in  the  matter,  is  that  there  is  any 
g^und  for  the  belief  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble for  the  inhabitants  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  to  govern  Ireland.    We  all 
know  that  it  is  the  whole  aim  and  object 
of  agitators  in  Ireland,  and  still  more  of 
agitators  in  the  United  States,  to  make 
it    impossible  for    this    Parliament  to 
govern  Ireland.    I  do  not  propose  to 
criticize,  in  any  way,  the  wisdom  of  the 
determination  at  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  arrived.      The  main 
point  is,  that  order  shall  be  maintained 
in   Ireland ;    that   law-abiding    people 
shall  be  protected  in  Ireland  ;  and  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  find 
it  necessary  to  obtain  additional  powers, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  Parliament  will 
readily  grant  these  powers  to  them.    At 
the  same  time,  I  regret  that  the  neces- 
sity has  arisen ;  and  I  believe  that  the 
necessity  might  have  been  avoided.    I 
confess  I  do  not  understand  the  methods 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
employed.    We  heard  the  other  night, 
in  this  House,  a  very  interesting  and  in- 
structive conversation  on  the  subject  of 
the  refusal  of  the  Mayor  and  Corpora- 
tion of  Limerick  to  pay  their  debts  to 
the  €K>vernment.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord    opposite  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  —  to 
whom  I  readily  defer  on  Irish  matters — 
stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  proper 
course    for    the    Government    of   the 
day,    that    of   the    noble    Earl    (Earl 
Spencer)  to  pursue  was  that  which  he 
did  pursue — namely,    to    ask  for    ad- 


ditional legislation,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  enforce  his  demand.  With  all 
due  deference  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  not  the 
way  in  which  matters  should  be  con- 
ducted in  Ireland.  A  demand  was  made 
by  the  Executive.  They  must  have 
known  that  demand  would  be  refused 
by  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of 
lamerick.  Therefore,  it  ousrht  never  to 
have  been  made,  or  it  should  have  been 
made  with  a  fixed  determination  to  en- 
force it  by  the  powers  the  Executive  then 
had.  That  is  to  say,  the  demand  should 
not  have  been  made,  or,  in  default  of  the 
demand  being  acceded  to,  the  Executive 
should  have  put  the  Mayor  and  Cor- 
poration of  Limerick  in  prison.  The 
proper  course  for  the  Executive  would 
have  been  to  put  them  in  prison,  and 
then  to  have  come  to  Parliament  for 
legislation,  in  order  to  avoid  such  a 
catastrophe  in  future.  It  is  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  that  view  that  has 
brought  the  law  into  disrepute  in  Ire- 
land;* it  is  the  principle  of  making 
demands  which  are  not  carried  out ;  the 
principle  of  taking  action  in  matters  and 
not  pushing  that  action  to  its  logical 
conclusion  and  to'  the  bitter  end.  I  con- 
fess I  do  not  imderstand  how  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  will 
be  in  any  way  made  easier  by  the  ap- 
pointment, as  High  Sheriff  of  the 
County  of  Wexford,  of  the  man  who  has 
made  himself  prominent  by  identifying 
himself  with  a  combination  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  pronounced 
to  be  an  illegal  conspiracy.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  cause  of  the  Union  will  be 
strengthened  in  Ireland  by  appointing 
as  High  Sheriff  a  noted  Separatist  and 
Nationalist,  who  will  be  assisted  bv  a 
Nationalist  sub-Sheriff,  and  who  will  be 
supported  by  a  still  more  noted  Sepa- 
ratist as  foreman  of  the  grand  jury. 
These  things  to  me  are  mysteries  ;  and 
I  can*  only  bow  to  the  superior,  and  I 
may  call  it  inscrutable,  wisdom  of  the 
noble  and  learned  lord  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland.  Law  is  not  respected 
in  Ireland ;  and  why  ?  Not  because  of 
the  origin  of  the  law,  not  because  of 
any  foolish  and  absurd  nonsense  as  to 
the  foreign  origin  of  the  law,  or  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  law,  but  simply  and 
solely  because  the  law  is  not  carried  out. 
I  do  most  sincerely  and  earnestly  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  pend- 
ing the  time  when  they  receive  the  fur- 
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tlier  powers  thoy  require,  will  rigidly 
enforce  the  law  as  it  now  exists.  I  hope 
when  they  obtain  the  additional  powers 
they  want,  they  will  bear  in  mind  that 
it  is  of  no  use  giving  them  additional 
powers  unless  they  try  to  use  them.  If 
a  man  will  not  strike  with  a  short  sword 
there  is  no  use  in  giving  him  a  longer 
sword ;  it  is  strength  of  arm  that  is  re- 
quired, and  not  increeised  scope  to  the 
weapon.  I  believe  that  one  ounce  of 
law,  promptly  and  fairly  administered 
in  Ireland,  is  worth  a  ton  of  law  set  in 
motion  after  long  delays,  carried  out 
with  too  much  deliberation,  and  exe- 
cuted by  officers  of  an  inquisitive  and  an 
inquiring  turn  of  mind.  These  are 
matters  which  may  come  before  us,  and 
about  which  I  may  in  future  have  more 
to  say.  But  the  main  point  which  in- 
fluenced me  is  one  which  does  not  come 
before  this  House ;  and  that  is  the  ques- 
tion of  economy.  The  Estimates  are  not 
discussed  in  this  House ;  and,  practically 
speaking,  there  is  nO' opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing any  opinions  upon  them.  I 
may  be  told  that  therefore  this  is  a 
matter  which  does  not  concern  us,  and 
that  I,  personally,  have  got  nothing  to 
do  with  it ;  but  the  question  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country  is  one  so  im- 
portant that  it  must  be  interesting  to 
every  Member  of  either  branch  of  the 
Legislature  of  this  country.  I  believe 
that  a  great  deal  of  saving  may  be  made 
in  our  public  Departments  by  increased 
efficiency  and  better  management;  I 
believe  it  is  generally  admitted,  on  all 
sides,  that  such  may  be  the  case ;  and  I 
believe,  further,  that  no  inquiry,  how- 
ever searching  it  may  appear  to  be,  will 
produce  any  good  and  practical  result 
unless  it  is  preceded  by  a  firm  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  G-overnment 
to  make  retrenchment  a  living  thing.  I 
believe  that,  in  order  to  effect  retrench- 
ment, the  positive  cutting  down  of  ex- 
penses to  a  certain  extent  must  be  a  pre- 
uminary  to  any  such  thorough  over- 
hauling of  the  great  public  Departments 
as  will  result  in  a  real  saving  of  expenses, 
and  in  a  practical  and  sensible  remis- 
sion of  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
After  all,  it  is  in  public  as  in  private 
life — the  management  of  a  large  pro- 
perty or  household  is  very  much  in 
miniature  what  the  business  of  this 
country,  or  of  any  countiy,  is.  It  has 
oome  to  my  knowledge,  and  has  pos- 
sibly come  to  the  notice  of  some  of  your 
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Lordships,  that,  owing  to  the  depreanon 
in  agpriculture  and  other  causes,  people 
are  sometimes  boimd  to  curtail  their  ex- 
penses; but  I  never  knew  a  case  in 
which  a  man  anxious  to  economize  sao- 
ceeded  in  effecting  a  large  economy  by 
going  to  those  responsible  for  different 
Departments,  and  asking  them  to  be 
kind  enough  to  make  some  little 
economy  if  they  could,  this  year  or  next 
year,  or  some  time  or  other.  Such  a 
method  of  proceeding  generally  reeolts 
in  your  being  told  tiiat,  after  all,  very 
little  saving  can  be  made,  and  that  if  it 
is  made  it  will  only  result  in  the  neces- 
sity for  greater  expenditure  in  the  f  utore. 
But  I  have  very  often  seen,  when  a  de- 
termination has  been  come  to  that  ex- 
pense shall  be  curtailed— of  course,  in  a 
reasonable  way,  and  to  a  reasonable 
amount — that  then,  by  better  manage- 
ment, and  by  a  firm  and  rigid  economy, 
a  saving  has  been  made,  not  only  with- 
out detriment,  but  with  positive  advan- 
tage to  different  departments  of  the  pro- 
perty or  estate.  I  believe  it  is  preciaely 
the  same  thing  in  the  public  affiains  of 
this  country.  I  believe  that,  until  the 
Government  address  themselves  to  the 
question  whether  the  nation  gets  fall 
value  for  its  money,  and  whether  the 
condition  of  the  world  is  sufficient  to 
justify  the  abnormal  and  unnatural  ex- 
tent to  which  the  Expenditure  has 
swelled— until  the  Government  address 
themselves  to  those  subjects  with  the 
determination  to  make  an  attempt — a 
reasonable  attempt — to  out  down  the 
Estimates — we  shall  never  see  any  prac- 
tical financial  reform,  and  we  never  sh^ 
see  any  thorough  economy  practised  ia 
the  great  Departments  of  the  State.  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  bear  me  oat, 
when  I  say  that  I  believe  I  have  never 
shown  myself  unmindful  of  the  honoor 
of  England  or  careless  of  the  interests  of 
the  country.  I  have  not  had  many  op- 
portunities, and  I  have  not  any  great 
power  of  making  use  of  them ;  bnt  as 
far  as  I  have  had  opportunity,  I  have 
always  done  what  in  me  lay  to  explain 
to  my  countrymen  the  vast  importance 
of  the  Empire  to  them,  and  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  and  safeguarding  it; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  I  can  be  fairly 
accused  of  any  remissness  in  that  respect. 
But  I  cannot  see  that,  at  the  preesnt 
time,  any  o!  the  great  or  vital  interests 
of  the  Empire  are  menaced,  or  at  stake. 
I  remember  that  the  oircomstance  wkieb 
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arose  to  enable  me  to  oyeroome  my  na- 
tural timidity  with  regard  to  addressing 
your  Lordships  was  when  the  state  of 
affairs  in  this  country  was  extremely 
critical,  and  when,  as  I  thought,  the  un- 
patriotic attitude  oi  the  Opposition,  on 
which  side  of  the  House  I  then  sat, 
tended  to  precipitate  this  country  into 
war.  I  can  see  nothing  whatever  now 
which  approaches  the  condition  of  things 
that  existed  then  in  1878.  My  Lords,  I 
am  aware  that  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  received  a  great  deal  of 
abuse,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  re- 
signed his  high  position  solely  because 
he  desired  that  sums  of  money  voted  for 
the  express  purpose  should  not  be  ex- 
pended in  fortifying  our  coaling  stations. 
I  only  allude  to  that,  because  no  human 
being  could  have  given  a  stronger  denial 
than  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  after  he  had  done  so,  an  at- 
tack was  made  upon  him  precisely  on 
the  same  ground.  He  distinctly  stated 
that  he  resigned  on  the  question  whether 
there  was,  or  was  not  to  be,  retrench- 
ment, and  not  on  the  question  of  the 
coaling  stations.  I  believe  that  great 
harm  will  be  done  by  narrowing  down 
what,  after  all,  whatever  view  your 
Lordships  may  take  of  it,  you  must 
allow  is  a  great  and  important  question 
to  a  very  small  and  a  very  false  issue ; 
and  a  very  great  reaction  will  take  place 
in  the  minds  and  feeling  of  the  people 
of  this  country  when  they  find  out  how 
completely  one  of  the  greatest  issues 
that  can  be  put  before  them  has  been 
narrowed  down,  and  that  they  have  been 
misled  on  the  subject.  I  believe  strongly 
in  the  old  Tory  doctrine  that  a  British 
Government  should  concentrate  its  atten- 
tion on  maintaining  our  Colonies,  defen- 
ding our  position  at  home,  and  safeguard- 
ing and  protecting  our  commerce.  Out- 
side the  sphere  of  the  British  Empire  our 
foreign  policy  ought  to  approach  as  near 
as  possible  to  non-intervention  ;  and,  if 
these  old  Tory  doctrines  are  carried  out, 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  the  expen- 
diture of  this  country  on  its  military 
forces  should  continue  in  abnormal  con- 
dition. During  the  last  few  years  tho 
whole  tendency  has  been  for  the  Esti- 
mates to  rise,  and  they  never  drop. 
Whenever  there  is  a  war,  or  a  rumour 
of  war,  or  anything  that  is  abnormal  in 
the  aspect  of  affairs,  the  Estimates  go 
up  with  an  elasticity  and  a  rapidity  that 


proceeds  by  leaps  and  bounds,  but  un- 
fortunately that  elasticity  of  expenditure 
is  never  shared  by  the  Revenue.  The 
Estimates  never  come  down  again.  The 
abnormal  level  of  expenditure  in  one 
year  becomes  the  normal  level  of  another 
year ;  and  if  some  strong  check  is  not 
applied  to  this  process,  it  is  difficult  to 
see  where  matters  are  to  end.  We  have 
seen  one  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
sacrifice  himself  on  what  he  calls  the 
altar  of  economy.  We  do  not  see  that 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  been  treated 
by  the  Press  will  g^ve  much  encourage- 
ment to  other  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  sacrifice  themselves  on  the 
same  altar.  But  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  very  deeply  pledged 
in  that  direction,  and  it  would  not  be 
surprising  if  he  finds  himself  compelled 
to  follow  the  example  of  his  Predecessor. 
I  remember,  about  a  year  ago,  an  im- 
portant speech  in  which  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  it  was 
necessary  to  exercise  a  ferocious  guar- 
dianship over  the  public  purse.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  got 
charge  of  the  public  purse,  and  he  will 
have  to  exercise  a  ferocious  guardian- 
ship over  it.  And  if  he  does  exercise 
that  ferocity,  it  appears  to  me  that  one 
of  two  things  will  happen;  either  wo 
shall  see  a  large  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture, at  which  we  shall  aU  rejoice,  or  we 
shall  have  to  witness  the  immolation  of 
another  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  do  not  know  how  far  the  series  of 
human  sacrifice  is  likely  to  go,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  obtrude  my  opmion  on  the 
point  upon  your  Lordships ;  but  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  it  would  be  for 
the  public  convenience,  and  would  save 
a  deal  of  trouble,  if  the  Prime  Minister 
could  manage  to  lay  in  a  store  of  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer,  whether  of 
home-make  or  of  foreign  importation, 
in  order  to  fill  up  the  vacancies  that  are 
likely  to  arise.  There  is  only  one  other 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  The 
principal  motive  which  influenced  me  in 
my  resignation  was  economy.  The  Tory 
Party  were  once  the  practical  guardians 
of  the  principles  of  economy.  I  confess 
that  I  am  tired  of  hearing  men  out  of 
Office  thundering  about  economy,  and 
when  in  Office  barely  whispering  about 
it.  I  have  heard  others  denounce,  and 
I  myself  have  denounced,  and  justly 
denounced,  the  Badical  Party  for  the 
wild   and    rash   extravagance  of  Mr. 
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Gladstone's  Administration.  I  think  it 
is  time  that  the  Tory  Party  began  to 
put  in  practice  that  which  they  have 
preached.  I  cannot  see  why  it  is  im- 
possible that  it  should  do  so  now,  and  if 
it  be  possible  by  any  means  to  do  so,  it 
is  time  that  the  Tory  Party  made  it  plain 
to  the  people  that  economy,  financial  re- 
form, and  retrenchment  are  not  with 
them  mere  words  used  for  electioneering 
purposes,  but  are  real  living  principles 
to  be  carried  out.  The  other  principles 
which  I  hope  to  see  embodied  in  legisla- 
tion before  long  are  principles  which 
should  find  expression  in  a  practical 
large  Bill,  enabling  labourers  and  others 
to  obtain  allotments  and  in  a  liberal, 
broad,  and  comprehensive  measure  of 
county  government,  placing  county 
government  on  a  broad  representative 
basis.  I  am  aware  that  such  measures 
are  sometimes  designated  as  Hadical 
measures.  In  my  opinion,  they  are 
exactly  the  opposite — are  exactly  the 
negation  of  Eadicalism.  Radicalism 
tends  to  overturn  and  destroy  the  ex- 
isting institutions  of  the  country,  and  to 
upset  the  existing  structure  of  society. 
The  Tory  principle,  as  I  take  it,  is  to 
maintain  the  great  institutions  of  the 
country,  and  in  order  to  maintain  them, 
to  maintain  the  existing  order  of  society 
on  which  those  institutions  rest.  I  be- 
lieve that  can  only  be  done  by  relieving 
the  various  orders  which  form  our  society 
from  the  trammels  of  what  once  were 
privileges,  but  which  have  ceased  to  be 
privileges  and  exclusive  advantages;  and 
by  so  doing  to  give  their  just  weight  to 
ail  classes,  and  more  especially  to  enable 
the  territorial  aristocracy  of  this  country 
to  exercise  the  great  influence  which, 
free  from  prejudices  and  privileges,  they 
can  exercise  over  the  whole  mass  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  The  reason  why  I 
ardently  hope  that  these  principles  will 
be  carried  out  is  because  I  believe  they 
are  necessary  for  the  healthy  continuance, 
and  for  the  strength  of  the  Tory  Party ; 
and  I  believe  that  the  maintenance  of 
the  Union  depends  entirely  on  the 
strength  of  the  Tory  Party.  I  am 
aware  that  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  been  much  abused  for 
some  metaphorical  remarks  that  he 
made  about  the  Unionist  Liberals.  I 
will  not  insult  my  noble  Friends  on  the 
other  side  by  supposing  that  they  are  so 
hysterical  and  so  thin-skinned  as  to  be 
offended  at  being  likened  to  a  crutch. 
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They  do  not    object   to  being   called 
Whigs.    Wigs  are  not  very  ornamental, 
and    are    mostly    used    by    coachmen, 
whereas    a   crutch    is    a    very    useful 
article.     I  do  not  wish  to  utter  a  word 
against  the  Liberal  Unionists,  but  this 
I  do  say  most  emphatically,  that  I  think 
a  great  principle—  a  principle  absolutely 
vital  to  the  future  welfare  of  this  country 
and  the  British  Empire — like  that  of  the 
Union*  is  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  and 
precarious  condition  when  it  depends 
upon  coalitions  and  alliances.     Coali- 
tions never,   or  but   very  rarely,   last 
very  long.     Alliances  may  depend  upon 
death,  they  may  be  affected  by  indi- 
viduals of  great  personal  influence  being 
removed  from  one  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  the  other.    They  depend  upon 
a  great  variety  of  accidents  and  inci- 
dents to  which  human  nature  is  liable. 
And  I  am  sure  that  no  individual  who 
has  the  principle  of  the  Union  at  heart 
will  object  to  me  when  I  say  that  I  hope 
to  see  the  time  when  that  great  princi^e 
will  be  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Tory 
Party,  even  if  those  hands  are  not  up- 
held by  the  Unionist  Liberals.     It  is 
for  that  reason  that  I  think  it  is  of  such 
vast  importance  at  the  present  moment 
to  see  the  great  principle  of  economy 
put  in  practice— to  see  larger  numbers 
of  the  people  made  directly  interested 
in  the  land,  and  to  see  the  local  goveni- 
ment  of  the  country  made  representative 
and  popular,  and  to  see  legislation  de- 
signed for  the  benefit  of  the  people.     It 
is  because  I   believe  that  unless  the 
Tory  Party  can  now  strengthen  them- 
selves*  strengthen  their  position  by  rest- 
ing   themselves    on    the    respect    and 
affection    of  the    people — unless    they 
are  able  to  do  that,  I  fear  that  the 
great  and  vital  principle  of  the  Unioa 
of  the   United  Kingdom  will  nol  be 
able  to  maintain  itself  in  the  futoroL 
My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  I  have  taken  up 
your   Lordships'  time   longer   than   I 
ought  to  have  done  in  such  a  case. 
Your  Lordships  will  understand   why 
I  wish  to  say  something   for   myself 
in  this  House,   in  which  I   have  Um 
honour  to  sit.    I  wish  to  avoid  a  pieee- 
meal  explanation  of  the  motives  for  mv 
resignation.    I  am  anxious  to  avoid  tiis 
appearance   even   of   cavilling  at    the 
Government,  and  I  therefore  prefetred 
to  enter  into  as   full  an  exptanataoa 
as  is  open  to  me  instead  of   takia^ 
opportunities  as  they  may  occur.   I  fear 
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that  I  am  liable  to  be  misrepresented  in 
this  matter,  and  to  appear  as  if  I  wanted 
to  make  a  thing  of  importance  out  of  a 
matter  only  personal  to  myself.  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  absolve  mo 
from  any  idea  of  that  kind,  and  will 
simply  understand  why  it  is  that  I  wish 
to  give  some  explanation  of  my  motives. 
I  thank  your  Lordships  very  much  for 
the  attention  you  have  given  to  me. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  My  Lords,  out  of  courtesy,  I 
rise  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  my 
noble  Friend^s  speech,  which,  I  think, 
he  has  designated  somewhat  strangely, 
when  he  called  it  *'  a  personal  explana- 
tion." His  speech  involves  a  great 
many  other  things  which  would  have 
been  very  interesting  and  fit  subjects 
for  discussion  in  this  House,  and  which 
I  hope,  at  some  future  time,  he  will 
enable  us  to  discuss  in  a  regular  and 
more  definite  manner.  I  confess  that  I 
was  as  much  at  a  loss  at  the  end  of  my 
noble  Friend's  explanation  as  I  was  at 
the  beginning  of  it  to  understand  the 
reasons  for  which  he  has  resigned.  He 
appears  to  have  objected  to  our  Irish 
poHcy,  but  I  cannot  understand  the 
points  of  his  objections.  At  least,  he 
says,  we  ought  to  have  enforced  the 
law ;  but  he  does  not  tell  us  in  what 
respect  the  law  has  not  been  enforced. 
For  the  rest  of  his  speech,  it  showed  a 
capacity  for  thought-reading  which  will 
be  of  very  great  value  to  him  in  the 
future.  He  has  resigned,  as  I  under- 
stand, partly  because  he  doubted  our 
foreign  policy,  and  because  he  disap- 
proved of  the  Estimates ;  and  he  covers 
nimself  with  the  example  of  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  is  fair, 
however,  to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that  he  saw  the  Esti- 
mates to  which  he  objected ;  but  my 
noble  Friend  has  not  seen  them.  It  is 
also  fair  to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that,  if  he  took  excep- 
tion to  our  legislation,  he  had,  at  all 
events,  seen  the  first  draft  of  it,  which 
my  noble  Friend  had  not.  The  noble 
Lord  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer took  exception  to  some  points  of 
our  foreign  policy,  and  so  does  my  noble 
Friend;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  my 
noble  Friend  knows  anything  of  it  be- 
yond thought-reading.  I  can  only  say 
I  very  much  regret  that  my  noble  Friend 


has  deprived  us  of  the  great  value  of  his 
support,  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  he 
will  devote  himself  to  the  question  of 
economy,  which,  I  agree  with  him,  is 
admittedly  one  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance. But  I  doubt  whether  it  can  be 
dealt  with  on  the  principle  of  Jedburgh 
justice — ^that  is  to  say,  by  condemning 
and  cutting  down  the  Estimates  first 
and  examining  into  their  items  after- 
wards. The  only  method  and  hope  for 
economy  is  by  careful  examination  of 
the  items  of  expenditure,  and  the  objects 
to  which  they  are  devoted.  In  the  hope 
that  a  careful  scrutiny  in  this  way  will 
diminish  the  force  of  the  arguments 
which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend,  as 
well  as  a  burden  which  no  one  is  more 
anxious  to  diminish  than  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  I  accept  my  noble  Friend's 
parallel  as  to  private  life,  for  I  am  sure 
that  neither  in  public,  nor  in  private 
life,  will  any  wholesome  economy  be 
effected  by  cutting  off  a  sum  arbitrarily 
without  inquiring  into  what  effect  that 
economy  will  have,  or  to  what  items  it 
is  directed. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
(kO.    16.)      REPORT. 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  it  must  be  re- 
collected by  their  Lordships  that  for- 
merly an  ecclesiastic  often  occupied  the 
Woolsack,  and  that  the  term  '*Lay 
Peers  "  applied  to  all  other  Lords.  In 
the  case  of  Bradlaugh  v,  the  Queen,  if 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Hals- 
bury)  had  been  a  Peer,  instead  of  coun- 
sel, in  the  case,  his  opinion  would  have 
made  the  numbers  on  each  side  equal ; 
and  if  the  noble  and  learned  Baron 
(Baron  Bramwell)  had  given  his  judg- 
ment in  their  Lordships'  House,  instead 
of  in  the  Court  of  Appeal — always  count- 
ing the  vote  of  himself  (Lord  Denman) 
— the  appeal  must  have  been  dismissed. 
He  had  expressed  before  his  regret  that 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) 
and  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Farrer 
Herschell)  had  given  their  opinion  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to  affirm — 
as  it  was,  he  had  paid  his  fines — ^but  he 
(Lord  Denman)  thought  it  of  importance 
that  a  lecturer  against  religion  should  not 
be  allowed  to  affirm,  instead  of  to  swear 
the  oath  of  allegiance.  Ministers  of  the 
Churches  of  England  and  Scotland  were 
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liable  to  a  fine  of  £500  a-day  if  they  sat 
and  Toted  as  Members  of  Parliament, 
the  proof  of  their  ministry  being  that 
they  had  officiated  in  the  service  of  each 
of  those  Churches.  He  believed  that 
Lord  Blackburn's  judgment  was  right ; 
and  Sir  Theodore  Martin  brought  about 
the  action  of  maintenance  against  Mr. 
Newdegate,  founded  on  the  above  appeal 
was  wrong.  He  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  what  had  been  said 
on  the  Besolution,  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland,  by  the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne  in  1799.  That  noble  Lord, 
great  grandfather  of  the  present  Mar- 
quess, said — 

**  The  question  is  not  what  religion  you  shall 
have,  but  whether  you  shall  be  permitted  to 
have  any.  It  is  not  whether  this  or  that  re- 
ligion shall  be  destroyed,  but  whether  all  re- 
ligion shall  be  destroyed.  Under  this  situation 
of  things,  every  good  man  is  called  upon  to  join 
the  standard  of  Jesus  Christ — to  keep  the  re- 
ligion of  Jesus  Christ;  any  religion  is  hetter 
than  none ;  at  all  events,  unite  to  oppose  and 
keep  from  entering  among  you  those  who  have 
no  religion,  and  who  are  enemies  to  all." — 
{Pari.  J£i8t.  [34]  677-8.) 

He  (Lord  Denman)  wished  to  maintain 
the  opinion  he  had  given  on  a  former 
occasion — that  Lay  Peers,  hearing  the 
whole  of  a  case,  might  sit  and  vote. 

Amendment  moved^  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing new  clause  after  Clause  4  — 

*'  The  expression  *  high  judicial  office  '  as  de- 
fined in  the  25th  section  of  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction Act,  1876,  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
the  office  of  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary  and 
the  office  of  a  member  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council." 

The  Eakl  of  SELBOBNE,  who  had 
a  similar  Amendment  to  propose,  as- 
sented to  that  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made ;  Bill  to 
be  read  3*  To-morrow ;  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended.    (No.  25.) 

law  of  evidence  amendment  bill, 
[h.l.]  (no.  23.) 

A  Bill  further  to  amend  the  law  of  evidence : 
And 

justices'  jubisdiction  bill  [h.l.] 

(no.  24.) 

A  Bill  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  justices 
in  general  and  quarter  sessions  of  the  peace- 
Were  pretented  hy  The  Lord  Bramwell ;  read  1^. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 

Z^d  Denman 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thundayy  17 th  February^  1887. 


MINX3TES.]— New  Mbicbeb  Sworn— Charles 
Edward  Lewis,  esquire,/0r  the  North  Antrim 
Division  of  the  County  of  Antrim. 

Private  Bill  {by  Ordsr)  —  Second  JUadin§  — 
Ambleside  Railway. 

Public  Bills — Ord«red^Firat  Reading — Petty 
Sessions  Districts  Boundaries  (Ireland)* 
[174]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


AMBLESIDE  RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order). 
SEOOND   RRADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Charles  ForeierJ) 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  ha?* 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  for 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  I  had  ex* 
pected  that  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
of  it  would  have  offered  some  explaoa* 
tion  of  its  necessity,  but  he  has  not 
thought  fit  to  do  so.  Now,  Sir,  I  ask 
the  House  to  reject  the  Bill  on  two 
grounds  —  first,  that  it  is  not  needed; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  will  inflict  an  irre- 
parable injury  on  the  scenery  of  one  o£ 
the  most  beautiful  parts  of  England.  I 
quite  admit  that  considerations  of  the 
picturesque  beauty  of  scenery  must  hare 
their  limits,  and  that  there  may  be  oases 
where  it  becomes  necessary  to  sacrifice 
our  love  of  scenery  where  substantial 
benefit  is  to  be  conferred  upon  the  public, 
and  that  the  public  benefit  most  be 
secured  even  at  the  coct  of  injuring 
the  natural  beauties  of  the  district  TIm 
St.  Gothard  Bailway,  for  instance,  hat 
destroyed  the  charm  of  some  of  the  most 
beautiful  parts  of  the  Valley  of  the  Benn 
and  of  Yal  Levantina,  but  here  the  inte- 
rests of  Italy,  Germany,  and  Switzerland 
were  so  great  that  the  mischief  had  to 
be  faced  and  endured.  So  the  High- 
land Bailway  has  ruined  the  pass  of 
Killiecrankie ;  but  a  railway  to  the  North 
of  Scotland  was  needed,  and  poesiblj 
no  other  route  could  have  been  found. 
But  my  contention  is  that  in  this  cats 
no  such  benefit  would  be  bestowed  is 
that  which  was  conferred  on  the  pablit 
by  the  making  of  the  Highland  Bail* 
way;  but  that,  on  the  oontrary,  the 
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construction  of  this  railway  will  in- 
flict irreparable  injury  upon  the  scenery 
of  the  beautiful  region  through  which 
it  is  proposed  to  carry  it,  without  any 
public  advantage  at  all.  I  quite  admit 
that  considerations  of  scenery — or,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  choose  to  call  it  so, 
considerations  of  sentiment — must  ipye 
way  when  a  large  and  appreciable  public 
benefit  is  to  be  conferred ;  but  my  case 
in  regard  to  this  Bill  is  that  there  is  no 
substantial  benefit  whatever  to  be  con- 
ferred by  it ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  public 
annoyance  and  wanton  encroachment. 
What  are  the  benefits  which  are  alleged 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill?  What 
good  wiu  be  conferred  upon  the  people 
of  the  district  by  the  making  of  the  line  ? 
The  district  is  a  tourist  district,  and  in 
consequence  there  is  no  traffic  during 
nine  months  of  the  year.  The  only 
traffic  which  could  make  a  railway  like 
this  pay  would  be  a  tourist  traffic  during 
the  three  summer  months.  Therefore, 
there  is  no  case  for  the  Bill  so  far  as  the 
permanent  interests  of  the  inhabitants 
are  concerned.  The  best  proof  of  that 
is  that  the  Kendal  and  Windermere 
Bailway,  which  runs  by  means  of  a 
junction  with  the  main  line  of  the  Lon- 
don and  North-Westem  Eailway  Com- 
pany at  Oxenholme  through  Kendal  to 
Windermere,  has  not  been  a  successful 
line,  although  the  population  served 
by  it  is  much  larger  than  that  which 
will  be  served  by  the  proposed  line, 
which  is,  in  fact,  a  continuation  of  the 
Kendal  and  Windermere  Bailway.  It 
is  quite  clear,  therefore,  that  this  line  is 
one  which  is  even  less  likely  to  pay  a 
dividend.  We  are  told  that  the  riulway 
will  develop  the  industries  of  the  dis- 
trict. That  is  an  argument  which  this 
House  would  be  disposed  to  pay  some 
regard  to,  if  it  were  to  turn  out  that  there 
was  anything  in  it ;  but  I  shall,  I  think, 
be  able  to  show  the  House  that  there  is 
absolutely  nothing  at  all  in  it.  It  is  a 
district  in  which  there  is  no  important 
industry,  and  no  hope  of  it ;  in  fact,  the 
district  is  purely  pastoral  and  agricul- 
tural. The  reasons  circulated  among 
Members  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
for  the  making  of  the  railway  assert  that 
there  are  manufactories  at  Troutbeok — 
for  instance,  a  bobbin  mill,  gasworks 
at  Ambleside,  and  also  numerous  sur- 
rounding populations  to  be  served  at 
Hawkshead,  Elter  Water,  and  else- 
where.   I  think  this  statement  is  some- 

yOL.  CKX)X.         [noBD  sibibs.] 


what  disingenuous  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  because  they  have 
entirely  ignored  the  fact  that  there  is 
already  a  railroad  in  the  district  which 
supplies  all  that  is  wanted  in  that  direc- 
tion. Indeed,  it  is  somewhat  remark- 
able how  many  railways  there  are  which 
give  an  entrance  on  every  side  of  the 
Lake  District  to  the  region  where  the 
most  beautiful  scenery  begins ;  and  this, 
I  tnink,  is  as  it  ought  to  be.  Troutbeok 
is  only  two  miles  from  the  Windermere 
Station  of  the  Kendal  and  Windermere 
Bailway ;  and  there  can  be  no  particular 
hardship  in  the  Trontbeck  bobbin  mills 
having  to  send  their  goods  to  a  railway 
two  miles  off.  Elter  Water  is  only  five 
miles  from  a  station  which  already  exists 
at  Ooniston,  and  it  is  four  miles  from 
Ambleside;  practically,  therefore,  the 
people  of  that  neighbourhood  have  as 
good  an  access  to  railroad  accommoda- 
tion as  they  can  obtain  by  going  to 
Ambleside  and  Windermere.  As  re- 
gards Hawkshead,  that  town  also  is 
much  nearer  Coniston  than  Ambleside. 
It  is  only  three  miles  from  Coniston,  five 
from  Ambleside  Station,  and  it  is  four 
miles  from  Windermere;  so  that,   in 

Eoint  of  fact,  the  people  of  Hawkshead 
ave  better  railway  accommodation  than 
they  would  get  if  this  railway  were  made 
to  Ambleside  from  Windermere,  so  the 
Langdales  are  nearer  to  Coniston  Station 
than  to  Ambleside.  These  facts  will, 
I  think,  entirely  dispose,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see,  of  the  allegations  con- 
tained in  the  Paper  which  has  been 
supplied  to  them  as  to  the  necessity  of 
making  the  line  for  the  development  of 
the  industries  of  the  district.  I  have 
shown  that  in  every  case  except  in  re- 
gard to  Ambleside  itself  there  is  railway 
accommodation  near,  or  nearer  than  the 
station  at  Ambleside  would  give.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  only  industry  left  that 
requires  the  making  of  this  railroad  is 
the  gasworks  at  Ambleside,  which  wants 
to  get  its  coals  cheaper.  We  are  also  told 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  enabling 
the  publicans  of  Ambleside  to  pay  less 
for  the  carriage  of  their  beer.  These, 
therefore,  are  the  so-called  industrial 
reasons  for  the  making  of  this  line. 
Although  there  is  at  present  no  rail- 
road communication  to  Ambleside,  there 
are  plenty  of  other  means  of  commu- 
nication. [Mr.  J.  W.  LowTHEE :  No.] 
The  railroad  at  present  comes  to  the 
station    at   Windermere     immediately 
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above  Windermere  Lake ;  amd  from  that 
station  therel  s  a  service  of  coaches  and 
omnibuses  running  to  Ambleside.  There 
is  also  a  steamboat  service  on  the  Lake ; 
and  I  believe  the  fare  is  only  9i.  for 
the  whole  distance  from    Bowness  to 
Ambleside.     There  is  a  constant  and 
regular  service  in  the  summer  months, 
although  not  so  frequent  or  regular  in 
the  winter.  Indeed,  there  are  few  places 
so  well-off  in  regard  to  road  and  steam> 
boat  accommodation,  and  which  less  re- 
quire railroad  communication.    As  re- 
gards the  Lake  District  generally,  any 
hon.  Member  who  looks  at  the  map  will 
find  that  there  are  a  number  of  railways 
approaching  it  on  every  side.    The  Lon- 
don and  North-Western  Bailway  runs 
along    the    east    side    with    numerous 
branches.     The  Fiirness  Bailway  has 
various  branches   on    the    south  side. 
The  Whitehaven  Railway  serves    the 
district  in  the  west.     These  lines  set 
people  down  on  the  edge  of  the  Lake 
country,  which  I  have  stated  is  exactly 
what  they  ought  to  do  ;   while  the  Pen- 
rith, Keswick,  and  Oockermouth  Bail- 
way  carries  them  through  the  middle, 
perhaps  a  more  doubtful  benefit.     Of 
course,  it   is  for  the  benefit  both  of 
the  tourists  and  the  locality  that  a  rail- 
road should  be  made  up  to  the  point 
where  the  scenery  begins  to  be  fine; 
but  if  it  were  carried  further  it  would 
spoil  the  scenery  itself.    The  best  proof 
that  the  communications  which  now  exist 
are  ample,  and  that  there  is  no  great 
passenger  traffic  to  be  served,  is  to  be 
foimd  in  the  fact  that  the  London  and 
North- Western  Bailway  Company  are 
opposing  the   Bill.    The   London  and 
North- Western  Bailway  Company,  as  a 
Bailway  Company,  would  make  a  profit 
if  there  was  any  chance  of  a  profit  being 
realized,   because  it  is   that  Company 
which  would  carry  the  additional  pas- 
sengers from  Kendal  to  Windermere. 
Therefore,  if  this  scheme  were  likely  to 
be  profitable,  the  London  and  North- 
Westetn  Bailway  Company  would  assist 
it,  instead  of  which  the  London  and 
North-Western  Bailway  Company  are, 
as  I  understand,  substantially  hostile  to 
the  Bill.    Petitions  have  been  presented 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  from  Ambleside ; 
but  that  is  only  a  small  town,  containing 
about  2,000  inhabitants ;  and  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  great  many  of  the  Peti- 
,  tions  have  been  signed  by  boys  and 
girls.  [Mr.  J.W.  Lowther:  No.]  Hon. 

Mr.  Bryce 


Members  well  know  how  easy  it  is  for 
active  agents  to  pick  up  signatures  to  a 
Petition  of  this  kind.  In  the  most  popu- 
lous  parts  of  the  district — namely.  Win- 
dermere and  Bowness — the  inhabitants 
are  opposed  to  the  Bill.  The  only  other 
population  is  to  be  found  at  Hawkshead 
and  Elter  Water ;  but  I  have  told  the 
House  that  those  places  are  already 
better  served  by  the  railway  communi- 
cation which  already  exists,  vid  Cooit- 
ton,  than  they  would  be  by  Ambleside. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  is  a  line  purely 
promoted  by  contractors.  It  is  a  con- 
tractor's and  innkeeper's  scheme,  and  it 
has  no  substantial  support  from  the  best 
part  of  the  local  population  of  the  dis- 
trict. At  a  meeting  which  was  held  at 
Ambleside  in  support  of  the  Bill  only 
one  local  landowner  could  be  induced 
to  appear  and  speak  in  its  favour,  and 
the  only  other  persons  who  appeared 
on  the  platform  were  Sir  Charles  Fox, 
the  engineer,  and  Mr.  Nelson,  the 
solicitor.  The  House  will  naturally 
ask  what  particular  harm  this  railway 
will  do?  I  think  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  it  will  simply  destroy  the  charms 
of  the  scenery  of  one  of  the  most  beau- 
tiful parts  of  our  country.  The  line 
will  have  to  be  made  over  a  tract  of 
undulating  ground  by  means  of  cuttings 
and  embankments,  and  it  will  pass 
across  two  beautiful  valleys,  which  it 
vrill  cross  by  means  of  viaducts  and 
bridges.  It  will  also  destroy  many  of 
the  public  footpaths  which  now  extut 
[Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther:  No,  no!]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  need  not  say  '*  No,  no !" 
because  what  I  am  stating  is  the  fact 
It  will  interfere  with  public  footpaths 
leading  to  the  hills  from  the  Lake, 
and  will  destroy  the  copses  and  wood- 
lands. Persons  who  are  now  able  to 
enjoy  the  scenery  will  be  deprived  of  the 
ancient  footpaths,  by  means  of  which 
they  are  enabled  to  oUmb  the  hills ;  and 
the  Bill  will  work  all  this  destruetion  to 
the  beauty  of  the  scenery  in  order  that 
people  may  be  carried  to  Ambleside  lor 
6(^.  less,  and  a  saving  of  half-an-hosr 
of  time.  The  railway  will,  moreover, 
carry  them  along  a  line  from  whidi  it  if 
impossible  to  see  the  loveliness  of  Winder- 
mere. The  promoters  say  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  see  Lake  Windermere  oat  of 
the  railway  carriage ;  but  that  is 
what  inconsistent  with  their  other 
that  it  will  be  impossible  to  see  the 
way  from  Windermere.    The  fact  is  tfasit 
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the  railway,  though  it  will  afford  no  con- 
tinuous view  of  the  landscape  from  its 
line,  will  be  in  view  from  the  Lake  at  so 
many  points  and  in  so  obtrusively  dis- 
agreeable a  way  as  to  destroy  the  pecu- 
liar charms  which  the  scenery  now  pos- 
sesses. No  doubt»  I  shall  be  told  that 
this  is  all  sentiment.  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  be  told  that,  and  do  not,  in  the 
least,  regard  what  is  meant  to  be  a  sneer. 
If  a  regard  for  the  beauty  of  scenery  be 
sentiment,  then  sentiment  is  a  good 
thing.  It  is  a  good  thing  that  people 
should  value  the  beauties  of  their  coun- 
try. It  is  a  good  thing  that  they  should 
be  able  to  go  somewhere  to  enjoy 
Nature,  and  enjoy  it  in  peace  and  quiet. 
It  IS  desirable  that  they  should  have  a 
perfect  and  complete  change  from  the 
surroundings  in  which  they  live  during 
the  rest  of  their  lives.  Is  it  contended 
that  the  untouched  nature  of  the  Lake 
country  would  be  improved  by  the  intro- 
duction of  railway  engines  and  steam, 
by  the  construction  of  brick  viaducts, 
spoil  heaps,  and  straight  embankments  ? 
Is  it  desirable  that  for  the  sound  of 
sheep-bells,  murmuring  brooks,  and 
waterfalls,  there  should  be  substituted 
the  shriek  of  the  locomotive  and  the 
clatter  of  the  train  ?  There  is  already 
plenty  of  that  in  Lancashire,  and  when 
the  people  of  Lancashire  want  to  get 
rid  of  their  own  surroundings  they  go 
to  the  Lake  Country  for  quiet  and  en- 
joyment. It  would  appear  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  want  to  import  the 
scenery  of  Bolton,  Wigan,  and  Ciapham 
Junction  into  the  most  delightful  retreat 
in  England.  If  this  kind  of  legislation 
is  to  be  carried  out  there  will  soon  be  no 
scrap  of  country  left  to  show  those  who 
come  after  us  what  England  was  like 
1 00  years  ago.  The  fortune  of  the  Lake 
Country  is  its  beauty.  It  depends  upon 
the  charms  of  its  scenery  for  its  attrac- 
tion, and  its  scenery  has  secured  for  its 
people  exceptional  prosperity.  Those 
are  certainly  its  worst  friends  who  en- 
deavour to  destroy  what  has  hitherto 
constituted  its  charm.  It  is  a  very  small 
district,  and  its  beauty  is  beauty  in 
miniature.  If  you  destroy  that  exquisite 
combination  of  beauties,  delicate  and 
singularly  harmonised  beauties,  which 
Nature  seems  to  have  here  laboured  con- 
sciously to  produce,  blending  into  a  per- 
fect whole  all  the  elements  of  form  and 
colour  which  have  power  to  touch  the 
•ye  and  awaken  the  imagination,  you 


will  destroy  what  never  can  be  replaced, 
and  the  loss  of  which  will  be  a  loss  to 
the  whole  life  and  mind  of  our  people. 
I  feel  the  less  hesitation  in  urging  this 
so-called  sentimental  views,  because  it  is 
generally  entertained  by  the  masses  of 
the  people.  I  should  like  to  add  that 
since  Notice  of  opposition  was  given  to 
this  Bill  I  have  received  abundant  evi- 
dence of  the  existence  of  this  feeling,  not 
only  from  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  but 
even  from  the  manufacturing  distiicts  of 
Yorkshire,  Northumberland,  and  Dur- 
ham. The  people  in  those  localities  feel 
the  greatest  interest  in  the  preservation 
of  this  piece  of  scenery.  They  want  to 
go  to  the  Lake  Country ;  but  they  do  not 
want  to  be  carried  by  a  railway  through 
the  Lake  country.  Many  hon.Jlif  embers 
who  have  country  houses  have  parks 
surrounding  them.  They  are  glad  to 
have  a  railway  made  near  to  the  gate  of 
their  park ;  but  they  have  no  desire  that 
a  railway  should  run  through  the  park 
itself.  Now,  the  people  look  upon  the 
Lake  District  as  their  national  park,  and 
they  desire  to  preserve  it.  They  desire  to 
reach  it  easily-— as  they  can  now  do—but 
not  to  be  hurried  through  it  inside  a  rail- 
way carriage,  still  less  to  see  it  robbed  of 
those  very  beauties  which  have  drawn 
them  to  it.  Even  supposing  that  a  ma  j  ority 
of  the  residents  were  in  favour  of  making 
ihis  railway,  I  should  maintain  that 
the  residents  are  not  the  only  people  in 
the  Three  Kingdoms  who  have  to  be 
considered.  We  might  as  well  say  that 
the  only  people  to  be  considered  in  de- 
termining wluit  is  to  be  done  with.Hyde 
Park  are  the  people  who  live  in  the 
Edgware  Bead  and  Park  Lane.  Hyde 
Park  is  an  object  of  concern  to  the  whole 
of  the  people  of  London,  and  the  Lake 
District  belongs  to  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land, and  especially  to  the  North  of 
England.  It  is  the  recreation  ground 
of  the  people  who  go  there  to  enjoy 
their  holidays.  Members  of  this  House 
can  afford  to  take  a  trip  to  Norway 
or  Switzerland;  but  many  miUions  of 
their  countrymen  who  cannot  afford 
to  go  to  Norway  and  Switzerland  de- 
sire to  enjoy  the  one  piece  of  scenery 
it  is  possible  for  them  to  get  at;  and  you 
would  be  doing  them  the  worst  service 
you  could  do  them  if  you  endeavoured  to 
destroy  that  scenery.  Bring  them  there 
by  all  means ;  give  them  every  facility 
to  get  there;  but  do  not  destroy  the 
place  they  go  to  see.    There  are  per- 
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601 R  all  over  the  English-speaking  world 
who  entertain  gpreat  res^ot  and  affection 
for  the  Lake  Oountrj.  xt  has  heen  hal- 
lowed by  the  genius  of  some  of  our 
greatest  poets ;  and  when  yisitors  come 
from  the  Colonies  and  America  to  see  the 
Lake  Country,  they  do  honour  there  to 
the  memory  of  Wordsworth  and  other 
illustrious  men  with  whose  names  the 
Lake  Country  is  associated,  they  desire 
to  see  the  country  such  as  it  was  in  the 
days  when  the  presence  of  those  men 
made  it  famous.  Are  we  to  show  our- 
selves less  sensitive  to  the  value  of 
natural  beauty  than  the  people  of  Cali- 
fornia, who  have  set  apart  their  Yosemite 
Valley  to  be  kept  sacred  from  the  intru- 
sion of  railways  ?  The  people  of  New 
York  have,  at  immense  cost,  removed 
all  the  obstacles  which  prevent  a  full 
view  from  being  obtained  of  the  Falls 
of  Niagara.  Are  we  to  fall  behind  them 
by  allowing  works  to  be  made  which 
will  destroy  what  Nature  has  bestowed  ? 
These  are  the  reasons  why  I  oppose  this 
Bill  on  the  second  reading.  It  is,  of 
course,  as  a  general  rule,  a  sound  prin- 
ciple that  a  Private  Bill  should  be  sent 
to  a  Committee,  and  I  should  not  ask 
the  House  to  depart  from  that  rule  now 
without  good  reason.  The  reason  why 
that  principle  should  not  be  adopted 
in  the  present  case,  but  the  measure 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  whole 
House,  is  this — ^that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  particularly  the  people  of 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  Lanca- 
shire, who  have  sent  up  numerous  Peti- 
tions against  the  Bill,  would  have  no 
loeus  standi  before  a  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittee. They  cannot  be  heard  there  ; 
the  arguments  on  which  they  rely  would 
have  no  place  there,  and  for  this  reason 
we  are  obliged  to  ask  the  House  to  reject 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading.  A  Private 
Bill  Committee  can  only  consider  ques- 
tions of  finance  and  engineering  mat- 
ters, and  would  have  no  power  to  go 
into,  nor,  indeed,  much  capacity  to  con- 
sider and  decide,  the  questions  which  I 
have  respectfully  endeavoured  to  put 
before  the  House  as  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Bill  ought  to  be  rejected.  A 
Committee  of  four  Members  is  no  fit 
tribunal  io  determine  the  issues  which 
this  Bill  raises,  nor  could  its  determina- 
tion of  them  command  acceptance.  It 
is  a  small  railway,  no  doubt— only  a 
railway  of  five  miles — which  is  sought 
to  be  made ;  but  the  principle  involved 
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is  a  very  large  one,  and  the  interests  of 
the  people  involved  are  also  large  inte* 
rests.  It  is  on  behalf  of  the  people  who 
desire  to  retain  the  full  enjoyment  of  this 
piece  of  scenery  that  I  ask  the  Houw  to 
reject  the  Bill.  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  this  da  j 
six  months. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  8.):  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
questions  of  this  kind  are  submitted 
to  the  House,  the  interests  of  the  people^ 
which  are  so  largely  Jnvolved  in  them, 
should  not  be  excluded  from  considera- 
tion; yet  that  would  be  the  case  if 
this  Bill  is  read  a  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  I  believe 
that  those  who  represent  important 
districts  in  the  North  of  England  have 
been  strongly  pressed  to  vote  against 
this  Bill.  All  the  representations  which 
have  reached  me  from  Lancashire,  both 
from  the  town  populations  and  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  rural  parts  of  Lan- 
cashire, are  distinctly  and  decidedly 
against  the  Bill.  The  people  who  live 
in  the  crowded  towns  of  Limcashire  and 
Yorkshire,  immediately  around  the  Lake 
District,  look  upon  that  district  as  their 
great  picnicking  ground.  The  Lake  is 
as  well  known  to  them  as  Pall  Mall  is 
to  hon.  Members  here.  It  is  because 
they  know  it  so  well,  and  because  it  is 
the  only  part  of  England  where  they 
can  see  Nature  without  such  adornments 
as  HosherviUe,  which  appears  to  be  so 
attractive  to  other  minds,  that  they  de- 
sire to  preserve  it  intact.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  complaint  we  make  is  one 
of  sentiment  urged  by  sesthetic  people ; 
but  what  we  maintain  is  that  the  House 
ought  not  only  to  reg^ard  the  desires  of 
a  small  population  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  Windermere,  but  of 
the  great  masses  of  the  people  of  this 
country  who  daily  find  the  area  in  which 
Nature  can  be  studied  and  enjoyed 
shrinking  rapidly.  When  issues  of  this 
kind  are  raised  it  seems  to  me  that  a 
different  principle  from  that  whi^  is 
generally  employed  in  support  of  railway 
undertakings  is  evoked.  People  who 
are  fortunate  or  unfortunate  enoo^  to 
have  possessions  which  contain  objects 
of  interest  to  the  great  mass  of  their 
countrymen  not  only  have  proprietaiy 
rights,  but  are  trustees  for  the  people. 
They  have  no  right  to  come  to  this  Hi 
and  ask  this  House  to  give  them 
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tional  advantages  in  the  Bill,  which  has  { 
for  its  ohject  an  infringement  of  wider 
rights  than  proprietary  rights — namely, 
the  general  right  of  the  community  to 
enjoy  humanizing  scenery.  The  Ame- 
ricans have  recently  enclosed  a  very 
large  tract  in  one  of  their  States.  They 
have  engaged  to  preserve  the  YeUowstone 
District  absolutely  intact  from  railways 
or  the  other  vulgarities  of  modem  life, 
and  to  preserve  it  as  a  great  national 
park.  Wherever  a  railway  is  intruded 
it  undoubtedly  brings  in  its  wake  a 
gpreat  amount  of  vulgarity ;  and  it  is  the 
wish  of  those  who  oppose  this  Bill  to 
preserve,  as  far  as  possible,  the  only 
area  in  England  where  Nature  can  be 
seen  without  modem  vulgar  embellish- 
ment. For  these  reasons  I  beg  to  second 
the  Amendment  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Bryee,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  As  my  name  is  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  as  I  havo  the  honour  to 
represent  a  constituency  immediately 
contiguous  to  the  district  in  which  it  is 
proposed  this  railway  shall  be  made,  I 
wish  to  state  briefly  why  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  allow  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  to  pass.  My  complete  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  when  he  asserted 
that  there  is  no  industry  in  the  district, 
and  that  the  vast  mfijority  of  persons 
living  in  the  district  have  no  desire  to 
see  this  railway  made,  is  that  yesterday 
I  presented  8  or  10  Petitions  from 
Ambleside  itself,  and  from  the  neigh- 
bouring villages,  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
Those  who  briefed  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  who  object  to  this  Bill  have  not  been 
able  to  secure,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  one 
single  Petition  against  the  Bill  from  the 
district.  Now,  I  maintain  that  if  the 
inhabitants  of  a  district  desire  to  have 
a  railway  in  their  midst  it  behoves  those 
who  are  opposed  to  such  a  scheme 
to  make  out  a  very  strone  case  indeed 
for  opposing  the  line,  and  I  say  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  completely  failed  to 
make  out  such  a  case.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man talked  of  the  railway  destroying  the 
scenery,  and    he  referred  to  Clapham 


Junction,  as  if  it  were  proposed  to  make 
a  Clapham  Junction  at  a  wayside  sta- 
tion, such  as  that  at  Ambleside  would 
be.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  such  talk  was  mere  clap- 
trap. I  do  not  know  on  whose  behalf 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  his  speech 
this  afternoon.  It  certainly  was  not  on 
behalf  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district, 
because  he  does  not  seem  to  have  been 
in  communication  with  them,  or,  at  all 
events,  with  only  a  very  small  portion 
of  them ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  his 
speech  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  great 
communities  of  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire, because,  if  it  had  been  so,  his 
desire  ought  rather  to  have  been  to  bring 
railway  communication  to  a  point  which 
would  be  the  most  suitable  for  them  to 
see  the  Lake  scenery.  Instead  of  that, 
how  does  the  case  stand  ?  Under  pre- 
sent arangement,  *' trippers" — as  we 
call  them  in  Westmoreland — that  is  to 
say,  the  excursionists  from  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire,  arrive  at  the  Windermere 
Station,  where  they  are  landed  high  and 
dry — dry,  I  may  say,  in  more  senses 
than  one.  They  are  landed  high  up  on 
the  side  of  a  hill  eomo  ^ve  miles  distant 
from  where  the  best  of  the  scenery  begins 
— namely,  the  head  of  the  Lake.  [  Cries 
o/  **0h!"]  Of  course,  compared  with 
Aberdeenshire  and  Finsbury  Circus,  the 
Members  for  which,  I  believe,  are  op- 
posing this  Bill,  all  the  scenery  of  West- 
moreland and  Cumberland  is  beautiful ; 
but  what  I  maintain  is  that  the  real 
beauty  of  the  Lake  scenery  does  not 
begin  until  Ambleside  is  reached.  When 
the  '*  trippers  "  are  landed  at  Winder- 
mere Station  they  have  to  make  their 
way  to  Ambleside  by  means  of  a  long 
and  dusty  road  for  a  good  many  miles 
before  they  can  reach  Bydal  or  Gras- 
mere,  which  are  some  three  or  four 
miles  further  on  than  Ambleside.  Then, 
again,  if  they  desire  to  reach  the  Lake, 
they  have  to  go  half-a-mile  below  the 
station  before  they  can  get  to  the  pier 
at  Bowness.  In  fact,  they  have  actually 
to  go  south  before  they  can  pick  up  a 
steamer  to  take  them  from  Bowness  to 
Ambleside.  If  the  sole  question  before 
us  is  whether  the  scenery  is  likely  to  be 
interfered  with,  that  is  essentially  a 
question  for  a  Committee  upstairs,  and 
a  Committee  alone  can  decide  it.  This 
House  is  altogether  incompetent  to  judge 
whether  the  construction  of  the  proposed 
railway  will  destroy  the  Ecenery  or  not. 
I  have  been  at  some  pains  to  consult 
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tbe  plans  and  look  at  the  photographs 
of  the  district ;  and,  as  far  as  my  judg- 
ment goes,  I  think  the  line  has  been 
laid  out  80  as  to  destroy  tbe  scenery,  as 
the  hon.  Member  calls  it,  to  the  least 
possible  extent.  The  hen.  Member 
knows  perfectly  well  that  the  whole 
question  can  be  raised  before  a  Com- 
mittee if  he  chooses  to  raise  it.  Why, 
Sir,  what  happened  in  the  case  of  the 
Ennerdale  Eailway  Bills  in  1883  and 
1884  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  objected 
to  those  Bills  on  precisely  the  same 
grounds,  and  twice  he  was  defeated. 
The  House  of  Commons,  acting  upon 
the  principle  that  it  would  not  exercise 
its  judgment  on  mere  matters  of  detail, 
passed  the  second  reading  of  those  Bills ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  accepted,  and 
perhaps  not  wrongly,  the  Instruction 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Committee  to  take  into  consideration 
questions  dealing  with  the  fact  whether 
the  scenery  would  be  spoilt  or  not.  I 
now  invite  the  House  humbly  and  re- 
spectfully to  follow  the  same  course  as 
that  which  it  took  in  1883  and  188i 
and  to  allow  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  be  taken.  It  will  then  be  in  the 
power  of  the  hon.  Member  or  any  other 
hon.  Member  to  move  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  take  into  consideration 
this  question  of  scenery.  I,  for  one,  shall 
not  object  to  any  such  Instruction  b^ing 
sent  to  the  Committee.  There  were  one 
or  two  other  matters  stated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  I  do  not  think  they  are 
of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  me  ia 
detaining  the  House  upon  them.  There 
was,  however,  one  point  which  he  made 
which  I  think  shows  that  he  has  had 
very  little  experience  of  the  Bules  and 
Begulations  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  London 
and  North-Western  Company  are  op- 
posipg  the  Bill.  Of  course,  they  are 
opposing  the  Bill,  because  it  gives  them 
a  locu9  standi  to  appear  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  order  to  obtain  terms  as  to  the 
connection  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
make  with  the  Kendal  and  Windermere 
Bailway  at  Windermere.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Howorth),  who 
seconded  the  Amendment,  referred  to 
the  Yellowstone  National  Park,  and  gave 
that  as  an  instance  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Americans  preserve  the  land  for 
those  who  desire  to  use  it  for  holiday 
purposes.  Now,  the  Yellowstone  Park 
18  a  complete  fraud ;  because  it  is  a  park 
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for  rich  men  only,  and  not  for  the  poor. 
I  think  I  am  well  within  the  mark  when 
I  say  that  it  is  1,000  miles  from  New 
York.  My  contention  is  that  if  von 
continue  the  existing  railway  from  Win- 
dermere io  Ambleside  you  will,  at  all 
events,  bring  into  the  district  those  poor 
inhabitants  of  Lancashire  who  desire  to 
see  the  Lake  District.  You  will  enable 
them  to  get  nearer  to  the  most  beautiful 
parts  of  the  scenery  than  if  you  land 
them  at  Windermere.  On  these  general 
principles,  which  I  have  attempted  to  lay 
before  the  House,  I,  therefore,  humbly 
trust  the  House  will  allow  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  to  pass.  It  is  a  Bill 
which  is  strongly  desired  by  the  vast 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryce),  am  of  a  somewhat  senti- 
mental turn ;  but  I  must  really  protest 
against  the  fedse  sentimentality  con- 
tained in  the  tone  of  the  observations 
of  my  hon.  Friends.  Who  are  the  ob- 
jectors to  this  Bill?  They  are  senti- 
mentalists, poets,  and  sesthetes.  Who 
are  those  who  are  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill?  They  are  the  best  judges  of  the 
matter — namely,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  has  stated 
that  it  is  desirable  to  retain  portions  of 
old  English  scenery  free  from  the  dis- 
figurement of  railways,  as  specimens  of 
old  England  ;  but  what  would  he  say  if 
it  were  proposed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
London  to  retain  portions  of  Aberdeen, 
without  an  omnibus,  without  a  railway, 
a  tramcar,  or  anything  connected  wi^ 
modem  civilization,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  kept  as  a  specimen  of  an  old 
Scotch  town?  My  hon.  Friend  seems 
to  be  under  the  delusion  that  the  in- 
troduction of  a  railway  must  neoeesarily 
destroy  the  beauty  of  the  scenery.  I  am 
sure  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  seen  the 
railways  in  Savoy,  Switzerland,  and 
Italy.  Why.  the  railroad  in  itself  is  a 
beautiful  object.  I  know  of  nothisir 
more  pretty  than  the  viaducts,  against 
which  my  hon.  Friend  protests,  when 
we  see  them  either  on  the  Comiehe  or 
the  St.  Oothard  Bailway.  My  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  persons  going  into 
the  Lake  District  would  object  to  the 
shrieking  of  trains.  Well,  hot  the  traias 
will  not  shriek.  Why  should  trains 
shriek  ?  There  may  be  steam  comng 
from  the  engine ;  but,  after  all,  what  is 
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steam?  It  is  only  a  vapour;  and  we 
hare  heard  a  good  deal  about  the 
beauty  of  clouds.  The  railway  engine 
will  only  give  out  artificial  clouds.  My 
hon.  Friend  alluded  to  the  Yellow- 
stone Park  and  the  Yosemite  Valley, 
and  he  said  that  the  Americans  have 
converted  them  into  national  play- 
grounds. But  the  American  people  have 
paid  for  them.  I  protest  against  these 
attacks  upon  property.  Is  my  hon. 
Friend  prepared  to  pay  for  the  national 
playground  he  is  going  to  establish  for 
the  benefit  of  sentimentalists,  poets,  and 
festhetes  ?  If  this  playground  is  to  be 
reserved  free  from  the  disfigurement  of 
railways  let  it  be  paid  for.  I  sympa- 
thize with  the  **  tripper."  I  know  very 
well  that  the  '*  tripper"  who  goes  for  a 
day  to  the  Lake  District  wants  to  be  de- 
posited in  the  middle  of  the  district,  so 
that  he  may  look  about  him  for  a  few 
hours,  and  then  go  to  his  home.  I  was 
once  a  ''tripper"  myself,  and  I  went 
down  to  this  district.  I  was  turned  loose 
at  Windermere,  or  Bowness,  and  I 
found  g^at  difficulty  in  getting  a  car- 
riage to  carry  me  on  to  Amblobide.  I 
forget  what  I  had  to  pay ;  but  I  see  from 
the  statement  put  forth  by  the  promoters 
that  it  costs  from  3«.  to  5«.  to  get  from 
Kendal  to  Ambleside.  My  hon.  Friend 
scofis  at  the  opinions  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district.  They  are  to  be  entirely 
sacrificed  to  gentlemen  from  Aberdeen 
and  other  places  who  may  probably 
never  go  there,  but  who  may  want  to  go. 
He  says  that  the  people  of  Ambleside 
will  only  have  to  pay  a  little  more  for 
their  gas  if  this  Bill  is  rejected.  At 
present  they  have  to  pay  39.  ^d,  more  for 
the  carriage  of  their  coals.  He  says 
there  is  a  bobbin  factory  which  feels 
aggrieved ;  but  he  adds  that  it  is  only 
two  miles  from  the  railway.  Now,  in 
these  days  of  competition  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  bring  a  railroad  as  near  as 
possible  to  a  manufactory  in  order  to 
enable  it  to  pay.  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  referred  to 
a  Committee  upstairs,  because  in  that 
case  the  people  of  England  cannot 
appear  before  the  Committee.  Why 
should  the  people  of  England  appear 
before  any  Committee  ?  The  **  people 
of  England  "  is  a  very  vague  term,  and  it 
is  generally  made  use  of  by  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman when  he  merely  wants  to  state 
his  own  opinions.  My  hon.  Friend 
always  says — ''  The  people  of  England 


are  in  my  favour."  Now,  I  do  not  pay 
much  attention  to  this  vague  imperson- 
ality of  the  people  of  England.  When 
a  district  containing — not  2,000  as  my 
hon.  Friend  asserted — but  7,000  persons 
wishes  to  have  a  railroad  to  connect  it 
with  the  rest  of  England  I  think  it  is 
the  best  judge  of  what  it  wants;  and 
if  you  want  to  make  any  country  a 
playground  buy  it  up.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  I  shall 
in  favour  of  any  Hallway  Bill  which  may 
come  before  this  House,  because  I  be- 
lieve that  a  railroad  means  civilization, 
and  the  more  we  have  of  them  the 
better. 

Mr.  CAVENDI8H  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  As  an  old  Cumberland 
Member — 1  believe  technically  the  oldest 
Cumberland  Member  now  in  this  House 
— I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  No- 
thing has  more  surprised  me  than  the  re- 
markable speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce).  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  for  my  own  part,  that  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  railways  need  not  involve  any  inter- 
ference with  the  picturesque  scenery  of  a 
country.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  they 
add  to  the  beauty  of  the  scenery  instead 
of  detracting  from  it.  I  am  familiar 
with  the  railways  in  Switzerland,  Savoy, 
and  Italy,  and  also  with  the  railways 
which  now  exist  in  Cumberland  itself. 
When  the  hon.  Gentleman  talks  about 
intruding  a  system  of  railways  into 
Cumberland,  is  he  aware  that  there  is  a 
railway  at  this  moment  tit  the  very  foot 
of  Scawfell  by  way  of  Eskdale— one  of 
the  most  beautiful  valleys  in  the  whole 
of  England.  How  is  it  that  he  did  not 
oppose  that  railway  or  make  a  protest 
against  it  ?  Is  he*  not  also  aware  that 
there  is  a  railway  running  along  the 
shore  of  Bassenthwaite  Lake  and  another 
over  Shapfells;  and  does  he  mean  to 
allege  in  any  reasonable  moment  that 
these  railways  are  an  interference  with 
the  enjoyment  of  the  people  ?  No  asser- 
tion of  that  kind  would  be  received  by 
this  House.  However  the  sentimental 
idea  may  be  treated,  and  whatever 
weight  it  may  have  with  the  House,  I 
take  objection  to  the  hon.  Member's 
speech,  on  the  ground  that  he  told  us  that 
there  was  substantially  no  support  to  the 
Bill  except  among  the  people  he  enume- 
rated.   I  do  not  know  from  whence  the 
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hoD.  Member*' got  bis  infonnation. 
On  tbe  West  Coast  of  Cumberland  there 
is  a  large  mining  population,  and  that 
population,  almost  to  a  man,  is  in  favour 
of  this  project.  Within  the  last  few 
days  I  have  received  a  considerable 
number  of  letters,  not  only  from  my  own 
constituency  in  North- West  Cumberland, 
but  also  from  South-West  Cumberland, 
asking  me  to  give  all  the  support  I  can 
to  this  Bill.  At  this  moment  this  district, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  desirous 
of  preserving,  is  absolutely  inaccessible  to 
the  working  population  of  West  Cumber- 
land. If  thev  desire  to  visit  Ambleside, 
they  have  to  take  the  railway  which  goes 
to  the  foot  of  Sea w fell,  and  from  thence 
they  have  a  weary  walk  of  1 4  miles  in  or- 
der to  reach  the  head  of  Windermere.  If 
this  railway  is  authorized  they  ought  to 
be  able  on  great  holidays  to  reach  Am- 
bleside in  three  hours,  with  ample  time 
to  enjoy  the  scenery  and  return  to  their 
homes  the  same  day.  There  is  another 
point  to  which  I  think  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  I  should  call  the  attention 
of  the  House — ^namely,  the  issue  of  a 
document  called  '^Beasons  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  by  the  Com- 
mons Preservation  Society.''  I  must 
say  that  in  so  short  a  space  I  have  never 
seen  reasons  put  forth  so  absolutely 
destitute  of  foundation.  It  is  surprising 
to  me  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
should  have  identified  himself  with  the 
Society  which  has  put  forward  such  a 
series  of  false  accusations  as  are  contained 
in  this  document  against  the  Bill.  I 
will  not  go  through  the  first  three 
or  four  reasons,  because  they  have 
already  been  dealt  with  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cumber- 
land (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther) ;  but  the  last 
of  them,  and  perhaps  the  most  important, 
because  it  bears  materially  upon  this  case, 
states,  among  other  things,  that  ''Parlia- 
ment has  hitherto  steadily  refused  to  per- 
mit any  railway  to  traverse  this  district 
and  the  four  railway  schemes  have  been 
successively  rejected."  Now,  the  truth  is 
that  the  Ennerdale  Bill  was  twice  sent  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  not  rejected  upon 
any  picturesque  or  sentimental  ideas,  nor 
because  it  interfered  with  the  enjojrment 
of  the  public.  The  Ennerdale  Bill  was 
rejected,  not  by  the  House,  but  by  a 
Committee,  because  the  financial  pro- 
posals it  contained  did  not  meet  with  the 
acceptance  of  the  Committee.  Therefore, 
I  say  it  is  perfectly  monstrous  that 
this  so-called  **  Comuous  Preservation 
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Society  "  with  whom  the  hon.  Member 
is  connected,  and  I  believe  other  hon. 
Members,  probably  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  should  allow  such  false  and  mis- 
leading statements  to  be  put  forth.  It 
is  nothing  of  the  sort.  The  Ennerdale 
Scheme  passed  a  second  reading  on  two 
occasions ;  and,  as  I  have  told  the  Hoaae» 
the  Bill  was  rejected  by  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  for  other  reasons.  The  hon. 
Member  flatters  the  working  man,  and, 
when  it  suits  him,  upholds  the  great 
necessity  that  he  should  have  the  op- 
portunity of  rational  enjoyment.  Now, 
it  is  on  that  very  g^und  that  I 
support  this  Bill.  The  working  man  in 
this  part  of  the  country  has  the  British 
Museum,  the  Tower  of  London,  and  the 
Brompton  Boilers,  as  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  is  properly  called ;  bat  in  the 
Lake  District  there  are  no  exhibitions  ol 
the  kind.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  it  is  very  disagreeable  to  some  boa. 
Members  on  the  other  aide  of  the  House 
that  we  should  endeavour  to  do  some- 
thing to  assist  the  working  man.  I  see 
sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bendi 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chainnan  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Courtney).  Before  the 
House  consents  to  reject  this  Bill,  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  rise  in  his  place  and  give 
the  House  the  full  benefit  of  his  advice. 
At  this  stage  I  shall  certainly  give  my 
strenuous  support  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  ask  the  indolgenee 
of  the  House  for  three  or  four  minntes 
by  that  dock  while  I  explain  my  reaaoof 
for  opposing  this  Bill.  The  whirligig  of 
time  has  brought  with  it  its  revenge  ia 
giving  me  the  position  of  answering  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouohere).  I  oppose  this  Bill  upoa 
that  principle  which  animates  ns  boCh, 
and  which  animates  many  other  Mem- 
bers of  this  hononrable  House,  altbon^ 
it  rarely  extends  its  influence  to  the  occo- 
pants  of  the  Treasury  Bench — ^the  tree 
democratic  principle — ^that  is  to  aaj,  I 
prefer  the  interests  of  the  greater  nnai- 
ber  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  to 
those  of  the  lesser.  That  is  a  princifle 
upon  which  the  whole  of  this  Honee 
Ck>nservative  as  well  as  Liberal — ^ia  sup- 
posed to  act,  although  I  must  confess 
that  it  occasionally  nods.  I  wish  to  pet 
before  the  House  three  reasons  why  the 
Bill  ought  to  be  rejected,  firstly^  it 
ought  to  be  rejected  on  utilitarian  prin- 
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oiples.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ainptou  lias  proved  to  demonstration,  in 
his  own  paper,  that  the  railway  which 
it  is  proposed  to  construct  cannot  be  a 
commercial  success.  Why,  then,  should 
we  run  a  railroad  into  a  district  where  it 
is  not  wanted  ?  No  one  presumes  to  say 
that  a  railroad  is  beautiful  in  itself,  or 
desirable  except  for  the  advantage  of  the 
public,  although  I  know  there  are  those 
who  would  be  prepared  to  run  a  rail- 
road through  Westminster  Abbey  in 
order  to  get  a  more  ready  access  to  this 
Chamber.  Taking  the  artistic  view,  I 
think  I  speak  the  mind  of  every  artist, 
of  every  true  Democrat,  of  every  Con- 
servative, in  the  proper  meaning  of  the 
word,  and  of  every  Englishman  who 
loves  his  country,  when  I  ask  all  sides 
in  the  House  to  join  in  protesting  against 
and  rejecting  this  most  unnecessary  Bill. 
I  know  that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
have  been  termed  artists,  poets,  senti- 
mentalists, sBsthetes,  and  selfish  people. 
I  am  not  going  to  stand  up  and  argue 
that  a  mountain  may  not  be  improved 
by  the  presence  of  man  and  of  that  of 
woman  sometimes ;  but  I  protest  against 
robbing  the  poor  of  the  nation  of  one  of 
their  playgrounds.  The  time  has  gone 
by  when,  by  the  permission  of  the  House, 
and  through  the  agency  of  some  of  those 
processes  facetiously  called  *'  law,"  most 
of  the  commons  has  been  stolen  from 
that  great  goose — the  British  public. 
I  know.  Sir,  that  it  is  of  no  use  to  urge 
the  example  of  the  Yellowstone  Park ; 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  not  proceed  to  do  so. 
It  seems  to  me  that,  like  the  Yellowstone 
Park,  this  Ambleside  district  might  be 
most  advantageously  bought  by  the 
nation,  and  preserved  for  the  people  of 
our  g^eat  towns  as  a  Democratic  play- 
ground. In  this  country  the  rich  have 
their  enclosed  parks,  in  which  the  noble 
owner  can  walk  or  commune  with  his 
gamekeeper  beneath  the  shadow  of 
the  neat  white-painted  board — ^'No 
Trespassers;'*  but  his  poorer  neigh- 
bour can  only  ramble  about  his  well- 
flavoured  open  slum,  and  saunter  be- 
tween that  and  the  public-house,  where 
refreshment  is  provided  both  for  his 
body  and  soul — for  I  am  even  prepared 
to  advance  that  the  poor  have  souls.  I 
will  not  ask  the  House  to  accompany  me 
very  far  in  a  flight  of  fancy ;  but  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  imagine  Ambleside 
when  all  the  pomp  and  circumstance  of 
glorious  commerce  shall  have  descended 


upon  it,  when  refreshment  rooms  and 
shilling  teas  prevail,  and  when  lads  and 
lasses  no  longer  go  a-courting — I  do  not 
mention  the  circumstance  as  any  reflec- 
tion upon  the  morality  of  the  district, 
which  I  believe  stands  high,  and  will 
compare  favourably  with  that  of  any 
other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  in  which 
the  people  are  equally  as  well  fed,  and 
enjoy  tne  privileges  of  an  Established 
Church — when  lads  and  lasses  no  longer 
go  a-courting  amongst  the  groves  to  the 
song  of  the  nightingale,  but  stagger 
amidst  gasometers  and  scoria,  and  listen 
to  the  dulcet  tones  of  the  steam  whistle. 
In  conclusion,  I  would  venture  to  ask  the 
House,  irrespective  of  Party,  to  show 
that  small  portion  of  humanity  outside 
its  walls  that  they  have  some  sympathy 
with  legislation  of  a  popular  character. 
For  these  reasons  I  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) :  I  support  the  Bill  on  behalf  of 
the  constituents  whom  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  who  desire  to  ob- 
tain access  to  this  most  beautiful  dis- 
trict, andCwho  have  presented  Petitions  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  They  object  to 
have  the  beautiful  scenery  of  the  Lake 
District  shut  out  from  the  great  body  of 
people;  and  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  that  some  of  the  support  which 
is  given  to  the  second  reading  is  based 
upon  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  flooding  of 
people  which  now  takes  place  at  Winder- 
mere alone,  in  order  to  carry  them  a  little 
further  on,  and  afford  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  those  beauties  of  Nature 
which  have  been  so  graphically  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce).  Well,  Sir,  are  the 
sentimentalists,  who  desire  to  shut  up 
our  fells  and  valleys,  and  confine  them 
only  to  the  people  who  inhabit  them,  to 
prevent  the  manufacturing  population 
from  visiting  them  ?  Do  they  wish  to 
set  a  seal  on  it,  and  allow  no  one  to  get 
out  of  it ;  and  do  they  desire  to  build  up 
a  kind  of  Chinese  wall,  which  is  to  pre- 
vent access  from  either  side  ?  We  invite 
the  whole  population  of  the  United  King* 
dom  to  enter  the  district.  We  have  no 
selfish  motives,  even  against  the  eesthetic 
cause  they  may  have  at  heart.  If  this 
railroad  is  not  made,  is  the  district  to  be 
converted  into  a  happy  hunting  ground 
for  the  spirits  of  the  poets,  sesthetes,  and 
sentimentalists  who  take  such  deep  ia* 
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teresi  ia  its  reservation  and  seclusion  ? 
The  objections  to  the  Bill  seem  to  emanate 
entirely  from  those  who  have  no  present 
business  in  the  district;  while  the  in- 
habitants who  live  in  the  murky  cities 
bordering  on  the  proposed  line  wish  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  getting  to  Amble- 
side, but  do  not  at  present  possess  the 
necessary  facilities.  I  feel  that  I  should 
fail  in  the  duty  I  owe  to  my  constituents 
if  I  did  not  give  my  support  to  this  Bill. 
Living,  as  I  do,  in  the  midst  of  this 
scenery,  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  the 
construction  of  this  railway  will  in  no 
sense  injure  the  beauty  of  the  Lake 
Country ;  and  probably  I  know  the 
locality  as  intimately  as  any  man  who 
has  ever  visited  it.  More  than  that,  the 
fear  I  have  is  that  if  you  do  not  sanction 
this  railway,  you  will  have  the  still  more 
objectionable  tramways  laid  down  in  its 
place ;  for  the  means  of  communication 
we  must  have,  and  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons refuses  to  give  us  a  railroad  we 
must  obtain  what  we  desire  by  some 
other  means. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  The  question  before  the  House 
has  been  so  fully  discussed,  that  I  will 
promise  not  to  detain  hon.  Members 
long.  I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
answering  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  the  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck),  who 
has,  in  strong  terms,  denounced  a  Circular 
issued  in  opposition  to  this  Bill  by  the 
Commons  Preservation  Society,  of  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  Chairman.  I 
am  fully  prepared  to  maintain  substan- 
tially the  accuracy  of  every  word  con- 
tained in  that  Circular,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  cited  one  of 
the  various  reasons  which  the  Society 
give  for  objecting  to  the  Bill.  The 
statement  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman specifically  objects  is  that  the 
Society  has,  on  four  occasions,  success- 
fully prevented  railroads  from  invading 
the  Lake  District.  That  statement  is 
perfectly  true.  On  every  occasion  their 
opposition  has  been  attended  with  suc- 
cess. Whether  in  every  case  the  pro- 
posal was  rejected  on  the  g^nnd  of 
sentiment  or  from  some  other  cause  I 
am  not  able  to  say ;  but  our  opposition 
was  in  every  case  successful,  and  we 
prevented  the  railroad  proposed  from 
entering  the  district.  I  should  be  very 
Borrv  to  enter  into  a  controversy  with 
the  non.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
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Labouchere)  as  to  what  is  true  or  false 
in  sentiment.  On  numerous  occasions 
an  appeal  of  this  kind  has  been  fought 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  against 
private  interests,  and  always  with  sne- 
cess.  If  the  matter  were  a  private  mat- 
ter, dealing  only  with  private  rights  and 
interests,  I  should  not  have  interposed 
to  prevent  the  Bill  going  to  a  Committee; 
but  my  experience  of  Select  Committees 
is  that  they  do  not  sufficiently  reg^ard 
the  interests  of  the  public,  and  that  it  is 
only  in  this  House  that  the  interests  of 
the  public  are  properly  maintained.  It 
is  on  that  principle  that  I  have,  over  and 
over  again,  dealt  with  matters  of  this 
kind,  and  shall  do  so  again  whenever 
they  come  before  us.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  (Mr.  Lowther)  has  pat 
the  case  very  fairly  before  the  House ; 
but  his  case  is  that  the  railway  will  be  a 
benefit  to  tourists.  Now,  would  it  be 
better  for  the  tourists  to  have  this  rail- 
way, or  to  be  without  it  ?  Surely,  if  w» 
are  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
what  is  for  the  benefit  of  tourists,  we 
ought  to  take  a  broader  view  when  the 
interests  of  tourists  are  likely,  by  the 
construction  of  a  railway,  to  encroach 
upon  the  general  interests  of  the  com- 
munity. That  is  really  the  question  be- 
fore the  House ;  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  decide,  as  upon  former  ocoasions, 
by  rejecting  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  iftVfW#J:— Ayes  189;  Nom 
177 :  Majority  12.— (Div.  list,  No.  10.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  0$rd$i  U» 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  c^wmkitUi. 

QUESTIONS. 


BURMAH    (UPPER)— THE   nXLITART 
EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  RICHAED  (Merthyr  TjiM) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  8t^  for 
India,  If  he  can  state  how  many  rasa 
have  been  engaged  in  the  invasion  and 
conquest  of  Upper  Burmah,  how  many 
of  them  have  been  killed  or  haye  died 
of  disease,  how  many  Burmese  hare 
been  slaughtered,  and  what  amonnt  of 
money  has  been  hitherto  spent  (m  tlHt 
enterprize  ? 

The  under  SECBETABY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Oobst)  (Chatham): 
The  number  of  men  engaged  ia  the  ia- 
vasion  and  conquest  of  Upper  Banash 
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up  to  December  31,  1885,  was  9,546. 
Of  these,  nine  were  killed  in  action,  one 
died  of  wounds  received,  78  of  disease. 
Twenty  lakhs  of  rupees  were  spent  on 
the  enterprize.  In  the  operations  for 
the  suppression  of  brigandage  and 
establishment  of  order  that  have  taken 
place  subsequent  to  the  invasion  and 
conquest,  up  to  December  31,  1886, 
there  have  been  engaged  31,571  men. 
Of  these,  100  have  been  killed  in  action, 
31  have  died  of  wounds  received,  and 
967  have  died  of  disease.  The  mortality 
has  been  much  aggravated  by  occasional 
outbreaks  of  cholera.  The  cost  of  these 
subsequent  operations  has  been  \2H 
lakhs.  It  is  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
number  of  Burmese  villagers  who  have 
been  slaughtered  by  dacoits,  or  the 
number  of  the  latter  who  have  been 
killed  in  resisting  the  British  Forces. 

THE   IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION— 
SUGO  COUNTY. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Chief  Land  Commis- 
sioners have  not  visited  County  Sligo 
for  more  than  a  year,  for  the  purpose  of 
hearing  appeals,  and  when  they  intend 
to  do  so  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
It  is  true  that  the  Chief  Commission 
has  not  visited  Sligo  for  some  time ;  but 
I  am  informed  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  that  they  expect  to  visit 
that  town  again  next  May. 

CELEBRATION    OF    THE   JUBILEE 
*      YEAR— THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Colonel  IAURIE  (Bath)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  Volunteer  Force  will  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  taking  part  in  any  mili- 
tary review  or  other  celebration  in 
honour  of  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire^Horncastle): 
No  decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at  as 
to  the  holding  of  a  special  review  in 
honour  of  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee.  If  a 
review  takes  place,  the  desire  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  to  be  represented  at  it 
will  certainly  not  be  lost  sight  of;  and  if 
a  similar  desire  is  expressed  on  behalf 
of  the  Yeomanry  it  will  also  be  borne 
in  mind. 


INCOME  TAX— THE  MARRIED  WOMEN'S 
PROPERTY  ACT. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beach)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  notwithstanding  that, 
since  the  coming  into  operation  of  **  The 
Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1882," 
a  husband  has  no  legal  control  over  his 
wife's  income,  yet  he  is  compelled  to  pay 
Income  Tax  on  the  joint  incomes  of  him- 
self and  his  wife,  when  together  they 
exceed  £150,  although  the  separate  in- 
come of  each  may  be  under  £150  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that 
where  the  joint  incomes  of  husband  and 
wife  came  to  over  £150  they  were  taxed, 
the  income  boiDg  treated  as  the  joint 
income  of  a  family,  and  not  as  that  of 
two  separate  persons  lodging  together 
in  the  same  house.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  would  find  that  if  the  hus- 
band and  wife  were  to  be  treated  sepa- 
rately, the  wife,  in  the  case  of  the  death 
of  her  husband,  would  have  to  pay 
Legacy  and  Succession  Duty  as  a 
stranger,  so  that  they  would  gain  little 
by  being  treated  as  separate  persons. 

EGYPT— WAR  DECORATIONS  TO  THE 
ENGLISH  TROOPS. 

General  Sie  WILLIAM  CROSS- 
MAN  (Portsmouth)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  His  High- 
ness the  Khedive  of  Egypt,  whose  troops 
received  the  English  War  meded  for 
service  in  the  Nile  Expedition,  has  been 
invited  to  confer  on  the  English  troops 
similarly  engaged  the  bronze  star  con- 
ferred by  him  on  the  English  troops  en- 
gaged in  1884  in  the  Eastern  Soudan  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
No,  Sir ;  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
not  invited  the  Khedive  to  confer  the 
bronze  star  on  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
Nile  Expedition.  It  is  not  the  practice 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  invite 
the  bestowal  of  decorations  by  Foreign 
Potentates  on  British  troops.  In  the 
former  case  the  bronze  star  was  con- 
ferred by  His  Highness  on  his  own  ini- 
tiative. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)   ACTS-RATn- 
DRUM    UNION. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
a  labourer  named  Waters,  living  in 
Newtown  Mount  Kennedy,  County  Wick- 
low,  whose  house  was  certified  by  the 
sanitary  officer  as  unfit  for  human  habi- 
tation, applied  to  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, Rathdrum  Union,  for  a  cottage 
under  the  Act ;  whether  his  application 
was  granted  and  a  cottage  built  for  him 
amongst  others ;  and,  wnether  the  cot- 
tage intended  in  the  first  instance  for 
Waters  was  assigned  to  an  employi  of 
one  of  the  Guardians  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.)- 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  sub- 
mitted a  Report  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
Union  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
statement  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Question  is  correct.  But  cottages  were 
built  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  locality, 
and  no  cottage  was  intended  expressly 
for  any  individual.  A  person  employed 
by  one  of  the  Guardians  was  preferred  to 
Waters  as  a  tenant,  because  he  was 
living  in  lodgings.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  power  to  interfere 
with  the  discretion  of  the  Guardians  in 
the  matter. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(IRELAND)  —  GREYSTONES,  COQNTY 
WICKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) : 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  a  memorial  submitted 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Greystones, 
County  Wicklow,  relative  to  the  harbour 
works  at  that  place,  Whether  the  Trea- 
sury will  sanction  the  expenditure  of 
£1,000,  at  present  in  the  hands  of  the 
Board  of  Works  in  connection  with 
Greystones,  in  excavating  a  small  dock, 
as  recommended  in  the  Memorial,  to 
give  employment  to  the  fishermen  who 
are  prevented  from  following  their 
calling  regularly  owing  to  the  present 
condition  of  the  harbour  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  :  The  Board  of  Public 
Works  have  not  £1,000  to  spare  from 
the  amount  sanctioned  for  the  harbour 
at  Greystones,  as  they  have  in  this  and 
all  similar  cases  to  meet  the  charge  for  a 
clerk  of  the  works  and  other  incidental 
expenses  from  the  difference  between  the 
amount  of  the  contract  and  the  total 
amount  sanctioned  for  the  execution  of 
the  works.  They  hope,  however,  in  this 
particular  case  to  be  enabled  to  excavate 
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the  6mall  dock  recommended  by  tbe 
Memorialists,  and  have  made  arrange- 
ments for  giving  effect  to  the  recommen- 
dation, as  far  as  is  possible,  with  the 
funds  available. 

PUBLIC  RECORD  OFFICE-INSPECTIOX 
OF  IRISH  RECORDS. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hackney. 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  there  is 
any  objection,  and,  if  so,  what,  to  the 
inspection  by  proper  persons  of  the  Lnsh 
records  now  in  the  Public  Record  Office 
of  date  subsequent  to  1769;  to  what 
date  may  such  records  be  inspected  ; 
and,  whether  there  are  any  written  or 
other  Rules,  and,  if  so,  what,  regulating 
such  inspection  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  It  has 
been  held  by  successive  Secretaries  of 
State  of  both  Parties  that  the  inspection 
of  certain  Irish  Papers  now  in  theltecoid 
Office  would  be  detrimental  to  the  pub- 
lic interests.  It  is  purd.y  a  matter  for 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
whether  he  shall  allow  access  to  theee 
records.  He  is  not  guided  by  any  writ- 
ten Rules ;  but  solely  by  what  he  con- 
siders his  duty  as  trustee  of  confidential 
documents  which  have  been  committed 
to  his  charge.  The  inspection  of  theee 
records  is  open  to  the  public  up  to  1772. 

POST  OFFICE— INVESTMENTS  IK  GO- 
VERNMENT  SECURITIES  OF  SHALL 
SUMS. 

Ma.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  bis 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  by  means  of  the  system  of  selling, 
through  the  Post  Office,  OoTemment 
Securities  in  sums  of  £10  at  a  time  and 
upwards,  more  than  £2,600,000  of  voA 
GoTemment  Securities  is  now  held  bj 
about  30,000  persons ;  and,  whether  hie 
is  willing  to  extend  the  system  by  re- 
ducing the  £10  minimum  inTeetment,  eo 
as  to  bring  this  mode  of  inTeetmest 
in  the  National  Securities  more  within 
the  reach  of  the  working  clasaeii,  as  is  the 
case  in  France  with  the  French  Bentes? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  Unirersity) :  The 
question  of  fixing  a  minimum  amount 
for  inyestment  in  Government  Seoimtifls 
through  the  medium  of  the  Poet  Office 
Savings  Bank  was  very  carefully  con- 
sidered in  1880,  when  the  Savings  Beak 
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Act  of  that  year  was  passed,  and  the 
minimum  is  tixed  by  the  Act.  It  was 
thoneht  that  the  Savings  Bank  itself 
afforded  ample  facility  ^r  the  deposit 
and  safe  keeping  of  sums  under  £10, 
and  that  for  less  than  that  amount  it 
would  not  be  worth  while  for  an  in- 
dividual to  incur  the  expense  of  com- 
mission chargeable  on  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  a  portion  of  so  small  an  amount. 
The  interest  on  a  Savings  Bank  deposit 
is  2^  per  cent ;  while  the  interest  on  a 
Stock  investment  at  the  present  time 
barely  reaches  3  per  cent.  Therefore, 
on  a  sum  of,  say,  £9,  the  Savings  Bank 
would  give  4s.  6d. ;  and,  takine  the 
Government  Stock  at  3  per  cent,  the  in- 
terest would  be  5«.  5d„  while  the  com- 
mission would  be  9^.  Judging  by  the 
average  amount  of  each  investment, 
which  is  about  £50,  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  demand  on  the  part  of 
the  public  for  a  reduction  of  the  mini- 
mam  ;  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider 
any  representations  on  the  subject. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)  — 
ARMY  MANUFACTURING  ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  ARTHURO'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  the 
Ordnance,  Whether  the  balances  shown 
in  the  Army  Manufacturing  Accounts 
are  any  better  than  paper  balances; 
and,  whether  these  paper  balances  are 
ever  checked  against  actual  balances  by 
any  auditor  or  stock-taker,  independent 
of  the  War  Office  itself? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter)  :  The  balances 
shown  in  the  Army  Manufacturing  Ac- 
counts are  actual  balances,  and  represent 
Government  property  actually  held  by 
the  several  Departments.  Stock  is 
frequently  taken,  independently  of  the 
Departments  concerned,  by  the  ac- 
countant and  auditor  who  represent  the 
War  Office.  There  is  no  audit  what- 
ever applied  to  the  accounts  and  ba- 
lances in  question  by  any  other  Depart- 
ment than  the  War  Office;  but  the 
question  of  introducing  an  audit  alto- 
gether independent  of  the  War  Office  is 
now  under  consideration. 

POST  OFFICE  —  DISTRIBUTION  OF 
TRADE  SAMPLES  THROUGH  THE 
BELGIAN  POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  owing  to  exist- 


ing rates  of  postage,  a  manufae- 
turer  in  the  North  of  England  dis- 
tributes his  trade  samples  throughout 
the  United  Kingdom  by  means  of  the 
Belgian  Post  Office,  effecting  thereby  a 
considerable  saving;  and,  whether  this 
does  not  represent  a  loss  of  income  to 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  here  ? 

Thk  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  already  been  brought  before 
me,  and  is  now  under  my  consideration. 
I  am,  at  the  present  moment,  actively 
GDgftged  in  endeavouring  to  ascertain 
upon  what  system  a  satisfactory  Pattern 
Post  can  be  established  without  injury 
to  the  Revenue,  and  without  affording 
opportunities  for  fraud. 

COMMISSIONERS     OP      ENDOWED 

SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)-ABATEMENT 

OF   RENTS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  a  quorum  attended 
the  meeting  of  Commissioners  of  En- 
dowed Schools,  Ireland,  on  ISth  Janu- 
ary, 1887;  whether  J.  J.  Berrison,  the 
land  agent,  was  in  attendance ;  whether 
any  of  the  Commissioners  who  wrote 
advising  an  increased  abatement  of  rent 
to  tenants  were  present;  whether  the 
Board  has  repeatedly  refused  the  ad- 
mission of  any  deputation  from  the 
Cavan  tenantry  ;  and,  whether  the 
Commissioners  will  now  reconsider  the 
matter,  and  receive  a  deputation  from 
the  tenants  at  their  next  meeting  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
No  re|)ly  has  yet  been  received  from  the 
Commissioners,  whose  stated  meeting, 
it  is  understood,  will  be  held  to-day. 

CRIMINAL  LUNATIC  ASYLUM,  DUN- 
DRUM— CASE  OF  LAMBE. 
Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  case  reported  in  The 
Fr$$man^s  Journal  of  the  12th  instant,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  a  man  named 
Lambe,  recently  an  inmate  of  the 
Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  at  Dundrum — 

^Was  ponished  by  administering  to  him  a 
cold  plunge  bath,  and  by  solitary  confinement  ;** 

whether  he  is  aware  that  punishment  by 
ducking  in  a  cold  bath  is  frequently 
resorted  to  in  the  Criminal  Asylum; 
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and,  whether  he  will  put  a  stop  to  this 
practice  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  (Bristol,  W.)  : 
The  neirspaper  paragraph  referred  to 
mentions  that  an  action  arising  out  of 
this  case  is  pending,  and  will  be  heard 
at  the  approaching  Quarter  Sessions  at 
Kilmainham.  This  being  so,  it  would 
be  obviously  improper  to  enter  into  any 
discussion  of  its  merits.  But  I  under- 
stand that  this  punishment,  under  careful 
regulations,  has  been  sanctioned  in  the 
Asylum  since  its  opening. 

POST  OFFICE-MONEY  ORDER  OFFICE 
REMITTANCES  FROM  AUSTRALIA. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  could  state  to  the  House  the  amount 
of  money  received  by  friends,  relatives, 
&c.,  in  England  from  Australia  last 
year  through  the  Money  Order  Office ; 
and,  the  number  of  remitters? 

Mb.  O'HEA  asked,  Whether  the  Post- 
master General  was  not  aware  that  the 
postal  rate  of  letters  to  Australia  under 
half  an  ounce  was  6(^.,  and  that  this 
was  a  prohibitive  rate  to  the  poorer 
classes  r 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hen- 
niker  Heaton),  I  have  to  state  that  the 
value  of  the  money  orders  issued  on  the 
United  Kingdom  in  Australia  in  the 
year  1885-6,  which  is  the  last  year  in 
respect  of  which  the  Returns  are  com- 
pleted, was  £346,645,  as  will  be  seen  at 
page  52  of  the  last  Annual  Report  of 
the  Post  Office ;  and  the  number  of 
orders  was  about  100,000.  The  number 
of  remitters  could  not  be  ascertained 
without  an  examination  of  each  order, 
involving  much  labour  and  expense.  The 
Returns  for  the  current  year  cannot  be 
made  up  until  the  receipt  of  the  accounts 
from  Australia  up  to  the  SJst  of  March 
next.  I  am  fully  aware  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject  referred  to  in  the 
second  Question.  I  believe  that  it  is  to 
be  brought  before  the  House  in  another 
form. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1886— PAYMENT  OF  OFFICIALS. 
Mr.  SHEIL  (Meath,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  proposes  to  re- 
new the  grant  for  the  remuneration  of 

Mr.  W,  •/;  CorUt 


Union  Officers  for  their  services  under 
the  Representation  of  the  People  Act? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
As  the  Irish  Government  are  advised, 
this  is  a  proposal  which  could  not  be 
carried  out  without  legislation.  It  is 
one  which  concerns  the  whole  Kingdom 
rather  than  Ireland  exclusively ;  and  it 
is  a  question  more  for  the  Treasury  than 
the  Irish  Executive  whether  thej  would 
sanction  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  legalizing  the  proposed 
payment. 

INSPECTION  OF  IRISH  FISHERIES- 
COLLECTION  OF  STATISTICS, 

Ma.  J.  A.  BLAKE  (Carlow)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  steps  have  be^ 
taken  by  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fish- 
eries for  the  collection  of  statistics  of 
the  quantity  of  fish  landed  in  Ireland, 
for  which  a  sum  of  £350  was  voted  by 
Parliament  last  Session,  and  if  the  next 
Beport  of  the  Inspectors  will  contain 
such  statistics ;  and,  how  soon  that  Be- 
port, which  is  directed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  three  weeks  after  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  will  be  presented  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MicHjkEL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
This  Question  was  referred  to  the  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries  for  report  im- 
mediately when  it  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper  (two  days  ag^) ;  but,  as 
they  are  absent  from  Dublin  on  duty, 
there  has  not  been  time  for  a  reply  to 
come  to  hand.  The  same  observation 
applies  to  the  Question  which  stands  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien). 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-TH£ 
JURY  SYSTEAL 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire* 
land,  Whether  the  precept  addreaeed  to 
Sheriffs  for  the  summoning  of  jurors  in 
Ireland  specifies  the  number  of  jorors 
to  be  summoned;  whether,  if  not,  the 
number  of  jurors  to  be  placed  on  any 
panel  is  entirely  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Sheriff;  and,  whether,  if  the  precept 
does  specify  the  number,  there  was  asj 
change  in  the  form  of  the  preo^t  ad- 
dressed  to  the  High  Shenff  of  the 
County  of  Dublin  at  the  present 
mission? 
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Tee  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
lEtELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) :  Iq  answer  to  this  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  precept  does  not 
specify  the  number  of  jurors  to  be  sum- 
moned, and  the  matter  is  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Sheriff.  I  am  informed 
there  has  been  no  change  in  the  form 
of  the  precept  addressed  to  the  Hi^h 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Dublin  at  the 
present  Commission. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— AVER- 
AGE COST  OP  PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  BEALY(Cork) asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  what 
the  aTcrage  cost  of  prosecutions  at  As- 
sizes and  Commissions  in  Ireland  is  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Table  25  of  the  Judicial  and  Criminal 
Statistics,  laid  on  the  Table  last  year, 
and  the  corresponding  tables  for  pre- 
vious years,  contain  the  fullest  informa- 
tion that  the  Oovemment  can  obtain  on 
the  subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) —COST  OP  PROSECUTIONS 
AT  WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  can  state  the  average 
relative  cost  of  prosecutions  at  Winter 
Assizes  in  England,  as  compared  with 
prosecutions  at  the  other  Assizes  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  regret 
to  say  that  I  am  unable  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  information  he  asks  for.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Examiner  of  Crimi- 
nal Law  Accounts  that  the  compilation 
of  sach  a  Return  would  entail  much 
labour,  and  occupy  a  considerable  time, 
and  he  cannot  nmdertake  it  without 
great  inconvenience  to  his  existing 
staff. 

LAW  AND    POLICE   (IRELAND) -SUB- 
INSPECTOR  MILLING,  CORK  COUNTY. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  December  last,  8ub-Inspec« 
tor  Milling,  of  Cork,  was  charged  at  the 
Cork  Police  Court  with  a  serious  assault 
on  Dr.  Tanner,  M.P. ;  whether  it  was 
proved  against  him  that  he  had  ordered 
hia  men  to  disperse  a  legal  and  orderly 
meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Cork,  under 


circumstances  of  great  brutality;  whe- 
ther the  magistrates  returned  Mr.  Mil- 
ling for  trial ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  since  refused  to  prosecute  the 
accused ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): Sub-Inspector  Milling  was 
charged  with  an  assault  on  Dr.  Tanner, 
M.P.,  in  December  last.  The  case  will 
be  submitted  to  me  in  the  usual  way, 
for  direction  as  to  what  further  steps 
shall  be  taken  in  the  matter,  which  is 
still  pending. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Do  I  un- 
derstand the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say  the  case  has  not  yet 
been  submitted? 

Mr.  HOLMES :  No,  Sir  ;  it  has  not 
been  submitted  for  my  direction  as  to 
prosecution. 

ADMIRALTY— DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS- 
CUTLASSES  AND  SWORD  BAYONETS. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can 
state  how  many  vessels  and  what  number 
of  men  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  are  armed 
with  weapons  of  the  same  description 
as  those  of  which  complaints  have  been 
received  from  H.M.S.  Indut ;  and,  whe- 
ther any,  and  which,  of  such  vessels  are 
en^ragod  on  active  service  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Georgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
pattern  of  the  cutlasses  with  which  the 
men  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy  are  armed 
is  uniform  throughout  the  Service ;  but 
there  would  appear  to  be  a  considerable 
difference  in  the  quality  and  temper  of 
the  material  which,  from  time  to  time, 
has  been  used  in  their  manufacture. 
The  Committee  recently  appointed,  and 
now  sitting,  will  aeoertain  how  far  this 
contention  is  true;  and,  if  true,  what  is 
the  cause  of  it. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COURT-SITTINGS 
IN  COUNT  r  LOUTH. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  there  has 
been  no  sitting  of  the  Land  Court  in 
County  Louth  since  May,  1886;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  consider  the  necessity  for  a 
Session  being  held  in  Dundalk  at  an 
early  date  to  dispose  of  a  number  of 
pressing  cases  in  that  neighbourhood, 
many  of  which  were  listed  last  year  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  rSir 
Michael  Hicks-Bfach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
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The  Land  Commissioners  report  that  the 
last  sitting  of  a  Sub -Commission  in 
Louth  was  at  the  date  named,  and  that 
the  next  will  probably  be  in  May.  Of 
the  cases  pending  in  the  county  the 
majority  are  of  recent  date. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  — 
ALLEGED  *«  POLICE  OUTRAGE  AT 
HOSPITAL,    COUNTY   LIMERICK." 

Mb.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  re- 
port in  The  Cork  Herald  of  last  Saturday, 
headed — 

'*  Police  outrage  at  Hospital,  County  Lime- 
rick. A  man  was  arrested  for  being  drunk,  was 
dragged  into  a  public  house.  Mrs.  M'Caxthy, 
its  owner,  being  violently  expelled,  the  police 
began  to  ill-treat  the  prisoner,  when  two  young 
g^rls  screamed,  and  said  they  would  not  see  the 
man  killed  in  their  house  ;  " 

if  the  police  removed  the  man  to  the 
barrack,  no  resistance  being  offered  by 
the  people ;  and  if  the  entire  force,  in- 
cluding the  man  on  guard,  went  through 
the  town  with  loaded  rifles  threatening 
to  shoot  every  person  they  met,  actually 
striking  and  seriously  wounding  many 
inoffensive  people ;  if  one  of  the  police 
went  into  the  house  of  Dr.  Gubbins,  a 
county  magistrate,  and  threatened  to 
shoot  his  servant,  actually  presenting 
bis  rifle  at  her;  if  the  police  acted 
without  orders,  the  sergeant  being  ab- 
sent ;  and  if  it  be  true  that  they  were 
all  under  the  influence  of  drink,  and 
that  a  number  of  cartridges  were  found 
in  the  streets  in  the  morning ;  if  those 
are  the  same  policemen  who  recently 
batoned  the  Kilteely  flfe  and  drum 
band  at  the  instance  of  District  In- 
spector Qreene ;  and,  will  the  Govern- 
ment order  an  immediate  inquiry  into 
their  conduct  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  newspaper  paragraph  quoted  in 
the  Question  gives  a  very  inaccurate 
report  of  what  occurred.  I  am  informed 
that  a  constable  off  duty  was  savagely 
assaulted  by  a  man  against  whom  he 
bad  given  evidence  some  time  ago.  He 
was  nearly  strangled,  and  while  insen* 
sible  on  the  ground  was  rescued  by  two 
police,  who  arrested  the  man  who  had 
assaulted  him.  They  took  refuge  in  a 
public  house,  with  their  prisoner,  from 
a  mob  which  had  collected,  and  con- 
veyed him  as  soon  as  possible  to  the 

Sir  Michael  Hichs-Beach 


barrack.  Mrs.  McCarthy  was  not  ex- 
pelled from  her  house.  The  police  en- 
tirely deny  the  statements  in  the  second, 
third,  and  fourth  paragraphs  of  the 
Question.  Charges  of  assault  have  been 
made  against  the  police,  and  are  now 
being  investigated  at  Petty  Sessions. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 

ACHILL    PETTY    SESSIONS  —  CONTIC- 

TION   OF   POLICEMEN. 

Mb.  COiX  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  three  convictions  have 
been  recorded  within  the  last  month  at 
Achill  Petty  Sessions  against  policemen, 
one  being  a  wanton  assault  committed 
by  Sub-constable  Conalty  on  a  boatrnm 
named  John  Patten  for  refusing  to 
bring  him  illicit  whiskey  (poteen) ;  and, 
whether  information  has  reached  him 
that  many  of  the  Coastguards  in  the 
Island  of  Achill  are  in  the  habit  of  pro* 
curing  illicit  whiskey,  through  No! 
Gallagher  Dagort  and  others,  and  oi- 
couraging  into  the  Island  the  importa- 
tion of  illicit  whiskey,  to  the  detriment 
and  demoralization  of  the  inhabitants; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Government  grant  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  am  informed  that  three  convictions  for 
assault  were  recorded  against  a  polioe- 
man  named  Conalty  at  Achill  Petty  Ses- 
sions. In  one  case  the  person  assaulted 
was  a  man  named  John  Patten,  who 
had  been  arrested  for  drunkenness. 
There  was  nothing  during  the  hearing 
of  the  case  to  show  that  the  assault  wta 
caused  by  Patten's  refusing  to  bring  tks 
constable  illicit  spirits.  The  oonsuUe 
has  been  removed  from  Achill.  It  is 
not  a  fact,  so  far  as  is  known,  that  the 
Coastguard  procure  the  importation  of 
whiskey  into  the  Island. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT— THE    BANTBY 

DISTRICT. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  If  a  respectable  to- 
mer  named  James  O'Mahonc^  has  bees 
refused  a  licence  to  carry  firearms  by 
Mr.  Warburton,  R.M.,  Bantry ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Warburton,  when  applied 
to  by  farmers  in  the  Bantry  Distnet  for 
licences  to  carry  firearms,  usually  de> 
mands  a  certificate  from  two  local  magis- 
trates ;  and,  if  so,  will  Mr.  Warbuitoa 


1 76 1      Inland  R§vmu$^       {  February  17,1 887 }    Inhahiied  Jfovu  Duiy\      1 762 


be  informed  that  the  Law  requiring  audi 
a  certificate  has  been  repealed  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.)  : 
The  Licensing  Officer,  in  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  vested  in  him  bj  law,  re- 
fused to  grant  an  arms  licence  to  James 
O^Mahoney  because  he  failed  to  pro- 
duce satisfactory  evidence  that  he  was  a 
proper  person  to  be  entitled  to  carry 
arms.  Mr.  Warburton  is  of  course 
acquainted  with  the  alteration  in  the 
law. 

POLICE  PROTECnON-HEGARTT. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland;  If  a  smith  named 
Hegarty,  residing  at  Dunmanus,  County 
Gone,  is  under  poUce  protection ;  whether 
Hegarty  has  been  paid  for  the  convey- 
ance of  the  police  escort  who  travel  on 
his  (Hegarty's)  car ;  if  Hegarty  some- 
times travels  without  an  escort ;  and,  if 
the  escort  has  been  a  source  of  revenue 
to  Hegarty,  will  it  be  oouttnued  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.)  : 
Hegarty  receives  pblice  protection,  which 
it  is  considered  he  requires.  He  is  un- 
popular in  consequence  of  his  having 
supplied  cars  to  police,  and  because  he 
works  for  boycotted  persons  and  for  the 
Cork  Defence  Union.  He  was  on  a  few 
occasions  paid  for  the  use  of  his  car 
when  no  other  was  available,  but  this 
has  been  stopped  for  some  time  past. 
He  sometimes  goes  short  distances  with- 
out an  escort. 

Mr.  OILHOOLY  asked  if  Hegarty 
would  continue  to  be  paid  if  hit  car 
were  used  by  the  police  escort. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  have  stated  that  it  has  been  stopped 
for  some  time  past. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS- 
EFFECTS  OF  SUSPENSION. 

Me.  HOWORTH  (Salford.  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
can  inform  the  House,  or  lay  Returns 
upon  the  Table,  showing  the  effects 
wnich  have  followed  from  the  lapse  of 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts  in  the 
garrison  towns  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Some  Returns  on  this  subject  of  the  sus- 
pension of  these  Acts  were  presented  to 
this  House  in  August,  1885.    No  other 
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Returns  have  since  been  compiled,  ex- 
cept the  ordinary  information  contained 
in  the  Annual  Reports  of  the  Army 
Medical  Department.  But  if  my  hon. 
Friend  likes  to  move  for  a  Return  on 
the  subject  I  shall  offer  no  objection.   • 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREIiAND)— THB 
JURY  SYSTEM— CHALLENGES  IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES— THE  QUEEN  v. 
DILLON. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  If  he  can  inform  the  House 
how  many  jurors  have  been  directed  to 
** stand  by"  by  the  Crown,  and  have 
been  challenged  by  by  the  traversers, 
in  the  trial  ''Queen  v,  Dillon  and 
others  "  now  proceeding  in  Dublin  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): The  hon.  Member  will  see 
from  the  newspapers  what  has  been 
done  in  this  case.  Twenty-eight  jurors 
were  ordered  to  **  stand  by,''  six  were 
peremptorily  challenged,  and  several 
others  were  challenged  ''for  cause," 
which  was  disallowed  by  triers  under 
the  direction  of  the  Judge. 

INLAND  REVENUE— INHABITED 
HOUSE  DUTY— LODGING  HOUSES. 

Mb.  SEALE-HATNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Why  lodging  houses  are 
charged  for  Inhabited  House  Duty  at 
the  rate  of  9i/.,  whilst  farm  houses, 
public  houses,  shops,  and  other  places 
of  business  are  only  charged  at  the  rate 
of  Qd, ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  any 
steps  to  remove  this  anomaly  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER(Mr.  Qoschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
exemptions  from  taxation  created  in- 
numerable anomalies,  and  led  up  to 
such  questions  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. There  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  vital 
distinction  between  places  of  business, 
properly  so-called,  and  lodging  houses, 
which  were  exclusively  used  as  dwel- 
lings, and  were  distinctly  "  inhabited 
houses."  He  was  afraid  mat  if  the  con- 
cession asked  for  were  given  it  would 
open  a  wide  door  to  evasion  of  the  duty, 
to  fraud,  and  to  a  still  further  weight  of 
taxation  which  it  was  already  veiy  diffi- 
cult to  collect  without  considerable  in- 
convenience. 

S  L 
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ARMV— ROYAL  BARRACKS,  DUBLIN, 
INSANITARY  CONDITION. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT  (Eo- 
ohester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  insanitary 
condition  of  the  Boyal  Barracks,  in 
Dublin,  which  has  occasioned  several 
instances  of  typhoid  fever  among  the 
troops  stationed  there,  chiefly  among 
the  officers — one  or  two  cases  being 
attended  with  fatal  results — any  steps 
are  being  taken,  or  will  be  taken,  to 
render  these  barracks  safe  to  inhabit  in 
the  future ;  and,  whether  the  troops  will 
be  moved  to  more  healthy  quarters  and 
the  barracks  condemned  ? 

Thb  SUEVEYOE  GENEEAL  of 
THB  OEDNANCE  (Mr.  Noethcotb) 
(Exeter)  (who  replied)  said:  All  pre- 
cautions which  can  be  taken  to  insure 
good  ventilation  and  drainage  in  the 
Eoyal  Barracks  in  Dublin  are  thoroughly 
attended  to,  and  money  is  provided  in 
next  year's  Estimates  for  this  purpose. 
It  cannot,  however,  be  denied  that  the 
barracks  are  too  crowded,  and  that  the 
site  is  disadvantageous  in  a  hygienic 
point  of  view.  Although  from  military 
reasons  it  is  improbable  that  the  site 
can  be  abandoned,  it  is  in  contemplation 
to  erect  barracks  in  a  more  healthy 
situation,  which  will  enable  the  number 
of  men  in  the  Eoyal  Barracks  to  be 
materially  reduced,  and  allow  of  the 
ventilation  being  improved  by  the  de- 
molition of  some  of  the  buildings  which 
now  crowd  the  area. 

CORNISH  AND  DEVON  MINES- 
INSANITARY  CONDITION. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
preparing  the  Mining  BUI  which  he  is 
about  to  introduce,  he  will  take  into 
especial  consideration  the  insanitary 
condition  of  the  mines  of  Cornwall  and 
Devon,  which,  according  to  Mr.  Freche- 
ville's  latest  Eeport,  causes  the  death 
rate  among  the  Cornish  miners  to  be 
more  than  double  that  of  the  miners  of 
the  coal-fields ;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  appointing 
one  assistant  Inspector  from  the  class 
of  the  working  miners  to  assist  Mr. 
FrecheviUe  in  his  increasingly  arduous 
duties  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)   (Birmingham,   E.):    I  do 


not  propose  in  the  Mines  Bill,  which  I 
am  about  to  introduce,  in  any  way  to 
alter  the  law  as  to  metalliferous  mines. 
I  am  aware  of  the  high  rate  of  mortality 
among  Cornish  miners,  due  chiefly  to 
difficulties  of  ventilation  arising  from 
the  irregular  and  tortuous  character  of 
the  workings,  and  to  the  unhealthy 
conditions  of  the  silicious  and  metallic 
strata,  which  would  not  be  removable 
by  an  increase  of  inspection.  I  have 
been  informed,  however,  on  high  autho- 
rity that  the  ventilation  of  these  mines 
is  improving,  and  that  steps  are  being 
taken  to  make  the  working  less  dan- 
gerous, so  that  I  hope  a  lesser  rate 
of  mortality  may  result. 

THE  JURY  SYSTEM  (IRELAND)  — 
MARKED  PANELS  —  THE  JURORS- 
ACTS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bosh- 
cUffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tiie 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fol- 
lowing incident  at  the  Connaught  Winter 
Assizes  held  at  Sligo,  as  reported  in 
Th0  Fresmati's  J<mrnaly  2 let  December, 
1886— 

'*  J.  Cochrane  Davys,  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and 
Peace,  was  then  swcnm,  and,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Leamy,  stated  that  he  was  appointed  to  the 
office  previous  to  the  Spring  Assizes  of  18S6. 
For  some  years  previous  he  had  been  Aasiatani 
Clerk  of  the  Crown. 

**Did  you  mark  the  panel  of  the  Spring 
Assizes,  1886  f— Yes. 

**  Did  you  send  that  marked  panel  to  the  sab- 
sheriff?— No. 

*•  Why  ? — Because  I  did  not  think  it  my  duty 

to  do  80. 

'*Have  you  read  the  Jurors*  Acta.  8ardv 
you,  a  solicitor,  must  have  read  theae  Acta  f  ~1 
declare  to  you  I  have  never  read  them  in  mr 
life.*' 

And,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  in- 
sure that  Crown  officials  in  Ireland 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  Acts 
of  Parliament  relating  to  their  duties  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hices-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
It  was  thought  right  to  refer  this  Ques- 
tion to  the  official  named  for  any  state- 
ment he  might  wish  to  offer  with  regard 
to  the  allegations  contained  in  it.  The 
Notice  has  been  only  one  day  on,  the 
Paper,  and  the  reply  has,  of  course,  not 
yet  been  received  from  Sligo. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS}— GREEK- 
WICH  PARK. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbuiy,  Hol- 
born)  (for  Mr.  Boobb,  Greenwich)  asked 
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the  First  Commissioiier  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther the  ReR^ulations  for  the  control  of 
Greenwich  Park  have  been  revised  ;  and, 
if  so,  what  alterations  have  been  made 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  residents  in 
the  neighbourhood  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plttnket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
Rules  for  Greenwich  Park  have  been 
altered  so  as  to  admit  carriages,  eques- 
trians, and  cjclists  to  tAvel  on  the  road 
between  St.  Mary's  Gate  and  Blackheath 
Ghette,  and  between  Blackheath  Giite  and 
the  Observatory.  These  Rules  will 
come  into  operation  by  the  end  of 
March. 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  In  what  way  the 
tithe  rent-charge  as  at  present  collected 
in  Ireland  is  appropriated;  and,  whe- 
ther he  would  consider  the  propriety  and 
expediency  of  its  being  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Poor  Rates  in  the  dif- 
ferent unions  in  which  it  is  collected  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  rSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  entire  income  of  the  Ohnrch  Estate, 
including  the  tithe  rent-charge,  is  appro- 
priated to  discharging  the  liabilities  and 
charges  on  the  estate,  and  could  not  be 
diverted  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the 
Poor  Rates  in  the  different  unions  in 
which  it  is  collected. 

ARMY— CASE  OP  PRIVATE  JAMES 

GILLEN. 

Mr.  peter  M'DONALD  (Sligo.  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  any  arrears  of  pay  are  due  to 
Private  James  Qillen  of  the  OthRegiment 
of  Foot,  invalided  from  China  for  im- 
paired sight;  and,  if  he  received  only 
£30  16«.  6d.  out  of  seven  years'  pay; 
and,  whether,  in  consequence  of  his  loss 
of  sight  while  in  the  Service,  he  is  en- 
titled to  a  pension  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mb. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  No  arrears  of  pay  are  due  to 
Private  Gillen.  The  last  payment  made 
to  him  was  one  of  £9.  Oillen  made  no 
application  whatever  for  a  pension  for 
seven  years. 

COLLECTORS  OF  INLAND  REVENUE 

(IRELAND). 

Mb.  peter  M'DONALD  (SKgo,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 


Trade,  Whether,  of  the  12  head  offices 
of  collectors  of  Inland  Revenue  in  Ire- 
land, three  collectorships  are  at  present 
vacant,  and  a  fourth  expected  to  be  soon 
abolished,  thereby  reducing  the  number 
of  Irish  collectors  to  eight ;  whether  the 
Chief  Inspector  has  reported  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  the  Sligo  office ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  entire  West  Coast  of 
Ireland,  from  Londonderry  to  Cork,  will 
have  ooly  one  collector,  and  thereby 
cause  very  great  inconvenience  to  the 
trading  population  of  the  ports  of  Sligo, 
Ballina,  Westport,  Kilrush,  and  Tralee ; 
whether  the  aggregate  amount  of  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Revenue  collected  at 
Sligo  is  considerably  greater  than  the 
amounts  collected  at  each  of  two  of  the 
eastern  ports  where  collectors  are  to  be 
retained;  and,  whether  the  Sligo  Har- 
bour Board  and  the  Corporation  have 
by  Resolution  and  Memorial  protested 
against  the  contemplated  abolition  of 
the  Sligo  office  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  Three  Inland  Revenue 
collections  are  vacant  in  Ireland.  Of 
these  Cork  is  one,  and  the  vacancy  there 
will  be  filled  up  in  the  ordinary  course. 
The  question  of  filling  up  Coleraine  and 
Sligo  is  under  consideration ;  but  no  de- 
cision has  been  come  to  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  in  the  matter. 
Should  the  abolition  of  Sligo  be  deter- 
mined on,  it  would  not  inconvenience 
Ballina,  Westport,  Kilrush,  and  Tralee, 
as,  besides  the  collector  at  Cork,  there 
will  still  be  a  collector  at  Oalway  and 
Limerick.  The  amount  of  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  collected  at  Sligo  in  the 
year  ending  March  31  last  was  about 
£120,000,  and  is  considerably  less  than 
the  amounts  collected  at  each  of  the  two 
eastern  ports  referred  to  where  collectors 
are  to  be  retained.  The  Memorial  of 
the  Corporation  of  Sligo  against  the 
abolition  of  the  Sligo  office  and  the 
copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  Harbour 
Board  were  received;  and  when  the 
proposal  for  the  abolition  of  Excise  col- 
lections is  submitted  to  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue,  the  Memorial  and 
Resolution  will  be  carefully  considered. 

THE   RIOTS   AT   BELFAST  —  BELFAST 
PiaVATE  ACT,  1866. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that,  while  in  other 
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parts  of  Ireland  compensation  can  be 
levied  off  the  ratepayers  in  the  case 
of  witnesses,  magistrates,  and  peace 
officers  killed  or  injured  on  account 
of  their  efforts  to  bring  disturbers  of 
the  peace  to  justice :  this  is  not  the  case 
in  the  Borough  of  Belfast,  owing 
to  an  omission  in  the  Belfast  Private 
Act  of  1865  (28  &  29  Viot.  c.  183),  trans- 
ferring the  jurisdiction  of  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  County  Antrim  to  the  Belfast 
Town  Ck)uccil;  whether,  owing  to  this 
defect  in  the  Law,  a  number  of  persons, 
including  Sab  -  Inspector  Stretch  and 
the  representatives  of  Head  Constable 
Oardiner,  have  been  deprived  of  com- 
pensation to  which  they  would  otherwise 
be  entitled ;  whether,  as  promised  last 
Session,  he  has  looked  into  the  matter 
with  a  view  to  having  the  law  amended; 
and,  whether  he  intends  to  propose  any 
legislation  on  the  subject? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holbces)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  considered  the  matter 
carefully  since  the  last  Session,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  law  is  unsatis- 
factory. The  Beport  of  the  Belfast 
Eiots  Commission  is  now  being  con- 
sidered by  myself  and  Colleagues  as  a 
whole,  and  this  matter  will  receive  care- 
ful consideration. 

Me.  sexton  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  state  how  soon 
the  Eeport  will  be  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  cannot  answer  that 
Question.  That  should  be  addressed  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING— REFUGE  AND 
LIFE  HARBOURS. 

Admibal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  in  view  of 
the  admitted  annual  loss  of  £1,500,000 
to  £2,000,000  of  property,  and  a  great 
number  of  lives  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects upon  the  coasts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  the  representations  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Treasury  upon 
the  subject,  be  will  make  some  provision 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  construction  of 
Befuge  and  Life  Harbours  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  GK)schen)  (St.  Oeoi^e's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  only  provision 
in  the  Estimates  about  to  be  laid  before 
the  House  for  the  construction  of  a  Har- 
bour of  Befuge  will  be  for  the  harbour 

Mr,  Sfxton 


at  Peterhead.  I  am  not  prepared  on 
such  short  notice,  my  attention  having 
only  just  been  called  to  the  subject,  to 
propose  a  further  Estimate,  or  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon  a  subject  in- 
volving so  vast  an  expenditure  of 
money. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK— LIMIT 
OF  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  now  to  raise  the 
limit  of  the  amount  which  may  be  de- 
posited in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
in  any  one  year  from  £30  to  £50,  and 
also  the  limit  of  the  total  sum  which  may 
stand  to  the  credit  of  an  individual  de- 
positor? 

The  POSTMASTEB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  If 
there  is  any  evidence  of  a  general  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  the  House  to  aid  in 
promoting  legislation  to  carry  out  the 
objects  which  the  hon.  Member  has  in 
view,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  that  purpose. 

ADMIRALTY— PENSIONS  1*0  WIDOWS 
OF  SEAMEN  AND  MARINES-UN- 
CLAIMED  PRIZE  MONET,  &c 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  steps  are  being  taken  to  obtain 
from  the  Treasury  the  proceeds  of  Naval 
mulcts,  fines,  unclaimed  prize  money, 
unclaimed  deceased  men's  estates,  and 
the  sale  of  stock,  in  order  that  this 
money,  properly  belonging  to  the  Royal 
Navy,  may  oe  appropriated  to  the  carry« 
ing  out  of  the  scheme  of  pensions  to 
widows  of  seamen  and  marines,  as  re- 
commended by  the  Committee  nnder  the 
presidency  of  H.R.H.  The  Duke  of 
Edinburgh? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Osorge 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Con- 
siderable financial  difficulties  have  been 
experienced  when  endeavouring  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh's  Committee,  and 
up  to  the  present  moment  no  satisfactory 
method  of  surmounting  the  difficulties 
has  been  arranged. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  SHAN  CHIEFS 

—CHINA. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  (Northan^ton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  ibr 
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India,  Whether,  12  moDths  ago,  the 
Viceroy  did  not,  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
bable action  of  China  upon  our  northern 
frontier  "in  Burmah,"  state  that  there 
would  be  no  attempt  to  bring  the  Shan 
Chiefs  **  under  direct  administrative  con- 
trol,'* and  that  it  was  **  of  great  import- 
ance to  secure  the  acquiescence  of 
China ; "  and,  whether  any,  and  what, 
steps  have  since  been  taken  to  secure 
such  aoquiescence  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECEETART  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
The  words  quoted  are  to  be  found  in 
the  Blue  Book.  A  Convention  was 
made  with  China  on  July  24,  1886, 
which  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

BURMAH  (UPPER) -THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mb.  BRADLAUan  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  a  proposal  for  a  three 
years'  leaseof  the  Ruby  Mines,  Burmah, 
with  details  of  the  proposal,  has  already 
been  oommanicated  to  Parliament ;  and, 
why  the  same  publicity  cannot  be  ac- 
corded to  the  other  proposals  as  to  the 
Buby  Mines  received  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jomk  Qorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Viceroy,  in  a  Minute  of  February 
17,  1886,  wmch  has  been  communicated 
to  Parliament,  appears  to  have  men- 
tioned, as  an  illustration  of  the  revenue 
resources  of  Burmah,  the  offer  made  by 
a  Calcutta  firm  to  lease  the  Ruby  Mines. 
This  offer  constituted  part  of  the  nego- 
tiations to  which  I  referred  some  days 
ago  as  having  taken  place  in  the  Spring 
of  last  year.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  for  the 
pubtio  interest  to  publish  the  details  of 
negotiations  which  are  not  yet  con- 
cluded. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  asked  whether 
the  negotiations  with  the  Calcutta  firm 
had  been  brought  to  a  conclusion  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  :  The  whole  of  the 
negotiations  in  connection  with  the  Ruby 
Mines  are  still  pending.  However  in- 
genious the  hon.  Member  may  be  in 
putting  Questions  of  this  kind  to  me,  I 
do  not  think  that  I  shall  be  able  to  an- 
swer any  of  them  until  the  negotiations 
are  concluded. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  tell  me  what 
distinguishes  communications  which  can 


be  properly  made  to  the  House  from 
those  which  cannot. 

[No  reply.] 

SALMON   FISHING    (SCOTLAND) - 
TWEED  FISHERIES  ACTS 

Mb.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  great  dissatisfactior. 
exists  among  all  classes  of  the  com- 
mimity  with  certain  provisions  of  the 
Tweed  Fisheries  Acts ;  and,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  a  measure  which  will  bring 
the  River  Tweed  under  a  General  Act 
for  Scotland,  and  thus  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  rid  of  the  provisions  in  the 
Acts  complained  of  ? 

The  secretary  foe  SCOTLAND 
fMr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  dissatisfaction 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  in  re- 
gard to  the  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts  has 
been  frequently  represented  to  my  Pre- 
decessors in  Office  and  to  myself,  and  is 
9t  present  under  my  consideration,  with 
a  view  to  rectifying  anomalies  which 
undoubtedly  exist.  I  have  been  engaged 
in  making  inquiries  to  which  I  am 
awaiting  reply.  There  are  considerable 
difficulties  to  contend  with  in  dealing 
with  the  matter ;  but  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  will  not  be  neg- 
lected. 

LIMITED    LIABILITIES   ACTS-REGIS- 
TRATION  OF  LIMITED  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  Memorial 
lately  presented  to  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury by  a  deputation  of  employers  of 
labour  and  working  men  delegates  from 
Lancashire,  and  to  the  Resolution  passed 
last  week  by  the  Associated  Chambers 
of  Commerce  in  favour  of  a  double 
registration  of  Limited  Companies,  and 
of  not  allowing  them  to  commence  busi- 
ness till  a  considerable  percentage  of 
their  capital  has  been  paid  up,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  undertake  to 
legislate  this  Session  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Limited  Liability  Acts  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hekry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  are  considering  the 
important  subject  referred  to  in  the 
Question  with  a  view  to  legislation ;  but 
I  am  not  in  a  position  at  present  to  hold 
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sible,  the  cases  in  which  the  Goyem- 
ment  right  should  be  asserted ;  and  they 
are  at  present  in  communication  with 
their  Legal  Advisers  on  the  subject.  I 
shall  be  happy  to  lay  this  Memorandumi 
in  due  time,  upon  the  Table. 

CELEBRATION  OP  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
—CLERKS  AND  OTHER  EMPLOYES 
IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Sib  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  connection  with  the  Jubilee, 
Her  Majesty's  QoTernment  will  g^ant 
additional  holidays  to  the  clerks  and 
other  employis  in  the  CiTil  Service  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  can 
hold  out  no  prospect  of  the  leave  sug- 
gested being  granted.  My  hon.  Friend 
will  see  that  in  order  to  give  it  we 
should  have  to  impose  extra  work  upon 
those  to  whom  the  leave  could  not  be 
given. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— INTERNA- 
TIONAL CONFERENCE  ON  THE 
SUGAR    BOUNTIES. 

OoLONEL  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  vast  importance  to 
this  Country  and  thl9  Colonies  of  the 
question  of  bounties  upon  sugar,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  seriously 
consider  the  desirability  of  approaching 
the  (Governments  of  the  Foreign  Coun- 
tries affected,  by  meaos  of  representa- 
tives from  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
Board  of  Trade,  as  was  done  in  the  case 
of  the  Fisheries  Convention,  and  in  other 
similar  instances? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  A  Uues- 
tion  on  this  subject  was  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  on 
the  15th  instant,  when  it  was  stated 
that  the  Government  had  approached 
certain  Qovernments  on  the  question, 
some  of  whom  had  replied  not  unfavour- 
ably on  the  subject.  The  proceedings 
have  not  arrived  at  a  stage  at  which 
Papers  could  be  produced;  but  when 
they  have  they  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS— THE 
BISHOP  STORTFORD  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  information  has  reached  the 
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Government  with  respect  to  serious  de* 
falcations  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Bishop  Stortford  Trustee  Savings 
Bank;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  take  action  to  protect,  as  far  aa 
possible,  the  poor  people  whose  hard 
earning  are  thus  jeopardized  by  the  dis- 
honesty of  a  public  official  ? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  has 
been  notified  to  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners by  the  trustees  and  managers 
of  the  Bishop  Stortford  Savings  Bank 
that  an  examination  of  the  books  of 
that  Institution  discloses  a  deficiency  of 
£8,25(X.  The  Secretary  admits  his  de- 
falcations to  that  amount,  and  has  been 
arrested  with  a  view  to  his  prosecution. 
It  would  appear,  from  a  statement  made 
to  the  National  Debt  Office,  that  the 
trustees  and  managers  have  neglected, 
in  their  administration  of  the  bank,  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Savings  Banks  Act.  If.  on  investigation, 
such  should  prove  to  be  the  case,  they 
will  have  forfeited  the  exemption  from 
liability  afforded  by  the  Statute,  and 
will  have  to  make  *^good  the  deficiency. 
The  Secretary  of  the  bank  is  in  no  sense 
a  **  public  official."  He  is  a  servant  of 
the  trustees,  who,  and  not  the  Govern- 
ment, are  responsible  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  performs  his  duty. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALKS)— 
PADDINGTON  WORKHOUSE— INC AR- 
CERATION  OF  A  FEMALE  NOT  A 
LUNATIC. 

Mr.  W.  COEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  resolution  of 
the  Paddington  Board  of  Guardians  to 
the  effect  that  an  inmate  of  the  work* 
house  has  been  incarcerated  for  seven 
years  in  a  lunatic  asylum  though  she  is 
not  only  quite  sane,  but  a  woman  of 
more  than  ordinary  intellect,  and  that 
there  are  many  other  similar  cases ;  and, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  direct  an  inquiiy  into 
those  cases  ? 

The  SEOBETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  K) :  I  can 
only  say  that  I  have  not  seen  or  heard 
of  the  resolution  to  which  the  hon.  Qeo* 
tleman  refers.  If  I  find  that  a  woman 
perfectly  sane,  and  of  more  than  ordi* 
nary  intellect,  has  been  incareerated 
for  seven  years  in  a  lunatic  aityliMD, 
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I  shall  certaiDlj  order  a  very  atrlDgent 
inquiry. 

PARUAMENT  —  THE  NEW  RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE  (1882)— RULE  2.  —  AD- 
JOURNMENT OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea) :  I  beg 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
in  order  to  call  attention  to  a  definite 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance— 
namely,  the  irregularities  that  have 
taken  place  in  a  trial  at  law,  whereby 
certain  Members  of  this  House  are  pre- 
judiced. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (lir.  Dillwyn)  proposes  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  Mouse,  in 
order  that  he  may  ''call  attention  to  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  impor- 
tance—namely, the  irregularities  that 
have  taken  place  in  a  trial  at  law 
whereby  certain  Members  of  this  House 
are  prejudiced."  The  hon.  Member 
showed  me  a  Notice  a  few  minutes  ago 
which  was  substantially  the  same  as  this, 
and  which  I  informed  him  I  could  not 
put  to  the  House.  Nor  shall  I  put  this 
Notice  to  the  House.  My  Predecessor  in 
the  chair  was  asked  a  question  in  1882, 
shortlv  after  the  new  Bule  had  been 
passea  respecting  the  making  of  Motions 
for  Adjournment,  previous  to  Public 
Business  being  entered  upon.  He  was 
asked  whether  a  Member  proposing  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  would  be 
debarred  from  doing  so  by  the  fact  of  a 
Motion  standing  on  the  Notice  Paper 
which  dealt  with  the  same  subject,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  practice  that  no  Motion  can 
be  submitted  to  the  House  upon  a  ques- 
tion on  which  there  is  a  Motion  already 
standing  on  the  Order  Book.  My  Pre- 
decessor, acting  on  the  practice  of  the 
House,  said  that  a  Member  would  be 
debarred  by  the  established  and  funda- 
mental Kules  of  Debate.  Now,  there  is 
already  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  for  Tuesday, 
the  1st  of  March,  in  these  terms— 

**  Mr.  Sexton —  Jury-packing  :  To  call  at- 
tention to  the  purpose,  method  and  effects  of 
the  system  of  jory-packing  pursued  by  agents 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  in  Ireland ;  and 
to  move  a  Resolution.*' 

That  is  a  Motion  which  is  down  for  a  par- 
ticular day,  and  the  Motion  which  the 


hon.  Gentleman  has  just  proposed  to 
move  is  a  distinct  anticipation  of  that 
Motion.  Therefore,  I  cannot  put  it  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (West  Belfast) :  Upon 
your  ruling,  Sir,  I  would  respectfully 
submit  to  you,  firstly,  that  the  terms  of 
my  Resolution  are  not  on  the  Paper ;  and 
secondly,  that  my  Eesolution  does  not 
bear,  nor  is  it  intended  to  bear,  on  any 
proceedings  by  which  any  Member  of 
this  House  is  prejudiced. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Resolution 
which  is  down  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday, 
the  1st  of  March,  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member,  specifically  mentions  the 
question  of  jury-packing.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  some  time 
Ago,  gave  me  a  Notice  of  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  in  a  slightly 
altered  form  to  that  which  he  has  now 
made,  the  question  of  jury-packing  was 
specially  referred  to  in  it. 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  the 
Votes  : — 

Adjournment  of  the  House.— Mr.  Dillwyn, 
Member  for  Swansea,  asked  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  publio 
importance,  viz.,  *'  to  call  attention  to  irregu* 
lariUes  which  have  taken  place  in  a  trial  at 
law,  whereby  certain  Members  of  this  House  are 
prejudiced:*' — 

But  it  appearing  to  Mr.  Speaker  that  the 
subject  which  the  honourable  Member  asked 
leave  to  discuss  was  included  in  the  Notice  of 
Motion  which  stood  upon  the  Notice  Paper  for 
Tuesday,  the  Ist  of  March,  in  the  name  of  the 
honourablo  Member  for  West  Belfast,  Mr. 
Speaker  declined  to  submit  that  Motion  to  the 
pleasure  of  the  House. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE— RULES     OF     PROCEDURE- 
RESOLUTION. 
The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 

8URY  (Mr.   W.   H.   Smith)   (Strand, 

Westminster),  in  rising  to  move  the  foU 

lowing  Resolution — 

"That  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on 
every  day  on  which  tho  consideration  of  those 
Rules  may  be  set  down  by  tho  Government/' 

said :  It  is  not  my  intention  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Houce  at  any  great 
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length  in  order  to  persuade  the  House 
of  the  necessity  for  the  Order  which  I 
desire  the  House  to  make  this  evening. 
The  House  is  very  well  aware  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  has  be- 
come necessary  for  the  Government  to 
propose  new  Kules  of  Procedure  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House.  The  grounds 
upon  which  I  propose  to  urge  the  neces- 
sity of  these  Bules,  and  the  necessity  of 
proceeding  expeditiously  with  them,  are 
not  grounds  which  have  regard  to  the 
advantage  of  this  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment. '  But  the  grounds  upon  which  I 
recommend  them  is  that  these  Kules  are 
designed  to  secure  the  dignity,  honour, 
and  capacity  of  the  House  to  discharge 
the  duties  it  has  undertaken  in  coming 
here.  I,  Sir,  have  some  sense  of  pain 
and  humiliation  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  in  finding  that  it  is  necessary  to 
ask  the  House  to  place  restrictions  upon 
its  own  liberty  of  speech ;  but  the  occa- 
sion is  one  which,  I  think,  it  will  be  ac- 
knowledged by  the  House  as  well  as  by 
the  country,  demands  the  Order  which  I 
desire  to  move,  and  requires  such  a  self- 
restraint  as  will  enable  the  House,  as  I 
believe,  to  discharge  its  duties  of  legis- 
lation, and  maintain  that  decorum  wmch 
should  mark  the  proceedings  of  the  Par- 
liament of  this  great  country.  Sir,  I 
have  only  to  point  out  to  the  House  the 
number  of  days  that  the  discussion  upon 
the  Address  has  this  Session  already 
occupied,  to  bring  home  to  every  hon. 
Member  a  sense  of  the  necessity  for  the 
imposition  of  some  restraints  upon  the 
prolongation  of  debate.  We  are  now, 
bir,  on  the  first  day  of  the  fourth  week 
of  the  present  Session ;  and  we  have 
now  arrived  at  the  16th  day  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address  in  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament.  I  will  state  to  the  House 
the  number  of  days  occupied  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Address  in  past  years.  In 
the  first  Session  of  1880  four  sitting 
days  were  occupied  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Address,  and  in  the  second  Session 
one  day ;  in  the  Session  of  1881, 11  days; 
and  of  1882,  six  days;  the  Session  of 
1883-84,  10  days;  and  of  1884,  eight 
days;  1884-85,  nine  days;  in  the  first 
Session  of  1886,  five  days ;  and  in  the 
second  Session,  10  days  were  occupied  in 
the  debate  upon  the  Address.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  think  the  House 
will  admit  that  it  is  necessary  it  should 
impose  some  restraint  upon  itself  in  the 
conduct  of  debate,  and  in  the  transaction 
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of  the  Business  necessary  for  the  great 
interests  of  the  country  which  are  en- 
trusted to  it  for  protection  and  advance- 
ment. I  may,  no  doubt,  be  told  that  I 
have  individually  opposed  the  restric- 
tions which  are  now  sought  to  be  im- 
posed. That,  as  it  appears  to  me,  does 
not  enter  into  the  consideration  of  this 
question  at  all.  I  say  I  make  this  propo- 
sition to  the  House  with  a  sense  of 
humiliation,  but  I  admit  its  absolute 
necessity.  I  think  nothing  short  of  the 
course  it  is  now  proposed  to  the  House 
to  take  will  save  the  House  and  Parlia* 
ment  from  that  which  will  virtuallj 
amount  to  self-destruction — the  abnepi- 
tion  of  the  duties  which  belong  to  the 
Parliament  of  au  enlightened  country. 
I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  be  appealed  to 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  to  make  exceptiotts 
in  regard  to  this  proposal  in  favour  of  a 
particular  Motion  or  a  particular  Order 
which  may  stand  on  the  Order  Book.  I 
say,  in  advance,  that  I  cannot  promiae  to 
the  House  to  make  any  exception  what- 
ever. The  necessity  for  the  course  whidi 
I  ask  the  House  to  take  is  so  extreme— 
the  necessity  is  so  obvious — that  the  only 
course  we  can  now  pursue  is  to  consider 
these  Hules  with  as  much  deliberation 
as  may  be  necessary,  but  not  more  tlian 
is  necessary,  for  a  proper  decision  to 
be  arrived  at;  and  then  when  those 
Bules,  which  are  absolutely  essential, 
are  adopted  by  the  House,  I  hope  we 
may  be  able  to  proceed  to  Business  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible,  with  as  much 
deliberation  and  as  much  discussion,  bat 
not  more  than  is  necessary  for  the  proper 
solution  of  the  questions  which  we  have 
to  decide.  I  beg  to  move  the  Kesolution 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
ftulea  of  Procedure  hare  precedence  of  &U 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Kotices  of  Motions  oo 
every  day  on  whidi  the  condderation  of  thost 
Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Qovemment.** — 
{3Cr.  WUlittm  Henry  S»^ith,) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town 
said,  he  must  appeal  to  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  not  to  begin  the 
consideration  of  the  proposed  Kules 
until  after  Tuesday  next  His  reason 
was  that — on  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion— he  had  secured — in  the  ballot — 
for  Tuesday,  the  first  place  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  of  the  '*  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Wales.** 
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^ZaugAter.']  Hon.  Qeotlemen  lauehed. 
He  (lir.  Dillwjn)  knew  they  had  got 
the  upper  hand  in  Wales,  and  they 
wished  to  keep  it.  The  question  was 
one  which  excited  the  keenest  interest 
in  Wales,  and,  as  it  had  been  brought 
before  the  last  Parliament,  he  thought 
his  request  was  not  unreasonable.' 

Mr.  08B0ENE  MOEGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  said,  he,  was  as  anxious 
as  anyone  to  get  to  the  Procedure 
Bules,  but  he  trusted  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasuiy  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (whose 
courtesy  they  all  acknowledged)  would 
accept  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn). 
His  position  was  a  peculiar  one,  for  he 
had  been  fortunate  enough  to  secure 
the  first  place  out  of  1 80  Members  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  and,  if  he 
was  now  displaced,  the  chances  against 
him  of  Retting  another  night  would 
be  something  like  20  to  1.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  not  attempted,  as  he  might 
have  done,  to  bring  his  Motion  on  by 
way  of  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
and,  unlike  other  Members  in  similar 
positions,  had  a  nation  behind  him ; 
for  no  one  who  did  not  know  Wales 
oould  conceive  how  intense  was  the  inte- 
rest taken  by  its  1,500,000  inhabitants 
in  the  subject.  Looking  to  the  disap- 
pointment which  would  otherwise  be 
caused  amone  so  large  a  proportion  of 
Her  Majesty^s  most  loyal  and  law- 
abiding  subjects,  he  urged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  way  and  accede 
to  his  hon.  Friend's  appeal. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET 
(Derby) :  I  hope  the  Government  may 
see  their  way  to  grant  some  concession 
to  the  request  which  has  been  made  by 
my  two  hon.  Friends.  I  only  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  saying  that  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  and,  I  believe,  my  hon. 
Friends  around  me,  there  is  no  desire  to 
interpose  any  obstacle  whatever  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  amendment 
of  the  Eules  of  Procedure  in  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  said  that  the 
delay  of  Public  Business  in  late  years 
has  been  very  remarkable.  That  is 
quite  true.  His  enumeration  began  at 
1880,  and  ended  at  1886;  and  the 
figures  he  gave  were  very  instructive, 
and  I  think  experience  has  shown  how 
a  bad  example  grows.  I  have  been 
told — I  have  not  checked  the  figures 


myseK— that  from  1874  to  1880  the  de- 
bates on  the  Address  during  the  whole 
of  that  Parliament  did  not  take  up  11 
days.  Therefore,  we  see  how  this  thing 
has  arisen.  How  did  it  arise  ?  It  arose 
upon  a  system  much  criticized  and  much 
condemned  in  the  present  debate— that 
is  to  say,  on  Amendments  on  the  Ad- 
dress. But  from  what  quarter  and  in 
what  manner  did  these  Amendments 
proceed  ?  Why,  I  remember  one  occa- 
sion that  after  four  or  five  days'  debate 
on  the  Address,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  moved  an  Amendment  on 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  merely  in  order 
to  demand  that  the  Motion  should  take 
precedence  of  all  other  Motions ;  admit- 
ting that  the  Government  had  under- 
taken to  legislate  as  he  wished  on  the 
matter.  I  offer  that  as  an  illustration 
of  the  manner  in  which  these  delays  on 
the  Address  have  arisen.  I  agree  with 
all  that  has  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  subject.  I  think  it 
is  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  so  much 
time  is  expended  in  these  debates.  We, 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  have  shown 
every  desire  to  forward  an  Amendment 
of  the  Eules  of  the  House,  in  order  to 
enable  it  better  to  transact  the  business 
of  the  country.  In  1882  we  proposed  a 
number  of  new  Eules  to  the  House.  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  that  I  am  not  going  to  offer 
any  recriminations,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  remind  him  of  his  opinions  at  that 
time;  but,  unfortunately,  the  question 
of  Procedure  was  then  made  a  strictly 
Party  question.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
made  a  Party  question  now.  When  the 
penultimate  Government  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury came  into  office,  the  thdn  Leader 
of  the  House  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
laid  upon  the  Table  a  plan  for  amend- 
ing the  Procedure  of  the  House.  The 
Government  was  displaced  soon  after 
the  plan  was  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  so 
far  were  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
from  opposing  the  Amendment  of  Pro- 
cedure, that  we  immediately  took  up 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  endeavoured,  with  certcdn  amend- 
ments, to  base  a  plan  of  our  own  upon 
it.  Now,  I  have  the  permission  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Eos- 
sendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
to  say  thai  that  plan,  which  it  was  my 
business  to  lay  before  the  Committee  of 
last  year,  was  not  a  plan   only  of  the 
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late  Goyemment,  and  still  less  of  my 
own ;  it  was  a  plan  drawn  up  by  a  pri- 
vate Committee  wbicli  sat  under  the 
auspices  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hoesendale,  and  of  which  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
present  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
borough  of  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
and  the  present  Lord  Herschell  were 
Members.  That  was  the  authority  under 
which  the  plan  was  drawn  up,  and  it 
was  based  upon  the  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemaii  opposite  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach).  I  do  not  know  how  far 
I  sbould  be  in  Order — perhaps,  not  at 
all — in  referring  to  the  particulars  of 
these  Eules.  I  only  want  to  sbow  that 
we  were  desirous  not  to  treat  this  as  a 
Party  question.  We  referred  the  plan 
to  a  very  strong  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Eossendale, 
and  it  was  as  strong  a  Committee  as 
oou)4  have  been  got  in  this  House.  All 
I  can  say  is  that,  with  every  desire  to 
forward  any  proposal  for  facilitating  the 
Business  of  this  House,  I  cannot  but 
very  deeply  regret  that  the  plan  the  Go- 
vernment have  laid  upon  tbe  Table  is  a 
plan  that  widely  differs  from,  and  wholly 
overthrows,  first  of  all,  their  own  plan 
of  1886;  and  then,  in  its  most  funda- 
mental principles,  the  plan  approved  by 
that  strong  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  presided  over  by  tbe  noble 
Marquess.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  generally, 
that  I  consider  the  plan  that  the  Govern* 
ment  have  laid  on  the  Table  is  very  ineffi- 
cient. I  do  not  object  to  it  because  it  is 
too  strong ;  I  object  to  it  because  it  is 
not  half  strong  enough.  My  belief  is 
that  they  have  thrown  overboard  alto- 
gether what  was  really  the  main  part  of 
the  plan  of  the  Committee  presided  over 
by  my  noble  Friend — namely,  the  re- 
ferring of  all  the  Committee  stages  of 
the  Bills  to  Standing  Committees  of  the 
House,  and  thereby  relieving  the  House. 
^ICrtes  of  **  Order !  "]  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  anything  to  arouse  opposition  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  I 
am  only  saying  I  wish  that  the  plan  had 
been  a  plan  corresponding  to  that  re- 
commended by  the  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  was  one  likely  to 
prove  more  efficient ;  but  so  far  as  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
proceed  with  the  discussion  of  the  plan 
is  concerned,   I  havo  no  word  to  say 
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against  it.  The  responsibility,  after  aS, 
rests  with  the  Government.  Bat  there 
is  one  question  upon  which  I  sboiild 
like  to  have  an  answer  from  the  ri|^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  It  was,  I  think,  in  I8B2  th^c 
was  some  opportunity  given  of  discofls- 
ing  the  plan  as  a  whole.  It  is  obvioiu 
that  many  particular  parts  of  it  depend 
one  upon  another,  and  you  cantiot  dis- 
cuss one  without  referring  to  the  odur. 
What  I  should  like  to  know  is,  on  what 
stage  it  will  be  possible  to  disease  these 
Resolutions  as  a  whole,  as  upon  a  secoad 
reading,  so  as  to  be  able  to  discuss  ths 
bearings  of  one  Resolution  upon  aa- 
other?  I  venture  to  hope  that  some 
such  opportunity  will  be  given. 

SiB  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  (Swansea. 
District),  in  rising  to  support  the  appesl 
to  the  Government  on  behalf  of  tiie 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea, said,  he  wished  to  do  so  in  tbe 
strongest  possible  manner.  The  qnesdss 
which  it  brought  up  was  really  a  na- 
tional one,  besides  being  of  the  last  ion 
portance  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  whok 
Principality.  It  was  no  obstmctiTe  Mo- 
tion. Indeed  he  would  remind  the  Go- 
vernment that  Welsh  Members  bad 
never  in  any  way  interfered  with  ths 
progress  of  Business.  He  acknowledged 
tbe  importance  of  taking  the  earlisst 
possible  day  for  the  Beeolutions  on  Pro- 
cedure, and  he  himself  would  do  his  best 
to  support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite ;  but  he  ventured  to  suggest  that 
it  would  be  most  cruel  to  take  away  ths 
only  opportunity  of  discussing  in  ths 
House  of  Commons  the  question  brong^ 
forward  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea (Mr.  Dillwyn).  He  could  assus 
the  Government  that  any  such  attempt 
would  be  most  bitterly  resented  is 
Wales. 

MB.BICHAED:  I  mustveryeamesdy 
support  the  respectful  appeal  made  t» 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Tmfi 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  by  my  has. 
Colleagues  from  the  Principalis.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  very  well 
how  difficult  it  is  amid  the  hot  competi- 
tion which  now  prevails  in  this  Hoaw 
for  a  private  Member  to  secure  a  plscs 
for  bringing  forward  any  Motion  or  BiH 
And  when  a  Member  has  been  fortunsit 
at  the  ballot,  it  is  very  hard  thatthi 
advantage  he  has  gained  shonld  bs 
wrested  from  his  hands  by  the  Ooveca- 
ment.     Indeed,  one  of  the  cvyiag 
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of  recent  prooeedioge  in  tlua  House  is 
the  tendency  shown  by  Qt>verDments — 
by  all  Qt)yernments — to  encroach  on  the 
right  of  private  Members.  All  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  history  of  progress 
in  this  country  are  aware  that  almost 
every  step  that  has  been  taken  in  ad- 
vance, in  the  reform  of  every  kind,  of 
our  institutions  has  begun  by  Besolu- 
tions,  generally  what  are  called  abstract 
Besolutions,  moved  by  private  Mem- 
bers, and  usually  in  the  Orst  instance, 
and  sometimes  for  a  long  time,  opposed 
and  defeated  by  a  combination  amoog 
the  Leaders  of  both  Parties.  But  we 
also  know  that  the  seed  thus  sown  in 
adverse  circumstances  has  afterwards 
borne  amfle  and  valuable  fruit,  when 
the  so-called  *  men  of  light  and  lead- 
ing,' have  slowly  admitted  the  light  into 
their  minds,  and  followed  the  lead  of 
more  courageous  and  enterprising  spirits 
than  themselves.  I  think  the  time  must 
come  when  private  Members  on  both 
sides  must  confederate  to  protect  them- 
selves against  this  kind  of  official  con- 
spiracy to  rob  them  of  their  rights.  I 
hold  that  the  Members  for  Wales  have 
a  special  right  to  complain  of  the  hard- 
ship inflicted  upon  them  by  depriving 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
Mr.  Dillwyn),  of  the  opportunity  he  had 
gained,  to  bring  before  the  House  a  sub- 
ject in  which  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  Welsh  people  are  intensely  inte- 
rested. No  one  can  charge  Wales  with 
having  been  too  importunate  in  its  de- 
mands on  the  attention  of  this  House. 
It  is  a  question  whether  it  would  not 
have  been  better  for  Wales  to  have  been 
more  importunate.  My  countrymen,  as 
everyboay  knows,  are  a  singularly 
patient,  loyal,  and  law-abiding  people, 
but  their  patience  has  limits,  and  there 
are  ominous  indications,  that  if  its 
claims  are  habitually  postponed  and 
neglected,  that  patience  will  come  to  an 
end.  You  should  take  warning  by  your 
experience  of  Ireland.  The  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Irish  people  in  this  House 
have  from  time  to  time,  ever  since  the 
Union,  until  a  few  years  ago,  done  all 
they  could  by  what  are  called  legitimate 
and  constitutional  means  to  interest  this 
House  in  the  condition  of  their  country ; 
and  to  induce  it  to  do  somethiug  to  re- 
dress the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  their 
countrymen.  But  they  were  persistently 
pooh-poohed,  their  Motions  were  re- 
jected, their  BiUs  were  outvoted,  and  all 


their  suggestions  and  endeavours  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  people  were  set  at 
naught.  At  last  the  Irish  Members 
were  driven  to  take  other  means  to  force 
Irish  questions  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
my  countrymen  driven  by  similar  ne- 
glect to  the  use  of  similar  means.  I  beg 
to  propose  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
insertion  of  the  following  words : — 

'*Tbat  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion  on  everj 
day  except  Tuesday,  the  22nd  instant.** 

Mb.  speaker  :  Would  it  not  be 
more  convenient  if  the  hon.  Member 
simply  added,  after  the  word  '*Day,'* 
*'  except  Tuesday,  the  22nd  instant." 

Mr.  EIOHAHD  assented  to  the  sug- 
gestion. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford), 
who  seconded  the  Amendment,  said,  he 
was  disposed  to  think  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  object  the  Government  had 
in  view,  it  would  be  the  wiser  course  to 
hold  a  short  special  Session  at  the  end 
of  the  present  one  to  discuss  the  New 
Rules  than  the  one  now  taken  by  the 
Government.  At  any  rate,  as  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  make  much  progress 
with  their  Rules  of  Procedure  by  acting 
severely  on  this  occasion,  he  thought 
they  might  make  a  compromise  by  yield- 
ing to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  especially 
as  the  subject  referred  to  was  a  aemand 
made  by  almost  the  entire  Principality. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  se- 
cond word  "day,"  in  line  3,  to  insert 
the  words  '*  except  on  Tuesday,  the  22nd 
instant."— (ITr.  Richard.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LABODCHERE  (Northampton) 
said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  had  stated  some  time  ago 
that  he  objected  to  give  a  blank  cheque 
to  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  too  entirely  objected  to 
give  a  blank  cheque  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  and  his  Colleagues  simply  be- 
cause one  of  the  latter  happened  to  be 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  said  when 
he  maae  his  proposal  that  it  was  a 
humiliation  to  the   House.     Most  un- 
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questionably  it  was  a  humiliation,  be- 
cause it  was  a  penal  proposal.     Thej 
were  called  upon  in   the  midst  of  the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  to  suspend   all  action  on  the 
Address  and  to  put  it  aside  in  order  to 
pass  a  Besolution  with  regard  to  Proce- 
dure, which  no  doubt  was  deliberately 
to  be  used  to  put  an  end  to  all  debate 
on  the  Address.     He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
did  not  deny  that  the  debate  had  gone 
on  a  considerable  time.    As  he  pointed 
out  the  day  before,  he  had  heard  with 
great  interest  some  of  the  65  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen   opposite    in   their    anxiety    to 
shorten  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 
Moreover,  there  was  a  sort  of  bargain 
entered  into  with  an  hon.   Gentleman 
opposite,  to  the  effect  that  if  he  and  his 
agricultural  friends  did  not  discuss  the 
ag^cultural  question  upon  the  Address 
they  should  be  allowed  to  do  so  upon  the 
Eeport.    Well,  but  if  the  Address  was 
to  be  put  aside,  how  was  that  bargain  to 
be  carried  out?      There  was  also  an 
Amendment  of  which  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)   had  ventured    to    give    Notice 
that   evening  in   regard   to   Bulgaria. 
He     was    not    now    going    into    the 
question;    but    he    might    point    out 
that   most  important  action  had  been 
taken    by  Her  Majesty's   Government 
during  the  Hecess  —  action  which  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  have  an 
opportimity  of  considering ;  and  it  cer- 
tainly seemed  to  him  that  if  they  were 
to  put  off  the  Address  until  the  Kules  of 
Procedure  were  passed,  it  was  exceed- 
ingly improbable  that  they  would  have 
any  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Bul- 
garian Question.     [An  hon.  Mbmbbb  : 
Or  anything  else.]    When  it  was  stated 
that  16  days  had  been  taken  up  in  de- 
bating the  Address — a  thing  unknown 
in  times  past — it  should  be  remembered 
that  in  times  past  Ministers  were  not  so 
eager  to  take  for  themselves  the  time  of 
the  House  and  of   Private  Members. 
When  they  asked  for  a  day  for   the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  that  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  asking  for  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  for  a  matter  which 
would  probably  take  up  several  weeks. 
He  would  ask  whether  it  was  reasonable 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
stop  the  debate  on  the  Address  in  order 
to  bring  in  the  Bules  of  Procedure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  frequently 
told  them  that  they  ought  to  devote 
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themselves  to  the  Business  of  the  cobs- 
try.  Well,  what  he  (Mr.  Labouchere^ 
and  his  Friends  considered  the  Business 
of  the  Country  was  the  Diseetablishmrai 
of  the  Church  in  Wales.  The  qaeatioe 
of  Disestablishment  in  Wales  waa  a  sab- 
ject  of  paramount  importance,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  understand  what  waa 
the  Business  with  superior  daims  whiek 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to.  It 
was  absolutely  impossible  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  could  bring  in  any 
sound  legislation,  and  the  reason  was 
because  they  were  Conservatives  who 
had  not  got  a  Conservative  majority,  but 
were  supported  by  hon.  G^entlemen  who 
were  kind  enough  to  perch  themselves 
on  the  front  Opposition  Bench ;  and  one 
of  the  most  important  of  whom  stated 
the  other  day  that  he  agreed  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  one  qnes- 
tion  and  disagreed  with  them  npon  99. 
It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that 
this  ought  to  be  made  an  educationil 
Session,  and  that  the  very  best  use  tbej 
could  turn  it  to  was  to  occupy  the  time 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  long  as 
possible  by  making  speeches;  becaase 
the  Government,  if  left  to  their  ova 
devices,  would  only  produce  what  the 
majority  of  the  House  would  connder 
bad  legislation,  and  so  every  momeot 
that  hon.  Members  did  not  occnpv  vftk 
their  speeches  would  be  devoted  to  a 
bad  use.  Therefore  they  ought  seriomJj 
to  consider  the  matter  in  view  of  tlie 
fact  that  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland  wat 
to  be  brought  in;  and,  that  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury — that  great  pertur- 
bator  of  the  peace  of  Europe — waa  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  they  sbonU 
voluntarily  agree  to  g^ve  up  every  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  into  consideration  the 
action  of  the  Gk)vemment.  If  the  Go- 
vernment took  every  day,  hon.  Memben. 
in  all  probability,  would  not  be  able  tc 
raise  questions  of  importance,  even  hj 
way  of  Motions  for  Adjournment;  for 
the  result  of  the  Buling  which  had  been 
lately  given — a  Buling  no  doubt  po^ 
f  ectly  correct — was  that  it  would  be  opes, 
to  any  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  ad* 
of  the  House  to  put  down  any  eeneral 
Amendment  with  regard  to  foreifa 
affairs — or  Ireland  for  example — and  •• 
prevent  an  hon.  Member  on  that  (tht 
Opposition)  side  from  bringing  forwari 
an  urgent  question  which  he  might  wjA 
to  raise.  He  should  therefore  vote  lor 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Biohard),  though 
he  should  like  to  go  a  good  deal  further. 
He  should  like  to  make  it  Tuesdays  in- 
stead of  Tuesday.  He  should  also  prefer 
that  the  Qovernment  should  take  into 
their  consideration  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  lUingworth).  Anxious  as  he 
was  that  their  Rules  of  Procedure  should 
be  strengthened,  he  was  not  prepared  to 

S'lvetbat  blank  cheque  to  Her  Majesty's 
ovemment  for  an  indefinite  time.  Let 
the  Goyemment,  when  they  wanted  a 
day,  come  to  the  House  and  ask  for  it — 
perhaps  they  would  get  it ;  perhaps  they 
would  not — but  at  any  rate  the  House 
would  be  in  a  position  to  consider  the 
matter. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
8URT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Strand, 
Westminster)  said:  I  think  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  is  probably 
the  best  argument  that  could  possibly 
be  used  in  favour  of  the  Motion  that  I 
bad  the  honour  to  propose  to  the  House. 
He  stated  plainly  what  line  he  con- 
sidered it  his  duty  to  pursue  for  the  rest 
of  the  Session,  and  that  was  to  occupy 
the  House  in  discussion,  and  to  talce 
care  that  no  Business  was  done — not  to 
allow  the  House  to  do  any  of  the  Busi- 
ness which  jt  ought  to  do,  and  which 
Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment  are  prepared 
to  lay  before  it.  That  may  be  the  view 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  takes  of  his 
duty ;  but  I  confess  I  do  not  share  it, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  the  view 
that  other  hon.  Gentlemen  will  take  of 
their  duty  as  Members  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  has  made  a  remark 
that,  as  the  Address  is  not  to  be  dis- 
posed of  for  some  weeks — and  no  doubt, 
if  the  House  follows  the  line  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  that  will  be  so — 
we  might  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dill- 
wyn). 

Mr.  labouchere  (Northampton) : 
I  said  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  and  not 
the  A-ddresfi 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  certainly  under- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  the 
Address.  With  regard  to  tbe  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea, 
I  may  say  that  a  more  honoured  and 
respected  Lfember  of  this  House  does 
not  exist ;  and,  if  it  had  been  possible, 
we  should  have  been  most  glad  to  have 


made  an  exception  in  his  favour.  I  think 
he  is  entitled  to  the  consideration  of  this 
House,  and  I  had  hoped  that  it  might 
have  been  possible  to  make  an  excep- 
tion in  favour  of  one  who  bears  such  an 
honoured  name,  and  who  has  attained 
to  the  position  that  the  hon.  Member 
has ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  make  a  con- 
cession to  one  hon.  Gentleman  without 
laying  ourselves  open  to  claims  of  an 
equally  strong  character  on  the  part  of 
others.  I  would  wish  to  appeal  to  the 
House  to  enter  on  the  consideration  of 
these  Rules  as  soon  as  possible,  to  dis- 
pose of  them  as  quickly  as  possible,  and, 
if  the  House  will  do  that,  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Richard)  will  be  attained.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  complains  of  an 
official  conspiracy  to  deprive  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  their  place  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  proceed  with  Bills  of  their  own. 
There  has  been  no  such  conspiracy  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  or  on  this ; 
but  the  House  itself  has  placed  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  transaction  of  Busi- 
ness, which  from  time  to  time— and  this 
I  say  perfectly  frankly— compelled  right 
hon.  (ientlemen  opposite  who  then  sat 
on  these  Benches  to  ask  for  the  time  of 
private  Members.  Only  the  necessary 
and  reasonable  time  has  been  occupied 
in  the  despatch  of  Public  Business.  I 
regret  as  much  as  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  that  proceedings  as  regards 
Committee  have  rendered  it  •  inevitable 
that  Parliament  should  be  assed  to  give 
up  time  on  certain  occasions  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  propose  new  Rules  of 
Procedure.  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
take  the  matter  in  hand,  and  prevent 
the  possibility  of  its  recurrence.  I  be- 
lieve it  can  do  so  if  it  exercises  its 
power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  has  asked  a  very  reasonable 
Question  as  to  whether  an  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  of  discussing  the  Rules 
as  a  whole.  I  think  that  that  opportu- 
nity should  be  afforded,  and  that  it  should 
be  given  on  the  first  reading.  I  think 
I  have  referred  to  the  general  objections 
that  have  been  made.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  must  press  the  Motion  that  I  have 
made.  I  do  so  with  deep  regret ;  but  a 
sense  of  the  responsibility  and  the  duty 
that  are  imposed  on  me,  not  merely  as 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  but  as 
Leader  of  the  House,  in  the  endeavour 
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to  restore  the  House  to  a  proper  control 
of  its  own  Business. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (CardifiF)  said, 
he  was  desirous  of  expressing:  his  regret 
at  the  course  taken  by  the  Government 
with  respect  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn). 
He  would  bear  his  testimony  to  the 
strong  feeling  which  existed  throughout 
the  whole  of  South  Wales  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment.  The  announce- 
ment just  made  would  be  received  in 
Wales  with  keen  regret.  He  would  be 
willing  to  support  any  measure  which 
would  enable  the  House  to  do  its  Busi- 
ness ;  but  they  were  trying  to  do  a  great 
deal  more — they  were  trying  to  adapt 
that  great  Parliamentary  Institution  to 
conditions  to  which  it  was  not  suited. 
They  had  already  made  away  with  some 
of  the  Privileges  of  Parliament  for 
which  their  forefathers  fought  and  bled. 
They  had  sacrificed  the  right  of  putting 
grievance  before  Supply.  Last  year  he 
(Sir  Edward  Reed)  endeavoured  iu  vain 
to  bring  before  the  House  the  wrongs 
and  grievances  of  the  Navy,  which  were 
now  universally  acknowledged,  and  he 
failed,  because  that  House  had  almost 
ceased  to  be  a  Parliament  in  the  only 
sense  inwhich  it  was  worthy  to  be  called  a 
Parliament.  The  House,  by  accepting 
these  Rules,  was  about  not  simply  to  facili- 
tate Business,  but  to  take  away  Parlia- 
mentary rights  and  to  shut  the  mouths  of 
its  own  Members.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  result  of  passing  these  Rules  would 
be  fraught  with  the  greatest  injuries  to 
the  State  in  the  future  of  our  history. 
The  effect  of  these  Rules  would  be  to 
stifle  the  voices  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  people.  [^Lauffhter.']  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  might  laugh;  but  they 
did  not  like  even  the  present  Rules  of 
Procedure  when  they  were  iu  Opposi- 
tion. A  Parliament  was  not  worthy  of 
the  name  in  which  any  hon.  Member, 
who  reasonably,  intelligently,  and  hon- 
ourably desired  to  represent  the  opinion 
of  his  constituents  upon  any  particular 
subject  before  the  House  was  systemati- 
cally deprived  of  the  opportunity  of 
doing  so.  He  should  not  offer  any  ob- 
struction to  the  progress  of  the  discus- 
sion of  the  new  Rules,  although  he 
should  vote  against  many  of  them; 
nevertheless,  he  thought  that  there  was 
much  force  in  what  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  and  venerable  friend  the  Member 
for  Merthyr — that  Ireland  had,  by  mis- 

Mr.  TF.  R.  Smi'h 


government,  been  brought  into  a  pos* 
tion  in  which  it  could  not  be  governed 
except  by  stifling  it ;  and  if  Wales  were 
to  be  similarly  treated,  fresh  difficulties 
would  be  created  which  would  call  for 
even  more  drastic  and  disastrous  reme- 
dies than  were  now  about  to  be  pro- 
posed. He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ijeader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  have  done 
well  if  he  had  yielded  the  point  witii 
regard  to  Tuesday,  because,  by  his  re- 
fusal, he  would  deprive  the  Oovemment 
of  the  last  vestige  of  prestigs  and  re- 
gard in  which  it  had  been  held  hj  the 
Welsh  people. 

Colonel  CORN  W  ALUS  WEST 
(Denbigh,  W.)  said,  that  no  one  could 
feel  more  disappointed  than  he  did  at 
the  decision  that  had  been  arrived  at  bj 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  There  was  no  question  whidi 
raised  such  a  strong  feeling  as  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  did  in  Wales.  Even  the  Chnrch 
people  themselves  desired  that  the  mat- 
ter should  be  decided.  The  time  was 
very  soon  coming  when  a  great  many 
Welsh  Members  would  demand — in  a 
stronger  voice  than  hitherto— the  settle- 
ment of  many  Welsh  questions  which 
had  been  repeatedly  put  before  the 
House.  It  would,  in  his  opinion*  have 
been  far  better  if  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwjn) 
had  been  allowed  to  be  thoroughly 
threshed  out  and  discussed  in  that 
House.  Without  wishing  in  any  way 
to  emulate  the  tactics  of  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland,  he  must  express  his*  re- 
gret that  the  Government  had  refused 
to  allow  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Membo 
for  Swansea  to  be  discussed  next 
Tuesday. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College; 
said,  that  it  was  pretty  evident  that  ths 
Welsh  people  required  some  safety-valvB 
for  their  feelings,  and  he  therefore  ad- 
vised Welsh  Members  to  imitate  the 
example  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  to  bring  on  the  discnsnon 
they  desired  in  the  form  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address ;  instead  of  making 
appeals  which  they  knew  would  not 
be  regarded.  If,  as  seemed  to  be  the 
case,  Wales  would  be  saved  from  revo- 
lution by  that  simple  mode,  and  he 
trusted  the  Welsh  Members  shoold  not 
hesitate  to  avail  themselves  of  what  yec 
remained  to  them  of  their  ParliamMitary 
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rights.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
had  promised  to  allow  a  second  reading 
debate  upon  the  discussion  of  the  first 
Besolution ;  but  sometimes  arrangements 
of  that  kind  had  subsequently  been 
found  not  to  be  in  Order.  He  (Dr. 
Cameron)  wished  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker  whe- 
ther it  would  be  in  Order  for  the  House 
to  enter  upon  a  sort  of  second  reading 
debate  upon  the  whole  of  the  new  Rules 
on  the  Motion  that  the  House  agree 
with  the  first  Eule  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  It  is  impossible  for 
me  to  anticipate  events,  and  determine 
now  whether  such  a  discussion  would 
be  in  Order  or  not.  It  would  be  con- 
traiy  to  practice  to  do  that.  When  the 
ease  arises  I  shall,  of  course,  be  pre- 
pared to  give  mj  decision  upon  the 
point. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  should  be  glad  to  have  the  op- 
portunity suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Pirst  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  If  there  were 
any  difficulty  about  it,  it  would  be  very 
easy  to  make,  as  was  made  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  a  Motion  ''That  these 
Rules  be  now  taken  into  consideration." 
He  made  that  Motion  in  the  Committee ; 
and  such  a  Motion  would  permit  the 
general  question  of  the  Rules  being  dis- 
cussed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  158  ;  Noes 
261 :  Majority  103.— (Div.  List,  No.  11.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  would  venture  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  a  point  on  which, 
though  he  could  not  suppose  there  was 
any  doubt  of  his  intention,  it  would  be 
better  to  have  a  distinct  understanding. 
As  the  Motion  stood  on  the  Paper,  it 
was  perfectly  clear  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  put  down  the  Procedure 
Rules  for  private  Members'  nights  only, 
and  reserve  Government  nights  for  their 
own  Business.  Of  course,  the  House  un- 
derstood that  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
— both  Government  time  and  private 
Members'  time — would  be  devoted  to 
the  subject  for  which  urgency  was  asked ; 
but  it  was  better  that  the  understanding 
should  be  distinct 

VOL.   CCCX.       [tHIBD  8BBIE8.] 


The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  exactly  followed  pre- 
cedent in  the  Motion  he  had  made,  and 
that  he  would  follow  precedent  also  in 
the  course  he  should  adopt  under  that 
Motion.  It  might,  possibIy>  be  neces- 
sary that  urgent  Business,  such  as  Sup- 
ply, should  be  taken  during  the  debate 
on  the  Procedure  Rules ;  but  there  was 
no  intention  of  appropriating  Mondays 
and  Thursdays  to  ordinary  Government 
Business,  and  only  the  private  Members' 
days  to  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion. Nothing  but  urgent  Business 
would  be  permitted  to  intervene. 

Me.  PAKNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  case  of  Wales  having  been  rejected 
by  a  large  majority,  it  may  appear 
somewhat  rash  in  me  to  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  case  of  Ireland.  But  as 
I  have  secured  an  early  day  for  a  veiy 
important  measure,  a  Bill  which  will 
deal  with  a  question  upon  which  I  un- 
derstand the  Government  have  made  up 
their  mind  favourably — ^I  refer  to  Wed- 
nesday next,  which  I  have  secured  for 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  question  of  the 
inclusion  of  leaseholders  within  the  Land 
Act  of  1881 — I  have  considerable  and 
strong  hopes  that  as  it  is  a  question  I 
am  credibly  informed  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  favourably  to 
entertain  and  to  agree  to,  they  will  not 
object  to  excepting  a  day  from  the  Reso- 
lution which  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  In  the  event  of  this 
course  being  adopted,  and  the  Bill  in 
question  being  favourably  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  I  am  cre- 
dibly informed  it  will  be,  it  would  pro- 
bably only  take  up  a  short  time  for 
discussion  and  decision  on  the  second 
reading.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would,  therefore,  if  they  made  an  ex- 
ception in  favotir  of  this  Bill,  be  enabled 
immediately  afterwards  to  resume  the 
discussion  of  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  if 
they  were  by  that  time  reached.  Con- 
sequently, there  would  be  no  practical 
disadvantage  to  the  Government  in 
adopting  the  course  I  have  in  view. 
On  the  contrary,  they  would  save  the 
necessity  of  setting  aside  a  day,  or  days, 
hereafter  for  their  own  Government  mea- 
sure on  the  subject,  and  they  would  deal 
with  a  pressing  question,  which  both 
sides  of  the  House  admit  urgently  de- 
mand a  settlement.  There  are  also  other 
oonsiderations  of  a  graver  and  wider 
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character,  which  I  should  not  have  heart — powers  entailing  an  interralc 
wibhed  to  have  imported  into  this  dis-  j  four  or  five  weeks,  if  we  are  to  judge  K 
cussioo,  if  I  had  seen  on  the  other  side  i  the  precedent  set  in  1884,  when  tb 
of  the  Table  a  favourable  response  from  |  Bules  of  the  late  Government  wer 
the  Government  with  re^a^rd  to  this !  under  consideration,  and  when  over  fir 
question  of  mine  respecting  the  Bill '  weeks,  fr^m  day  to  day,  of  the  timeo 
I  have  previously  mentioned ;  but  in  j  the  House  were  occupied  with  an  unh 
the  absence  of  any  such  favourable  termittent  consideration — if  we  are  ti 
sig^  I  fear  it  will  be  necessary  for  j  judge  by  this  precedent,  the  probabilit] 
me    to    go    further,   and   considerably  is  that  we  shall  not  be  able  to  revert  ti 


enlarge  the  scope  of  the  matter  which 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House.    It  is  very  true  that  if  I  had 


the  question  of  Ireland,  or  to  any  otb« 
question,  for  four  or  five  weeks.  Nor 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  complaise-i 


seen  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  that    if  hon.  Members   of   the   Hoq« 
Government  to  meet  me  on  this  ques-j  had  not  shown  a  disposition  to  undnlypc 


tion  I  should  not  have  to  propose  to 
enlarge  the  field  of  discussion,  because  I 
should  have  looked  upon  that  yielding 
80  far  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as 
an  earnest  that  they  are  commencing  to 
devote  their  serious  attention  to  the  very 
grave  state  of  Ireland,  and  that  they 
are  going  to  take  this  first  step  at  once 
in  the  inclusion  of  the  leaseholders  under 
the  Land  Act  of  1881>-a  step  which 
formed  part  of  my  original  Bill  of  last 
Session  —  and  that  this  would  be  re- 
garded in  Ireland  as  an  earnest,  a  very 
much -needed  earnest,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  they  are  about  to 
change,  or,  at  all  events,  to  modify,  their 
policy  of  coercion  for  one  of  ameliora- 
tion. It  would  be  difficult  for  me,  even 
if  I  had  the  power  to  do  so,  but  not 
having  the  power  to  do  so,  to  exaggerate 
the  importance  of  such  a  step  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  present  critical  state  of  Ireland.  We 
know  what  is  happening  in  that  country. 
We  know  that  the  Government  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  a  series  of 
proceedings  against  leading  and  promi- 
nent politicians — Irish  politicians,  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  We  know  also  that 
the  Gk)vemment  have  announced  to  the 
House  that  they  intend  to  bring  forward 
coercive  proposals  against  Ireland ;  and, 
so  far  as  we  have  yet  gone,  we  have 


tract,  according  to  his  views,  the  debaa 
upon  the  Address  by  the  introdactian  dx 
miscellaneous  collection  of  subjects,  k 
would  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  msm 
his  Besolution;    but  we   have  the  n> 
markable  fact,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  ob  t:« 
very  first  day  of  the  Session  the  Oovsi- 
ment  announced  that  they  were  goor 
to  ask  all  the  time  of  the  House  for  tii 
consideration  of  the  Hules  of  Prooedc^ 
— therefore,  this  statement  of  the  zigr 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  hold  water  = 
his  own  justification.     It  is  evident  tbr 
the  Government  had   determined  tLr 
they  would  pilfer  private  Members  -: 
the  half  of  their  £me  from   the  y^r 
commencement,  and  that  the  subseqv:' 
conduct  of  hon.  Members  of  the  Hoc*  I 
in  bringing  forward  varioaa  questi-'Srj 
for  discussion  upon  the  debate  oe  t3 
Address  had  nothing  whatever  to 
with  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  said  that  1 
intended  to  narrow  my  request  tc 
point  for  securing  portion  of  W< 
for  the  question  of  the  consideratia 
this  Bill ;  but  the  stem  and  un; 
appearance  of  the  right  hon.  G^l 
warns  me  that  I  shall  g^ain  nothinf 
adopting  that  course,  so  that  I 
fore  obliged  to  submit  to  the  Hooft 
Besolution  which  I  propose  to  mon 
the  conclusion  of  what  I  have  to  ssj 
move  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
word  *'  That,"  and  to  add  these 


only  had  a  very  shadowy  and  vague  in- 
timation of  any  intention  on  their  part  j     *<  In  the  opinion  of  this  House  tbe  ^ti^d\ 
to  go  into  the  question  of  ameliorative   land  is  such  as  to  require  the  diaclosvre  ** — • 
legislation.     Now,  Sir,  I  think  that,  al-       Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Oen 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.    but  I  must  point  out  that  we  hare 
Smith)  may  turn  from  the  consideration   to  the  word  **  day,''  in  the  third  lx» 
of  the  ordinary  Business  of  the  House  \  the  Besolution ;  and,  therefore,  it 
to  the  question  of  reforming  the  Bules  not  be  competent  to  the  hon.  M< 
of  Procedure,  like  Napoleon  III.,  when  !  move  the  Besolution  he  proposes. 


he  made  war  upon  Germany,  '*  with  a 
light  heart,"  and  although  the  House 
may  grant  him  those  powers  widi  a  light 

Mr.  PameU 


Mr.  PABNELL  :  I  submit,  Sr. 
the  greatest  deference  to  your 
judgment  and  your  ruling;  but 
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\  ^1  tinder  the  impression  that  no  word  of  the 

^if\  Itesolution  has  yet  been  affirmed  by  the 

:?«:-•  House,  and  that  the  Question  which  you 

1  r^'^  have  just  put  is,  '*  That  the  words  pro- 

>ni^c:1  posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

iiT^ir  Question." 

e^oCTii  Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  no  doubt 

rS}jsO'  ^8  to  what  is  the  Eule  of  the  House— we 

«^«*fe-  propose,  after  the  word  "  day,"  to  insert 

'\AL\ni  ^^®  words  "except  Tuesday,  February 

jjj^i  22" — therefore,  we  have  reached  that 

i^.i,,  point  in  the  proposed  Eesolution. 

^fr^  Mr.  PAENELL:   I  was  under  the 

^  Ve»-  impression  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 

"  ^^  Gentleman  not  having  been  to  leave  out 

J!^'^  any   of  the  words  of  the    right  hon. 

Y«^^^  Gentleman,   all  the  words  of  the  Re- 

'^  v^'  solution  were  still  before  the  House, 

"^'  and  that  we  should  be  entitled  to  reject 

1*^^'*  the  whole  of  that  Resolution    if    the 

d3  ^*  House  thought  fit.      However,  I  submit 

:ict,fe^  Sir,  to  your  ruling,  and  will  substitute 

[ijof;^^  for  that  Amendment  an  addition  to  the 

:icei^'.  end  of  the  Resolution  by  way  of  pro- 

the  ti*^*^  viso — 

: .-  <;  ^JvJ  *  *  Provided  the  said  Rules  are  not  set  down  for 

^,*^^  consideration  before  the  Government  have  dis- 

,\jm^t»'^'  closed  to  the  House  the  nature  of  their  proposed 

"^i^ ;!  legislation  with  regard  to  Ireland." 

^^d^''  Now.  Sir,  I  think  that  we  have  valid 

til  pi^^  and  good  grounds  for  asking  the  House 

^^  tlsr^'  to  pause  before  they  adopt  the  Resolu- 

^^^d^'  tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Vt^  ji)t  Leader  of  the  House.     We  have,  in  the 

i^<  first  place,  Mr.  Speaker,  grave  events 

''^  ^)-  occurrinir  from  day  to  day  in  Ireland 


^^^p  some  guarantee  that  those  events  should 
r^^y  not  be  followed,  and  that  we  may  have 
:^^,  ^j  time  to  meet  them.  If  these  events 
1.  ';}^^(  should  be  followed  by  others  of  a  similar 
'^^'^  I^^  character,  and  if  the  state  of  affairs  in 
tt^]^^\  Ireland  should  become  appreciably  worse 

'  ■*^)  in  the  interval  which  must  elapse  before 
^  -i.u>v  — J  -D..! *  Procedure  of  the 


.^.^is'j  own  mouths,  but  you  absolutely  prohibit 
"lii'-'^A  yourselves  from  taking  up  any  question 
';^yjS>  ,  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
.  V^^  not  choose  to  take  up,  no  matter  how 
i^^f^*  pressing  it  may  be.  I  understand  that 
'"-1^^  'i  no  amendment  or  alteration  of  the  Rule 
'  ^^S^t:^  can  be  moved  if  once  it  has  been  adopted. 


hands  of  the 


"^'^^y.  and  any  dispensing  power  with  regard 
"^    ft«*!^'t  to  it  wul  be  entirely  in  the 


Government.    Well,  Sir,  I,  for  one,  am 
not  disposed  to  surrender  either  my  own 
rights  or  the  rights  of   hon.   Gentle- 
men   who  are  associated  with  me  in 
order  to  discuss  the  Rules  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   I  think  that  some  considera- 
tion should  be  extended  to  a  body  of  86 
Members  of  this  House.     They  have 
asked    through  me   for  permission   to 
bring    forward    the    Land    Law    (Ire- 
land; Act  (1881)  Amendment  Bill  on 
nest  Wednesday.      I  think  also   that 
the    conduct    of   the    Government,   in 
springing  this  Resolution  by  surprise 
upon  us  this  afternoon  by  interpolating 
it  upon  the  ordinary  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address,  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
condenmed.    It  is  an  unusual  and  un- 
heard-of one.    There  is  no  precedent  for 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  for  anybody 
else,  to  ask  the  House  to  depart  from 
the  discussion  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  the  Speech  of  the  Queen 
in  order  to  bring  forward  or  to  annex 
all  the  time  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of   enabling  the  Government  to 
bring  forward  proposals  connected  solely 
with  the  reform  of  the  Procedure  of  the 
House,  and  not  with  the  Crown.    There 
is  no  precedent  for  the  interruption  of 
debate  on  the  Address  at  such  an  early 
time  in  the  season.    It  was  never  done 
except  in  one  instance,  and  that  was  in 
the  Session  of  1881.     But  it  was  not 
then  a  question  merely  of  the  reform  of 
the  Rules  of  Procedure ;  but  the  then 
Government  asked  for  the  time  of  the 
House  because  they  were  convinced  that 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  so 
stringent  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the   House   should    proceed 
from  day  to  day  and  from  night  to  night 
to,   first,   pass    a    Coercion    Act,    and, 
secondly,  to  pass  remedial  legislation 
for  the  reform  of  the  Land  Law.    That 
is  not  the  case  now.    The  Government 
have  pushed  aside  all  legislation  for 
Ireland  and  all  parts  of    the  United 
Kingdom,  and  they  claim  from  us  that 
we  shall  surrender  the  opportunities  we 
have  obtained  in  the  ballot  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  Irish  and  other  questions. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  urgency  for  the 
alteration  in  these  Rules  of  Procedure  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
of  the  gravity  of  the  situation  of  the 
House ;  but  I  deny  that  there  has  been 
any  undue  prolongation  of  the  debate 
on  the  part  of  any  section  of  the  hon. 
Members  of  the  House.    I  contend,  Sir, 

3M2 


t^^f^ 


1795        Parliament'^Bmineu      {COMMONS} 


of  the  Home, 


1796 


character,  which  I  should  not  have 
wibhed  to  have  imported  into  this  dis- 
cussion, if  I  had  seen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Table  a  favourable  response  from 
the  Government  with  rega^rd  to  this 
question  of  mine  respecting  the  Bill 
I  have  previously  mentioned;  but  in 
the    absence    of   anv  such  favourable 


heart— powers  entailing  an  interval  of 
four  or  five  weeks,  if  we  are  to  judge  by 
the  precedent  set  in  1884,  when  the 
Bules  of  the  late  Government  were 
under  consideration,  and  when  over  five 
weeks,  fr»m  day  to  day,  of  the  time  of 
the  House  were  occupied  with  an  unin- 
termittent  consideration — if  we  are  to 


sig^   I  fear   it  will  be  necessary  fori  judge  by  this  precedent,  the  probability 


me  to  go  further,  and  considerably 
enlarge  the  scope  of  the  matter  which 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House.  It  is  very  true  that  if  I  had 
seen  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  meet  me  on  this  ques- 
tion I  should  not  have  to  propose  to 
enlarge  the  field  of  discussion,  because  I 
should  have  looked  upon  that  yielding 
80  far  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as 
an  earnest  that  they  are  commencing  to 
devote  their  serious  attention  to  the  very 
grave  state  of  Ireland,  and  that  they 
are  going  to  take  this  first  step  at  once 
in  the  inclusion  of  the  leaseholders  under 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  >-a  step  which 
formed  part  of  my  original  Bill  of  last 
Session  —  and  that  this  would  be  re- 
garded in  Ireland  as  an  earnest,  a  very 
much -needed  earnest,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  they  are  about  to 
change,  or,  at  all  events,  to  modify,  their 
policy  of  coercion  for  one  of  ameliora- 
tion. It  would  be  difficult  for  me,  even 
if  I  had  the  power  to  do  so,  but  not 
having  the  power  to  do  so,  to  exaggerate 
the  importance  of  such  a  step  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  present  critical  state  of  Ireland.  We 
know  what  is  happening  in  that  country. 
We  know  that  the  Government  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  a  series  of 
proceedings  against  leading  and  promi- 
nent politicians — Irish  politicians,  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  We  know  also  that 
the  Government  have  announced  to  the 
House  that  they  intend  to  bring  forward 
coercive  proposals  against  Ireland ;  and, 
so  far  as  we  have  yet  gone,  we  have 
only  had  a  very  shadowy  and  vague  in- 
timation of  any  intention  on  their  part 
to  go  into  the  question  of  ameliorative 
legislation.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  may  turn  from  the  consideration 
of  the  ordinary  Business  of  the  House 
to  the  question  of  reforming  the  Eules 
of  Procedure,  like  Napoleon  III.,  when 
he  made  war  upon  Germany,  ^'  with  a 
light  heart,"  and  although  the  House 
may  grant  him  those  powers  with  a  light 

Mr.  Farnett 


is  that  we  shall  not  be  able  to  revert  to 
the  question  of  Ireland,  or  to  any  other 
question,  for  four  or  five  weeks.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  complained 
that  if  hon.  Members  of  the  Hoose 
had  not  shown  a  disposition  to  unduly  pro- 
tract, according  to  his  views,  the  debate 
upon  the  Address  by  the  introduction  of  a 
miscellaneous  collection  of  subjects,  he 
would  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  more 
his  Besolution;  but  we  have  the  re- 
markable fact,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  on  the 
very  first  day  of  the  Session  the  Govern- 
ment announced  that  they  were  going 
to  ask  all  the  time  of  the  House  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Hules  of  Procedure 
— therefore,  this  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  hold  water  in 
his  own  justification.  It  is  evident  that 
the  Government  had  determined  that 
they  would  pilfer  private  Members  of 
the  half  of  their  £me  from  the  very 
commencement,  and  that  the  subsequent 
conduct  of  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
in  bringing  forward  various  questions 
for  discussion  upon  the  debate  on  the 
Address  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  said  that  I  had 
intended  to  narrow  my  request  to  one 
point  for  securing  portion  of  Wednesday 
lor  the  question  of  the  consideration  of 
this  Bill ;  but  the  stern  and  unyielding 
appearance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
warns  me  that  I  shall  gain  nothing  by 
adopting  that  course,  so  that  I  am  there- 
fore obliged  to  submit  to  the  House  a 
Besolution  which  I  propose  to  move  at 
the  conclusion  of  what  I  have  to  say — to 
move  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  '^  That,"  and  to  add  these  worda — 

"  In  the  opinion  of  this  House  the  state  of  Ire- 
land is  such  as  to  require  the  disclosure  *' 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  Order,  order !  I  am 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  I  must  point  out  that  we  have  got 
to  the  word  **  day,"  in  the  third  line  of 
the  Besolution ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
not  be  coQopetent  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
move  the  Resolution  he  proposes. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  submit,  Sir,  with 
the  greatest  deference  to  your  onperior 
judgment  and  your  ruHng;  but  I  was 
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under  the  impression  that  no  word  of  the 
Eesolution  has  yet  been  affirmed  by  the 
House,  and  that  the  Question  which  you 
have  just  put  is,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  There  is  no  doubt 
as  to  what  is  the  Eule  of  the  House— we 
propose,  after  the  word  "  day,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  except  Tuesday,  February 
22" — therefore,  we  have  reached  that 
point  in  the  proposed  Eesolution. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Oentieman  not  having  been  to  leave  out 
any  of  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  all  the  words  of  the  Ee- 
solution were  still  before  the  House, 
and  that  we  should  be  entitled  to  reject 
the  whole  of  that  Eesolution  if  the 
House  thought  fit.  However,  I  submit 
8ir,  to  your  ruling,  and  will  substitute 
for  that  Amendment  an  addition  to  the 
end  of  the  Eesolution  by  way  of  pro- 
viso— 

**  Provided  the  said  Rules  are  not  set  down  for 
consideration  before  the  Government  have  dis- 
closed to  the  House  the  nature  of  their  proposed 
legislation  with  regard  to  Ireland.*' 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  we  have  valid 
and  good  grounds  for  asking  the  House 
to  pause  before  they  adopt  the  Eesolu- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  We  have,  in  the 
first  place,  Mr.  Speaker,  grave  events 
occurring  from  day  to  day  in  Ireland 
which  surely  ought  to  call  for  some 
provision — some  safeguard — from  the 
House,  in  order,  if  possible,  to  give 
some  guarantee  that  those  events  should 
not  be  followed,  and  that  we  may  have 
time  to  meet  them.  If  these  events 
should  be  followed  by  others  of  a  similar 
character,  and  if  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  should  become  appreciably  worse 
in  the  interval  which  must  elapse  before 
the  proposed  Eules  of  Procedure  of  the 
Government  can  be  considered  and  finally 
decided  in  this  House ;  if  you  give  all 
the  time  of  the  House  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  you  will  not  only  close  vour 
own  mouths,  bui  you  absolutely  prohibit 
yourselves  from  taking  up  any  question 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
not  choose  to  take  up,  no  matter  how 
pressing  it  may  be.  I  understand  that 
no  amendment  or  alteration  of  the  Eule 
can  be  moved  if  once  it  has  been  adopted, 
and  any  dispensing  power  with  regard 
to  it  will  be  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 


Government.    Well,  Sir,  I,  for  one,  am 
not  disposed  to  surrender  either  my  own 
rights  or  the  rights  of   hon.   Gentle- 
men   who  are  associated  with  me  in 
order  to  discuss  the  Eules  of  the  Go- 
vernment.  I  think  that  some  considera- 
tion should  be  extended  to  a  body  of  86 
Members  of  thb  House.     They  have 
asked    through   me   for  permission  to 
bring    forward    the    Land    Law    (Ire- 
land; Act  (1881)  Amendment  Bill  on 
nest  Wednesday.      I  think  also   that 
the    conduct    of   the    Government,   in 
springing  this  Eesolution  by  surprise 
upon  us  this  afternoon  by  interpolating 
it  upon  the  ordinary  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address,  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
condenmed.    It  is  an  unusual  and  un- 
heard-of one.    There  is  no  precedent  for 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  for  anybody 
else,  to  ask  the  House  to  depart  from 
the  discussion  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  the  Speech  of  the  Queen 
in  order  to  bring  forward  or  to  annex 
all  the  time  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of   enabling  the  Government  to 
bring  forward  proposals  connected  solely 
with  the  reform  of  the  Procedure  of  the 
House,  and  not  with  the  Crown.    There 
is  no  precedent  for  the  interruption  of 
debate  on  the  Address  at  such  an  early 
time  in  the  season.    It  was  never  done 
except  in  one  instance,  and  that  was  in 
the  Session  of  1881.     But  it  was  not 
then  a  question  merely  of  the  reform  of 
the  Eules  of  Procedure ;  but  the  then 
Government  asked  for  the  time  of  the 
House  because  they  were  convinced  that 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  so 
stringent  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the   House   should    proceed 
from  day  to  day  and  from  night  to  night 
to,   first,   pass    a    Coercion    Act,    and, 
secondly,  to  pass  remedial  legislation 
for  the  reform  of  the  Land  Law.    That 
is  not  the  case  now.    The  Government 
have  pushed  aside  all  legislation  for 
Ireland  and  all  parts  of    the  United 
Kingdom,  and  they  claim  from  us  that 
we  shall  surrender  the  opportunities  we 
have  obtained  in  the  ballot  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  Irish  and  other  questions. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  urgency  for  the 
alteration  in  these  Eides  of  Procedure  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
of  the  gravity  of  the  situation  of  the 
House ;  but  I  deny  that  there  has  been 
any  undue  prolongation  of  the  debate 
on  the  part  of  any  section  of  the  hon. 
Members  of  the  House.    I  contend,  Sir, 
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til  at  if  the  (Jovemment  had  announced 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
that  they  intended  to  take  up  all  the 
time  of  the  House,  private  Members 
would  have  been  justified  in  bringing 
forward  matters  in  which  they  were 
interested  for  discussion  on  the  Address. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  may  depend 
upon  it  that  so  long  as  there  are  at- 
tempts made  to  sit  upon  hon.  Members 
in  one  direction  he  will  have  them 
popping  up  their  heads  in  another  direc- 
tion; and  if  he  filches  away  the  pri- 
vileges and  rights  of  private  Members 
they  will  make  some  attempt  to  retaliate 
in  another  way.  The  Leader  gets  on 
best  with  this  House  who  is  mindful  of 
its  traditions  and  of  the  fact  that  it  does 
not  consist  entirely  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  but  of  Members  as  a  whole, 
who  are  supposed  to  be  equal  in  the 
law  of  debate.  Of  late  years,  however, 
we  have  had  invasions  of  the  rights  of 
private  Members,  who  have  been  thrust 
on  one  side  as  if  they  were  of  no  ac- 
coimt.  I  believe.  Sir,  it  would  be  found 
on  examination  of  the  chronicles  of  this 
House  that  all  the  great  measures  of  re- 
form—measures for  remedyingthe  griev- 
ances of  the  people — measures  for  assert- 
ing public  rights  and  putting  down  public 
wrong — have  been  due  to  the  persever- 
ance and  often  repeated  exertion  for  many 
years  of  private  Members  of  this  House 
in  bringing  forward  these  questions  in 
which  they  were  interested  on  the  days 
which  the  House  gives  up  to  private 
Members.  I  think  it  is  time  that  pri- 
vate Members  should  make  some  Mnd 
of  stand  against  this  encroachment  on 
their  rights,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
could  have  a  better  case '  to  make  a 
stand  upon  than  this  question  of  Ire- 
land. The  Government  have  not  told 
us  what  they  are  going  to  do  with  regard 
to  Ireland.  They  have  told  us  that  they 
are  going  to  bring  forward  a  Coercion 
Bill  of  some  kind;  but  they  have  not 
told  us  of  what  nature  that  Coercion  Bill 
is  going  to  be.  They  have  told  us 
nothing  whatever  of  their  measures  of 
amelioration  for  Ireland.  A  very  im- 
portant event  is  going  to  happen  next 
Saturday.  We  are  told  that  on  next 
Saturday  the  Government  will  be  placed 
in  possession  of  the  Report  of  Lord  Cow- 
per's  Commission  with  regard  to  the  re- 
lations between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland.  Now,  I  confess  that  before 
this  Besolution  is  agreed  to  I  should 


like  to  have  seen  that  Eeport.    I  do  not 
know  why  it  has  been  kept  back  so  long. 
The  Government  say  that  even   when 
they  get  it  into  their  possession  they  will 
refrain  for  some  time  longer  from  dis- 
closing its  nature  to  the  House.     I  do 
not    know  why    the    Government  are 
going  to  do  that.    I  do  not  see  why  the 
Government  should  not,  without  any  un- 
necessary delay,  disclose  this  Heport  to 
the  House    of   Commons  and    to    the 
country,  in  order  that  we  may  be  the 
better  judges  whether  we  ought  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Eules  of  Procedure  first,  or 
with  measures  of  amelioration  for  Ire- 
land.    Why  has  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  sprung  this  Motion  now  under  dis- 
cussion upon  us  without  Notice  ?    It  was 
only  on  yesterday  afternoon,  when  it  was 
impossible  to  frame  an  Amendment  in 
time  to  place  it  on  the  Paper   of  the 
House,  tnat  we  were  informed  by  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    the  Leader  of 
the  House  of  his  intention  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion  this  evening.     I  do  not 
think  the  House  has  been  weU  treated  in 
this  matter.  I  think  we  should  have  (rot 
sufficient  Notice — at  least  24  hours*  No- 
tice— of  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  briog  forward  this  very 
important  and  grave  Kesolution.     I  do 
not  know  that  things  may  not  go  from 
bad  to  worse  in  the  meantime  in  Ireland. 
I  have  received  a  telegram  this  afternoon 
from  the  Westport  Board  of  Guardians 
— a  Board  which  was  in  receipt  a  very 
few  months  ago  of  relief  from   State 
sources  for  the  purpose  of  saving  it  from 
bankruptcy.    The  telegram  says — 

**  The  Westport  Board  of  Goardians  have  to- 
day received  notice  of  the  eviction  oi  1*21 
families,  numbering  1,000  persons,  the  land- 
lords being  in  some  cases  Lord  Sligo  and  Lord 
Glive.  The  guardians  consider  thu  atteoipt  at 
the  general  extirpation  of  the  people  as  inhu- 
man and  barbarous,  and  they  implore  the  Go- 
vernment to  use  their  influence  to  stay  the  lumds 
of  the  evictors." 

Sir,  it  is  at  such  a  time  as  this  that  we 
are  asked  to  shut  ourselves  out  of  the 
power  of  raising  our  voices  against 
grievances  such  as  these  in  Ireland,  to 
deprive  ourselves  of  the  power  of  bring- 
ing any  measures  or  making  any  sug- 
gestions on  our  own  account  to  meet 
these  terrible  acts  in  Ireland.  Sir,  the 
day  before  yesterday  in  West  Cork  Lord 
Cork  invoked  the  aid  of  a  large  body  of 

police  to  enforce  evictions 

Mb.  speaker,  interposing^,  said,  a 
discussion  on  the  state  of  affaira  in  Ire- 
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land  was  not  in  Order.  From  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  con- 
sider that  his  Amendment  will  take 
the  form  of  a  negative  to  the  Besolution 
already  agreed  to  and  passed  by  the 
House,  and  I  shall  point  out  that  an 
Amendment  of  that  nature  cannot  be 
accented 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Well,  Sir,  of  course 
I  am  bound  by  your  ruling.  The  Reso- 
lution reads  this  way — 

'*That  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  Orders 
of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion  on  every  day 
on  which  the  consideration  of  these  Rules  may 
be  set  down  by  the  Qovemment.'* 

I  proposed  to  add  to  it  this — 

*'  Provided  the  said  Rules  are  npt  set  down 
for  consideration  before  the  Goveinment  dis- 
closed to  the  House  the  nature  of  their  proposed 
legislation  regarding  Ireland.** 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  my  opinion,  that 
is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  first  propo- 
sition. If  the  Oovernment  have  power  to 
f^ve  precedence  among  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  to  the  proposed  Bules  of  Procedure 
by  the  first  proposition,  by  the  second 
they  are  forbidden  to  do  so  under  the 
terms  of  the  hon.  Oentleman's  provision. 
The  two  together  would  have  a  mili- 
tating effect  one  upon  the  other. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  It  appears  to  me. 
Sir,  that  the  House  may  fairly  require 
the  Oovernment  to  agree  to  such  a  con- 
dition as  I  propose — that  before  they 
use  this  right  which  the  House  would  be 
willing  to  g^ye  them  they  disclose  to  the 
House  the  nature  of  their  proposed 
legislation.  However,  I  would  not  on 
any  account  set  myself  up  to  differ  from 
any  ruling  which  you  would  make,  and 
if  I  understand  your  ruling  and  judg- 
ment I  will  simply  content  myself. 

Mb.  speaker  :  What  I  object  to  is 
the  sweeping  character  of  the  Ajnend- 
ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  moved  "that 
except  on  certain  days,"  be  added  to  the 
Besolution  it  would  not  be  of  such  a 
sweeping  character. 

Mb.  JPAENELL :  May  I  move  an 

Amendment  of  this  character — 

*<  Except  on  such  Wednesdays  as  measures 
oonoeming  Ireland  may  be  set  down  for  con- 
sideration.*' 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  think  it  wiU  be 
competent  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
that. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  will  substitute 
for  the  first  Amendment  the  Aiiiendment 


I  have  just  recited.  I  will  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  importance  of  this 
question  is  one  which  I  fear  very  much 
will  be  increased  from  day  to  day.  In 
fact,  it  appears  to  me,  from  the  occur- 
rences which  reach  us  from  Ireland,  that 
the  importance  of  this  question  is  very 
much  graver  and  exists  to  a  very  much 
larger  extent  than  appears  to  have  im- 
pressed itself  on  the  minds  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  we  can  really 
shut  the  door  for  considering  every  ques- 
tion affecting  Ireland  until  these  Rules 
of  Procedure  have  been  disposed  of?  I, 
for  one,  would  hope  that  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour'  the  Government  would 
say  they  are  making  demands  upon  the 
House,  and  particularly  upon  the  Irish 
Members,  of  an  arbitrary  character,  and 
that  they  will  consent,  at  all  events,  to 
give  up  one  day,  as  was  done  last  Session 
by  the  then  Leader  of  the  House,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill  we  brought  in 
for  the  relief  of  Irish  tenants.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  time  of  the  House  will  be 
wasted  in  that  way ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  that  the  avoidance  of  arbitrary 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House  will  tend  to  facilitate  Business — 
that  it  will  be  remembered  for  him,  and 
that  one  good  turn  will  be  held  to  de- 
serve another.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  in- 
sists upon  depriving  us  of  our  privileges 
— if  he  strokes  the  cat  against  the  grain 
— if  he  uses  the  gag*  snaffle  when  the 
rein  would  be  sufficient,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  find  that  he  has  not 
adopted  the  best  course.  I  can  but  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  his  way  to  give  a  favourable 
reply.  In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  move  as 
an  Amendment — ''  Except  upon  the 
Wednesdays  on  which  Bills  relating  to 
Ireland  are  set  down." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  except 
upon  the  Wednesdays  on  which  Bills  re- 
lating to  Ireland  are  set  down." — [JUr, 
FamiU.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster] :  I  am  not  at  all  insensible 
to  the  gravity  of  the  situation.    I  am 
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fully  conversant  with  the  necessity  of 
exercising  any  authority  with  which  the 
House  may  be  disposed  to  entrust  me 
with  the  greatest  possible  consideration 
to  hon.  Members  who  differ  from  me,  as 
well  as  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
agree  with  me.  But  there  is  another 
duty  devolving  upon  the  Leader  of  this 
House,  and  that  is  to  endeavour  to  guide 
the  House  in  the  way  in  which  it  is 
necessary  that  the  House  should  go  for 
the  performance  of  the  work  which  it 
undertakes.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  ap- 
pealed to  us  to  consider  the  measures 
which  relate  to  Ireland.  We  are  most 
anxious  to  approach  the  consideration  of 
those  measures.  But  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  whether  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  three  weeks  is  not 
sufficient  to  convince  him  that  no  at- 
tempt at  legislation  is  possible  until  the 
Bules  of  Procedure  are  before  the  House? 
We  are  desirous  of  giving  full  considera- 
tion, not  only  to  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell),  but  also  to  our  own  proposals. 
But  we  know  perfectly  well  that  it  would 
be  useless  to  bring  forward  these  pro- 
posals until  the  House  has  amended  its 
Code  of  Procedure,  and  until  it  has  taken 
into  its  own  hands  the  power  of  con- 
ducting its  Business  in  a  manner  which 
shall  be  creditable  to  the  House  itself 
and  advantageous  to  the  country.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
has  spoken  of  the  struggle  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  their  rights.  There  is  no  wish 
whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  interfere  with  the  rig^hts  of  private 
Members.  From  the  oay  on  wnich  I 
had  the  honour  of  becoming  a  Member 
of  this  House — a  good  many  years  ago — 
I  had,  and  still  have,  the  highest  respect 
for  the  rights  of  private  Members.  I 
believe  they  are  a  great  and  cherished 
privilege  which  this  House  is  bound  to 
respect.  But  what  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  the 
prolongation  of  debate,  the  impossibility 
of  getting  Business  carried  to  a  conclu- 
sion, is  in  itself  the  greatest  enemy  and 
the  greatest  obstruction  to  the  rights  of 

Erivate  Members.  We  should  not  now 
ave  to  propose  to  the  House  that  it 
should  give  its  whole  time  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  Rules  of  Procedure  if 
there  had  only  boon  a  reasonable  discus- 
sion  on  the  Address.     Not  only  on  the 
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Address,  but  on  every  other  question 
brought  before  the   House,  there  haa 
been    an  abundance  of  discussion,    so 
great  that  the  transaction  of  Business 
has  become  impossible.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   said    that    this  Motion  had   beea 
sprung  upon   the    House,    and  a    few 
minutes  before  he  had  drawn  attention 
to  the  fact  that  it  had  been  my  duty  to 
give  Notice  of  this  Motion  on  the  first 
day  of  the  Session.     One  remark  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  other.      I 
gave  Notice  on  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion that  it  would  be  my  duty,  at  the 
earliest  convenient  opportunity,  to  more 
for  the  time  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Procedure.      I  think    it  must 
oe  admitted  that   16  days'  sittinj^  is  a 
period  long  enough  to  intervene  before 
I  proceed  with  this  Motion.     The  hon. 
Member  complains  that  24  hours'  No- 
tice was  not  given.     I  g^ve  it   at  a 
quarter  to  6  yesterday  afternoon,  and  I 
acted  upon  the  Notice  at  6  o'clock  this 
evening,  so  that  here,  again,  the  hon. 
Member's  desire  has  been  fulfilled  to  the 
letter.    But  that  is  not,  I  am  sure,  the 
real  objection  of  the  hon.  Gentlemao. 
He  is  anxious  that  his  measure  should 
be  proceeded  with.     Let  him,  then,  ex- 
ercise the  influence  which  he  possesses 
with  his  Colleagues  on  those  Benches, 
and  let  him  and  them  give  no  more  than 
is  just  and  proper  consideration  to  Pro- 
cedure, and  he  will  certainly  ha^e  the 
opportunity  which  he  desires  of  explain- 
ing his  own  Bill  to  the  House.  I  should 
be  glad  that  he  should  have  such  an  op- 
portunity.     No  difficulty  whatever  will 
be  thrown  in  his  way  by  any  hon.  Meao- 
ber  on  this  Bench,  or  on  this  side  of 
the  House.   No,  Sir ;  let  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  give  the  assistance  whidi  it 
is  in  his  power  to  give  to  the  House  to 
recover  the  character    and  reputation 
which  the  House  had  a  few  years  ago. 
With  regard  to  Lord  Cowper's  Report, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  taunts  the  OoTero- 
ment  with  having  kept  back  that  Report. 
There  is  not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for 
that  taunt.    The  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  be  aware  that,  when  a  Boyal  Coounis- 
sion  is  appointed,  the  Government  has 
no  power  whatever  over  the  conduct  of 
the  Members  of  that  Commission,  and 
that  they  are  entirely  independent  of  the 
Government.      We  have  been,  at  least, 
as  desirous  as  the  hon.  Member  can  be, 
that  the  Report  should  be  presented  as 
rapidly  as  possible.      My  right  bon. 
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Friend  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  when  Notice 
of  the  Question  was  given,  wrote  to 
Lord  Cowper,  and  gave  me  the  answer 
which  he  had  received.  It  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  Eeport  would  be  agreed 
to  to-morrow,  and  would  be  sent  to  the 
Home  Secretary  on  Saturday.  There 
will  be  no  delay  whatever  in  the  pre- 
sentation of  that  Beport  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  There  will  be  some 
delay  in  the  way  of  printing,  of  course ; 
but  the  Government  will  interpose  no 
delay.  No,  Sir,  we  are,  in  good  faith, 
most  earnestly  desirous  of  legislating  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland.  It  will  be  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  his  Friends 
who  will  hinder  us  in  proposing  this 
legislation  to  the  House,  if  we  are  not 
able  to  obtain  the  time  of  the  House  for 
Procedure. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
oliffe) :  I  listened  attentively  to  the  re- 
ply of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) ;  but  I 
think  that  any  hon.  Member  who  has  any 
knowledge  of  what  is  going  on  in  Ire- 
land, and  who  has  a  due  sense  of  the 
responsibility  which  rests  upon  this 
House,  must  deem  it  a  very  grave 
matter  to  place  it  beyond  the  power 
of  this  House  to  consider  important 
questions  affecting  the  well-being  of 
Ireland,  unless  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  previously  obtained.  I  have 
looked  over  carefully  the  new  Bules  of 
Procedure  which  have  been  laid  upon 
the  Table,  and  I  have  also  referred  to 
what  has  taken  place  in  this  House  in 
past  years  with  respect  to  that  matter ; 
and  I  am  induced  to  believe  that,  after 
we  have  entered  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  new  Bules  of  Procedure,  much 
time  must  elapse  before  we  come  to  a 
conclusion  of  our  labours  upon  them.  I 
particularly  noticed  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  did  not,  in  any  way,  at- 
tempt to  contradict  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  that  there  is  no 
precedent  for  the  Motion  which  he  has 
made  this  evening.  For  these  reasons 
I  am  prepared  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

CoLOHEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  refused  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  upon  the 


fact  that  he  is  an  old  Member  of  the 
House';  but,  by  the  help  of  his  mechani- 
cal Motion,  he  has  just  defeated  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.   Dillwyn).  who  is  a  much  older 
Member  of  the  House  than  he  is.     I 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea has  sat  uninterruptedly  in  this  House 
since  the  year  1855;   while  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  although  he  has 
always  been  an  ornament  of  tbo  House 
and  has  been  of  great  value  to  his  Party, 
has  only  been  here  since  1868.    There- 
fore, if  the  House  is  to  be  guided  by  the 
lengthened  experience  of  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  the  Business  of  this  House, 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  majority  for 
the  Motion  of    the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea.  Nevertheless,  the  First  Lord, 
with  his  obedient  legions,  proposes  prac- 
tically to  shut  out  the  Nonconformists  of 
Wales,  on  Tuesday  next,  from  discuss- 
ing a  question  which  is  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  them.    I  do  noc  propose 
to  refer  at  any  length  to  an  English 
question,  and  one  which  has  already 
been  decided  by  the  House ;  but  in  the 
name  of  the  West  of  Ireland  I  am  pre- 
pared to  back  up  every  word  my  hon. 
Friend  and  Leader^the  Member  for  Cork 
has  said,  especially  in  regard  to  the  West 
of  Ireland.   I  regret  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  has  not  thought  fit  to 
follow  the  example  of  one  of  the  greatest 
Conservative  Leaders  who  ever  sat   in 
this  House — Mr.   Disraeli — and  to  act 
upon    the  dicta  he  was  in  the  habit 
of  pronouncing  in  reference  to  the  deci- 
sions of  this  House.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  tension  of  feeling  in  Ireland 
will  be  much  aggravated,  if  it  is  found 
that  two  Wednesdays  we  have  already 
secured  by  Ballot  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Land   Bill,   and  an  important 
Motion  with    reference  to  Poor    Law 
Guardians,  have  been  taken  possession  of 
by  the  Government.  I  trust  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  reconsider  his 
determination,  and  accept  the  moderate 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  being 
satisfied  with  full    possession  of    four 
days  a  week.     Four  days  a  week  will  be 
ample  for  discussing  the  new  Bules  of 
Procedure,  and  we  should  still  have  our 
Wednesdays  left.     If  the  Government 
insist  upon  having  five  days  a  week,  let 
the  House,  if  it  is  deemed  necessary,  sit 
on  Saturday.     Although  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  me,   and  I 
have  no  doubt  it  would  also  be  most  in- 


1807        ParliamentSuBinesB      {COMMONS} 


of  the  BouM, 


1808 


conveDient  to  you,  Sir,  although^  per- 
haps, as  we  have  a  Deputy  Speaker,  you 
might  be  able  to  get  over  the  difficulty, 
we  Irish  Members  are   so  anxious  to 
secure    the    discussion  of    these    Irish 
questions  that  we  are  perfectly  wiUing 
to  sit  here  on  a  Saturday.     By  that 
means  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  is  so  anxious  to  pass  these  New 
Bules,  will  secure  their  discussion  upon 
five  days  a  week,  and  will  leave  to  those 
who  are  anxious  that  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament should  consider  the  case  of  Ire- 
land one  or  two  Wednesdays  upon  which 
those  Irish  Members  who  have  been 
fortunate  enough  to  secure  the  Ballot 
can  ventilate  the  grievances  of  Ireland. 
I  am  aware  that  the  adoption  of  my 
suggestion   woiild   give  to  you,  Sir,  a 
considerable  amount  of  extra  work,  and 
also  to  the  officers  of  the  House ;  but, 
in  return,  you  would  gain  the  good- will 
of  the  Irish  people ;  and  surely  the  good- 
will of    5,000.000   of    Her     Majesty's 
Irish  subjects  is  worth  something.    Un- 
der these  circumstances,  I  claim  that  our 
Wednesday  Sittings  should  be  allowed 
to  follow  their  ordinary  course ;  and  if 
the  Government  absolutely  require  five 
days  a  week,  let  them  have  a  Sitting  on 
Saturday.   But  then  there  arises  another 
question.    Will  the  Bules  of  Procedure 
really  make  more  progress  in  five  days 
than  they  would  in  four,  seeing  that  the 
Sitting  on  Wednesday  is  bound  to  close 
at  6  o'clock  ?   I  remember  Mr.  Disraeli, 
who,  next  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.   Qladstone),  I  look 
upon  as  having  been  the  greatest  Leader 
of  this  House — ^I  remember  Mr.  Disraeli 
stating  on  one  occasion  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  nature  of  the  Business 
brought  in  by  the  Government  or  by 
private  Members,  there  would  not  be  a 
difference  of  more  than  two  or  three  days 
in  the  date  of  the  Prorogation  of  Par- 
liament.   Nor  do  I  think  that,  whether 
the  Government  take  four  or  five  days  a 
week  for  the  consideration  of  the  New 
Bules,  the  slightest  difference  will  be 
made  in  the    progress  of   the    Eules. 
Therefore  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Go- 
vernment will    derive    very  little    ad- 
vantage indeed  from  taking  the  Wed- 
nesday Sittings  —  certainly     none    in 
comparison  with  the  immense  mischief 
that  would  be  done  to  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment themselves,  and  especially  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.     Great  in- 
terest is  taken  in  the  Irish  cause  in 
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Australia,  New  Zealand,  Canada,  and 
America;  and  is  it  desirable  that  it  shall 
be  possible  for   people  there  to  say — 
*'  The  British  House  of  Commons  will 
not  even  discuss  the  affairs  of  Ireland. 
So  intent  are  they  on  altering  •their  Holes 
that  they  decline  even  to  devote  one  day 
a  week  to  the  consideration  of  Irish 
questions."  Surely  that  is  a  very  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  Home  Hole,  that 
even  one  day  a  week — those  days  havinf^ 
been  already  secured  by  the  Ballot — are 
to  be  taken  from  the  Irish  Gt)vemment. 
It  must  no  be  forgotten  that  this  will 
constitute  an  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Home  Bule  Party,  not  merely  in  our 
mouths,  but  in  those  of  our  sympathizers 
in  the  Press,   and    for  every  English- 
speaking  commimity  in  the  world  which 
has  an  Assembly  modelled  on  the  in- 
stitutions   of  this  Mother  Parliament. 
Th^y  will  be  able  to  say — **  Ireland  can 
always  be  put  out  in  the  cold  by  the 
simple  assertion  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons desire  to  remodel  their  Rules."     I 
am  not  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
House  has  a  very  ardent  desire  to  change 
its  Bules,  or  that  there  is  any  abaolnte 
necessity  for    a  change  of   Bules,    or 
that  that  is  a  matter  of  very  great  con- 
cern.     It  is   even    desiraole    for  the 
Irish  landlords  themselves    that    they 
should  have  the  safety-valve  of  discus- 
sion in  this  House.    I  fail  to  see  that 
the  question  of  the  New  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure is  a  matter  of  urgent  iniportanoe. 
In  the  first  place,  the  House  of  Commons 
is  supposed  to  have  existed  for  700  or 
800  years.   To  a  certain  extent  its  Bnles 
are  simply  legendary;  but  ever  since 
the  time  of  Elizabeth,  at  any  rate,  there 
have  been  well-understood  Bules,  and 
legislation  has  been  able  to  go  on  reiy 
well  without  New  Bules,  and  to  get  on 
very  well  too.    Twenty    years   ago— I 
was  not  then  a  Member  of  this  Hoose, 
but  I  took  great  interest  in  the  Proce- 
dure of  Parliament,  and  in  its  debates ; 
and  I  know  that  all  the  London  papers 
at  that  time  were  agreed  that  no  House 
of  Commons  would  ever  be  able  to  pass 
more  than  one  great  measure  in  the 
course  of  a  single  Session ;  but  by  con- 
centrating their  resources  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  were  able  to  do  that.    That  has 
certainly  been  the  state  of  affairs  for  the 
last  eight  or  nine  years.    Any  Gbvem- 
ment  which  takes  an  interest  in  any  par- 
ticular subject  can  pass  one  bigmeasore^ 
and  is  probably  able  to  pass,  in  addition. 
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a  number  of  small  measures.    In  the 
face  of  an  active  and  energetic  Opposi- 
tion, however,  they  are  not  able  to  pass 
two  or  three  large  measures  in  the  course 
of  a  single  Session.    I  believe  that  the 
capacity  of  the  Government  to  pass  great 
measures  is  now  precisely  the  same  that 
it  has  been  for  the  last  20  or  25  years ; 
and  the  talk  of  Obstruction  is,  to  a  great 
extent,  a  fiction  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    Although  my  experience  of 
the  House  of  Commons  is  not  so  long  as 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea, 
I  sat  in  the  same  Parliament  as  that 
which  first  introduced  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  into  the  House,  and  that 
18  the  opinion  whii^h  my  experience  has 
enabled  me  to  form.    I  have  been  told 
by  a  Conservative  Member  that  the  free- 
dom of  this  House  was  utterly  crushed 
when  your   Predecessor  in  Office,  Sir, 
required  an  hon.  Member  to  second  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. In  previous  years  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  make  that  Motion  without  a 
Seconder.    But  in  the  course  of  the  last 
20  or  25  years  our  privileges  have  been 
gradually  curtailed,  and  a  Seconder  is 
required  before  a  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  can  be  moved. 
Another  Conservative  Member  of  much 
weight  in  the  House,  but  whose  name 
it  is  unnecessary  to  give,  although  I 
have  no  objection  to  give  it  privately  if 
desired,  has  protested  to  me  against  the 
evil  which  will  be  done  if  any  Bules  are 
passed  which  are  likely  to    limit   the 
privileges  of  Members  of  this  House. 
Even  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  himself  has  pointed  out  what 
sweeping    Badical  measures  might  be 
carried  if  the  Bules  were  changed,  and 
the  Government,  by  a  mechanical  ma- 
jority, were  able  to  overbear  every  op- 
position.    My  own  opinion  is  that  the 
Conservative  Party  are  taking  a  rash 
step  in  altering  the  old  Eules  of  this 
House ;  but  the  deleterious  effect  of  the 
Bules  themselves  is  not  so  much  the 
question  as  the  immediate  harm  they 
will  do  by  their  mere  discussion  during 
the  next  four  or  five  weeks.    We  can- 
not alter  Bules    which   have    been  in 
force  for     300   or  400  years    without 
a   considerable    amount    of     delibera- 
tion   and  discussion.      The    discussion 
of  these  Bules  may  occupy  the  House 
during  the  next  five  or  six  weeks,  and 
during  that  time  every  reform  on  every 
other  matter  will   be  hung  up.    As  a 


Bepresentative  of  L*eland,  I  am  much 
concerned  at  the  prospect;  and  I  con- 
sider it  a  matter  of  much  importance 
that,  having  secured  the  first  place  in 
the  Ballot,  we  should  be  shut  out  from 
having  a  discussion  upon  Irish  affairs. 
I,  therefore,  request  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  to  reconsider  his  decision 
on  this  point,  so  far  as  the  Wednesday 
Sittings  are  concerned.    If  the  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  their  determination,  an 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  will 
be  unable  to  bring  on  any  question  as  to 
naval    affairs.     My  hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
will  find  himself  in  the  same  boat  when 
he  desires  to  raise  the  question  of  jury- 
packing  in  Ireland.      The  Poor  Law 
Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill  stands  for  the 
2nd  of  March ;  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  (1881)   Amendment    Bill   for   the 
16th ;  the  County  Gt)vernment  (Ireland) 
Bill  for  the  same  day ;  the  Liquor  Traffic 
(Local  Veto)  Bill  for  the  6th  of  April ; 
and  the  Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  Bill  is 
the  second  Bill  for  the  20th  of  April. 
These  Bills  are  of  the  highest  import- 
ance ;  but  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury at  one  fell  swoop  gets  rid  of  the 
whole  of  them,  and,  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land, declines  to  spare  one.     We  should 
be  satisfied  merely  to  discuss  our  griev- 
ances.    We  might  be  out- voted,  but 
we  should  not  be  in  a  position  to  say 
that  we  had  not  been  listened  to.    I 
think  that  any  temporary   Party    ad- 
vantage which  may  be  gained  by  closing 
our  mouths  will  be  more  than  counter- 
balanced by  the  f  eelino^  of  dissatisfaction 
which  will  be  created.     I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  there  may  be  much  external 
danger  in  denying  an  opportunity  for 
free  discussion ;    and  I    would    again 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  allow  the  Irish  Members,  at  least,  one 
day.    I  know  there  will  be  a  strong 
feeling  in  Ireland  when  it  is  known  that 
Irish  questions  are  to  be  ignored  alto- 
gether while  we  are  engaged  in  discuss- 
ing our  own  Bules,  and  are  practically 
standing  still.     At  the  present  moment 
the  House  of  Commons  enjoys  greater 
power  than  it    ever    enjoyed    at    any 
former  period  of  its  history.   The  House 
of  Lords  is,  of  course,  a  mere  second 
Chamber  for  the  purpose  of  revision ;  but, 
as  a  Chamber  with  real  power,  there  is 
nothing  to  compare  with  the  House  of 
Commons.    Yet  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  tie  up  our  hands  for  the 
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next  fiye  or  six  weeks,  so  far  as  legiti- 
mate work  is  concerned.  If  we  con- 
sidered the  Bules  of  Procedure  on  four 
or  five  days  each  week,  and  devoted,  at 
least,  one  to  the  general  affairs  of  the 
nation,  we  should  be  able  to  maintain 
our  position  in  the  country.  We  are 
only  wasting  time  by  discussing  the 
fashion  in  which  we  are  to  effect  a  par- 
ticular object.  In  the  long  run,  the 
House  of  Commons  will  be  found  to  be 
quite  capable  of  setting  any  grievance 
right ;  but,  at  the  present  moment,  events 
are  marching  on  very  fast.  "We  have  got 
Socialism  in  London 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  really 
travelling  beyond  the  Question.  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to 
keep  to  that  Question. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  do  not  propose 
to  trespass  much  longer  upon  the  time 
of  the  House,  and  I  must  apologize  to 
you,  Sir,  for  having  strayed  into  a 
general  discussion.  I  have  already 
pointed  out  the  immense  necessity  of 
some  reform  in  the  Irish  Land  Law,  and 
in  the  Poor  Laws  of  that  country.  At 
any  rate,  I  feel  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  for  the  discussion  of 
those  questions,  so  that  the  Irish  people 
may  know  that  their  Bepresentatives 
have  had  a  full  and  ample  opportunity 
of  stating  their  grievances.  As  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  think  that  I  ought  not 
longer  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  I  will,  of  course,  bow  to  your 
ruling. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWEE  (Waterford,  E.)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  my  hon. 
Friend  and  Leader  the  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  made  a  very 
reasonable  proposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  sincerely  trust  that  in  the 
interest  of  peace  in  Ireland 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER :  I  was  saying  I 
sincerely  trust  that  in  the  interest  of 
peace  in  Ireland  the  Government  may 
see  their  way  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  In  substance,  all 
that  my  hon.  Friend  asks  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  they  should  give  three  and 
a-half  hours'  consideration  on  Wednes- 
day next  to  the  Irish  Bill  which  has  first 
place  on  that  day.  In  conformity  with 
the  Bules  the  House  will  not  meet  until 

Colonel  Kohn 


2    o'clock    on    Wednesday    next — Ash 
Wednesday — so  that  there  cannot   be 
more  than  three  hours  and  a-half  dift- 
cussion,  and  that  is  all  we  ask.     It  is 
not  competent  for  me  to  discuss  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  the  second  readings  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  desires  to  xnoTe 
on  Wednesday ;  but  I  may  say  that  if 
the  Government  were  to  accept  the  mea- 
sure they  would  thus  do  more  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  in  Ireland  than  they  can 
possibly  do  through  the  operation  of  the 
proposed  New  Bules  of  Procedure.    The 
Government  complain  of  the  length  of 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
on  the  Address ;  but  when  they  do  that 
they  should  remember  that  some  years 
ago,  when  they  were  in  Opposition,  they 
were  not  averse  to  give  us  an  examjfJ^ 
of  how  to  prolong  the  debate  upon  the 
Address.    As  a  matter  of  fact.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  was  such  as  to  niake  it 
necessary  for  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  take  up  a  certain  portion  of 
the  time  of  the  House  in  discussiDg  it 
Indeed,  I  think  it  will  be  generally  ad- 
mitted that  the  Eoyal  Speech  was  as 
verbose  a  one  as  was  ever  framed ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  one  of  the  most  m- 
satisfactory.    It  dealt  with  little  or  no- 
thing of  interest.    Moreover,  when  the 
Government  charge  us  with  const&miag 
the  time  of  the  House  unneceasanij, 
they  should  remember  that  they  aad 
their  supporters  have  themselves  ooa- 
sumed  a  great  deal  of  time.     Now,  tk« 
practical  effect  of  the  Motion  which  Xht 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  haa  ma^ 
will  be  to  bring  legislation  to  a  stand- 
still— while  we  are  discussing  the  Holes 
of  Procedure  all  the  useful  legislatios 
which  this  country  and  Ireland  so  mo^ 
require  will  be  brought  to  a  standstill. 
We  have  not  forgotten  that  not  niaaT 
years  since  it  took  the  whole  of  a  special 
Session  to  pass  certain  Bules  of  Phws- 
dure ;  and  I  ask  the  House  how  loag  xi 
the  discussion  of  the  New  Bules  oov 
proposed  likely  to  occupy  ?    The  pro- 
posed Bules  are  drastic  in  the  extieiBe. 
and  they  propose  to  very  greatlj  cartaii 
the  Privileges  of  private  Membra.    1 
venture  to  say  that  when  they  do  oomt 
on  for  discussion  the  New  Kales  wSi 
be  vigorously  opposed;  and  instead  e( 
being  passed  in  a  short  time,  as  the  Gu- 
vernment  seem  to  suppose,  thej  will  not 
be  adopted  until  some  weeks  have  elsparf 
As  was  pointed  out  by  the  hon .  and  gallsst 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Gal- 
waj  (Colonel  Nolan),  the  public  at  large 
are  very  little  concerned  in  the  Procedure 
of  this  House.  Tbey  wish  to  see  legis- 
lation ;  but  the  friends  of  the  Govern- 
ment naturally  say  that  the  first  step  to- 
wards the  passing  of  useful  legislative 
measures  is  the  adoption  of  the  New 
Bules  of  Procedure,  and  the  consequent 
curtailment  of  the  Privileges  of  private 
Members.  I  predict  that  they  are 
wrong  in  their  forecast,  and  that  the 
Bules  which  the  Government  propose  to 
bring  into  force,  with  a  view  of  enabling 
them  to  pass  their  own  measures,  will 
be  found  to  have  a  contrary  effect ;  that 
80  far  from  expediting  Business  they 
will  be  found  to  retard  Business.  It 
would  have  been  much  better  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  have  shown  a  more  conciliatory 
disposition  towards  those  who  belong 
to  the  minority  in  the  House.  He  may 
for  the  moment  possibly  obtain  a  vic- 
tory ;  but  it  will  oe  a  dear  victory.  If 
he  secures  the  passing  of  the  New 
Bules  he  will  not  be  one  whit  nearer  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question  than  he  is 
to-day.  There  was  one  remark  which  fell 
from  him  which  was  very  unsatisfactory 
to  us.  Beplying  to  the  Question  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  he  said  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  state  precisely  what  Busi- 
ness the  Government  might  think  im- 
portant ;  while  he  added  that  important 
Business  would  be  taken.  Now,  the 
proposal  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  lays  before  the  House 
for  its  acceptance  is  shortly  this — that,  at 
any  rate,  it  should  not  allow  the  Go- 
vernment to  absorb  next  Wednesday. 
Next  Wednesday  we,  by  the  fortune  of 
the  Ballot,  haye  first  place  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act, 
1881,  Amendment  Bill ;  and  we  know 
from  personal  experience,  and  from  the 
reports  which  are  reaching  us  daily, 
that  some  reform  of  this  Act  is  actually 
necessary,  if  peace  is  to  be  preserved  in 
Ireland.  The  very  telegrams  which  my 
hon.  Friend  read  in  proposing  his 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  must  convince  you  that  we 
are  in  the  midst  of  a  g^eat  agrarian 
crisis  in  Ireland,  and  that  unless  some- 
thing is  done  in  the  shape  of  the  Bill 
which  is  down  for  second  reading  next 
Wednesday,  that  crisis  will  daily  increase 


in  gravity.  For  this  reason,  and  for 
many  others,  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  intend  to  ofier  the  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  absorb  the  time  which 
usually  belongs  to  private  Members,  and 
to  thereby  encroach  upon  the  Privileges 
of  Members  of  this  House.  We  know 
that  every  great  reform  which  has  been 
passed  in  this  country,  or  in  any  other 
country,  has  had  its  origin  in  a  minority. 
You  will  generally  find  brave  and  daring 
spirits  who  lead  the  way  in  great  re- 
forms— they  must  necessarily  be  so— in 
a  minority  at  first ;  but  as  time  wears  on 
they  gain  in  strength,  and  that  which 
was  scouted  a  few  years  previously  as 
impracticable  becomes  the  question  of 
the  day.  Now,  we  know  from  experi- 
ence that  if  the  Government  obtain 
their  present  wish,  they  will  with  their 
large  majority,  unfortunately  recruited 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  pass  these  Procedure 
Bules,  and  that,  when  once  they  have 
passed  them,  they  will  enforce  them 
with  a  hand  of  iron.  We  know  from 
experience  that  Ireland  and  the  Irish 
Members  are  not  in  the  odour  of  sanctity 
on  the  other  side,  and  that  the  Bules 
will  be  exercised  with  rigour  towards 
Ireland,  and  towards  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives.  Consequently,  we  believe 
that  it  is  our  duty,  in  the  interest  of  Ire- 
land, to  offer  every  opposition  that  we 
can  to  the  Motion  which  the  Leader  of 
the  House  has  proposed.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  Go- 
vernment imagine  that  if  they  obtain  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  absorb  the  time  of 
private  Members,  they  will  be  consider- 
ably nearer  the  solution  of  the  Irish 
Question,  inasmuch  as  they  will  secure 
the  power  of  gagging  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives.  Events  will  prove  that  the 
Government  are  wrong  in  that  opinion, 
and  that  if  the  Bules  are  exercised 
against  us,  so  far  from  the  Government 
being  nearer  the  solution  of  the  Irish 
Question,  they  will  be  further  off  than 
ever.  We  believe  that  the  Bill,  the 
second  reading  of  which  my  hon.  Friend 
desires  to  move  on  Wednesday,  will  tide 
us  over,  to  a  g^eat  extent,  a  serious 
difficulty  in  Ireland,  because  we  know 
upon  the  very  best  authority  that  many 

of  the  evictions 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  now  been  speaking 
for  some  time,  but  has  not  at  all  touched 
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the  subject  before  the  House.  I  must 
warn  him  to  address  himself  to  the 
Question. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  :  I  am  sorry,  Sir, 
I  was  not  dealing  with  the  Amendment 
before  the  House.  Now,  another  impor- 
tant measure  is  set  down  for  an  earlv 
Wednesday,  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill — a  Bill  which 
interests  very  considerably  the  people  in 
this  country.  The  Leasehold  Enfran- 
chisement Bill  has  also  been  put  down 
for  the  same  day ;  and  another  Bill  in 
which  we  are  very  interested,  and  which 
we  are  anxious  to  speak  upon,  is  the 
Belfast  Government  Bill,  and  that  is 
fixed  for  another  Wednesday.  If  the 
Government  carry  this  Motion,  we  shall 
be  excluded  from  speaking  on  these 
important  matters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House,  in 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell), 
said  that  he  had  given  timely  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  this  Besolution, 
and  in  proof  of  that  he  said  that  at  a 
quarter  to  6  last  evening  he  gave 
Notice  of  the  Motion.  Technically,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  give  24  hours' 
Notice ;  but  it  must  bo  recollected 
that  the  Motion  is  one  of  the  greatest 
importance ;  and,  therefore,  it  would  not 
have  been  unreasonable  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  us  a  considerably 
longer  Notice,  and  thus  have  afforded 
hon.  Members  ample  opportunity  of 
forming  an  opinion  with  regard  to  it. 
I  hope  that  when  the  Government 
calmly  consider  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  they  will  see 
that  it  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  one 
made  in  the  interest  of  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. We  are  very  often  accused,  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  of  being 
unfavourable  to  the  peace  of  Ireland ; 
but  I  think  that,  by  the  measures  we 
bring  forward  from  time  to  time,  we 
prove  conclusively  that  we  are  most 
anxious  to  preserve  peace  in  Ireland. 
It  is  really  those  who  reject  what 
we  know  to  be  reasonable  measures 
who  are  responsible  for  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  our  country. 
We  now  appeal  to  the  House  to  allow 
us  to  do  wnat  we  fully  believe  will 
conduce  to  the  peace  of  Ireland.  Last 
November  we  told  you  that  the  passing 
of  the  Tenants'  Belief  Bill  would  have 
a  salutary  effect  in  Ireland.  Events 
have  justified  our  action.  What  has 
occurred  during  the  wintar  is  solely  at- 

Jtfr.  Speaker 


tributable  to  yourselves.  Under  the 
circumstances  —  though  certainly  we 
have  no  reason  to  expect  very  mQeh 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  liaT- 
ing  regard  to  what  we  have  received 
from  them  in  the  past — we  do  expect, 
in  the  interest  of  the  preservation  of 
peace,  that  you  will  give  us  next 
Wednesday  for  the  consideration  of  a 
measure  most  important  to  the  ag:ri- 
cultural  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  to  the 
well-being  of  the  country  at  lar^. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (EdinburgH.  R) 
said,  he  hoped  that,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances, the  Government  would  make 
the  concession  which  had  been  asked 
from  them  in  moderate  terms  by  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  told  them 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  say  that  his 
Motion  had  been  sprung  upon  the 
House,  and  that  they  had  been  given 
Notice  of  it  at  the  beginning  of  the  See- 
Now,  although  those  Resolntioos 


sion. 


might  have  been  in  sight  for  a  long 
time,  still  a  difference  was  made  when 
they  were  suddenly  taken  from  their 
position  of  rest,  and  it  was  proposed  at 
once  to  make  use  of  them.  If  he  had 
seen  a  gun  in  his  neighbour's  house  for 
weeks  and  weeks,  ana  if  one  day,  when 
he  called  again,  the  neighbour  suddenly 
took  the  weapon  of  war  and  presented 
it  at  his  head,  it  would  not  do  to  tell  him 
that  his  neighbour  had  not  suddenly 
sprung  the  gun  upon  him  because  he 
had  seen  it  there  for  weeks  before.  Yet 
that  seemed  to  him  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  liord  of 
the  Treasury.  No  doubt  these  Resolu- 
tions had  been  before  them,  but  they 
had  been  hoping  that  they  were  in  the 
dim  and  distant  future.  If  they  were 
suddenly  taken,  and  made  use  of^  as 
they  had  been  that  evening,  he  would 
say  they  had  heed  sprung  upon  the 
House.  The  whole  transaction  im- 
pressed him  most  unfavourably.  It  had 
to  him  the  appearance  of  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  trick.  The  purpose  evi- 
dently was  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
general  discussions  which  might  be  of 
very  great  importance,  not  only  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  the  country  at  large.  He 
did  not  see,  for  his  part,  that  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  the  announcement 
should  have  been  made  for  any  altera- 
tion of  the  Bules  of  Procedure.  Hm 
reason  alleged    was  the  experience  of 
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last  Session;  but,  as  a  new  observer, 
who  considered  carefully  what  went  on 
before  him,  he  could  not  say  he  had  seen 
much  of  any  discussion  that  was  un- 
reasonably beyond  the  necessities  of  the 
case  that  was  being  discussed.  If,  then, 
that  was  the  reason,  he  could  only  draw 
the  inference  that  they  were  not  to  be  at 
liberty  to  discuss  minutely  the  Estimates, 
because,  so  far  as  he  remembered,  the 
necessity  placed  on  the  Speaker  from 
time  to  time,  to  keep  hon.  Members 
strictly  within  the  Eules  of  Order,  de- 
veloped itself  chiefly  in  the  discussion  of 
the  f^stimates.  He  should,  therefore, 
look  forward  with  a  degree  of  alarm  to 
the  contingency  that  might  arise  when 
duty  imposed  on  the  Eepresentative  of  a 
particular  constituency  to  draw  attention 
minutely  to  Estimates  specially  affecting 
his  particular  locality ;  and  that  alarm 
was  not  at  all  allayed  by  the  assurance 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  deprive  private  Members  of 
their  rights.  He  (Mr.  Wallace)  believed 
that  it  was  quite  possible  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  not  harbouring  any  un- 
constitutional designs ;  but  he  would  re- 
quire something  more  explicit  than 
simply  a  general  declaration  of  his 
benevolent  inteutions  with  respect  to 
private  Members  to  make  him  confident 
that  there  was  no  danger  lurking  under 
the  determination  he  had  taken  to  press 
on  thobO  Procedure  Bules  with  all  the 
speed  that  the  House  would  give.  It 
occurred  to  him  that  it  was  not  unreason- 
able on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  to  ask  the  concession 
which  was  implied  in  their  Amendment, 
considering  the  amount  of  time  that 
seemed  to  be  proposed  for  the  discussion 
of  these  Eules  of  Procedure.  He  (Mr. 
Wallace)  thought  the  Government  were 
asking  too  much  when  they  asked  the 
whole  time  of  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  estimated  that  four  or  five 
weeks  would  be  required  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bules  of  Procedure; 
but  the  conclusion  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  had 
come  to  upon  that  was  that  it  would  be 
from  eight  to  ten  weeks.  In  reality  it 
seemed  to  him  the  effect  of  these  Pro- 
cedure Besolutions,  unless  they  were 
very  carefully  modified  by  the  jealous 
regard  of  the  House  for  its  own  liber- 
ties and  interests 


Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  House  is  not 
discussing  now  the  Bules  of  Prosedure, 
and  it  would  be  out  of  Order  to  refer  to 
them  in  detail. 

Mb.  WALLA.CE,  continuing,  said, 
that  without  dealing  with  the  Bules  of 
Procedure  themselves,  and  merely  hav- 
ing respect  to  the  danger  from  the 
amount  of  time  that  might  be  required 
for  their  consideration,  he  thought  it  was 
not  unreasonable  to  ask  the  Government 
that  a  little  portion  of  the  time  which 
they  proposed  to  ask  for  their  considera- 
tion should  be  given  to  Ireland,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  special  claims  which  it 
had  in  present  emergencies  as  contrasted 
with  the  other  parts  of  the  country.  He 
could  not  forget  that  the  position  of  Ire- 
land and  of  the  Irishpeople  was  one  of 
peculiar  injustice.  He  believed  at  this 
moment  the  Irish  people  should  be  en- 
trusted with  the  management  of  their 
o w  n  affai  rs 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entirely  out  of  Order  in  discussing 
the  question  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  WALLACE  said,  he  had  pur- 
posed  to  give,  as  a  reason  for  offering  this 
concession  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  that 
there  was  a  natural  feeling  of  disap- 
pointment in  the  Irish  mind  in  connec- 
tion with  proceedings  which  had  taken 
place  in  that  House,  which  seemed  to  him 
to  differentiate  the  case  of  Ireland  very 
broadly  from  the  case  of  Wales.  Both 
sides  were  anxious  that  something  should 
be  done  in  regard  to  leaseholders  in  Ire- 
land, whose  interests  were  involved  in 
the  Amendment  under  consideration ; 
and  he  could  not  see  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could,  on  the  ground  of 
expected  danger  or  difficulty,  refuse  this 
concession  when  there  was  no  difficultv 
to  be  apprehended.  He  was  not  called 
upon  to  make  the  same  refusal  as  in  the 
case  of  Wales.  He  ventured,  therefore, 
to  express  the  hope  that  the  Government 
would  not,  out  of  a  mere  attachment  to 
what  they  considered  uniformity  of 
treatment  all  over  the  country,  refuse  to 
make  an  exception  in  this  matter.  The 
question  of  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  on  a  totally 
different  footing  from  that  of  the  lease- 
holders in  Ireland,  so  far  as  discussion 
and  sympathy  were  concerned.  The 
Government  might,  in  the  most  reason- 
able way,  be  alarmed  at  the  prospect  of 
a  discussion  devoted  to  the  question  of 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church  in 
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Wales.  [CriMo/**  Divide!"]  He  pro- 
posed, in  spite  of  the  interruptions  from 
the  other  side,  to  proceed  with  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty.  He  considered  it 
perfectly  reasonable,  from  their  point  of 
view,  that  the  Government  should  refuse 
to  allow  discussion  on  Dissestablishment 
in  Wales  to  be  interpolated  into  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bales  of  Procedure. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  twice  reminded  the  ton.  Member 
that  he  is  dealing  most  irrelevantly  with 
the  subject  before  the  House,  and  I  must 
now  direct  him  to  discontinue  his  speech. 

The  hon.  Membeb  thereupon  resumed 
bis  Re  at 

Mr.  *T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  rise  to  prolong  the 
discussion,  but  simply  to  draw  attention 
to  one  fact.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  in  intro- 
ducing the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  made  a  very  strong  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders.  The 
hon.  Member  said  nothing  in  regard  to 
Irish  leaseholders  that  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  was  not  prepared  to  endorse. 
He  was  also  prepared  to  join  the  hon. 
Member  in  any  reasonable  appeal  to  the 
Government  asking  for  facilities  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  Irish  leaseholds ; 
but  he  could  not  refrain  from  asking, 
was  this  a  reasonable  appeal  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  made  to  the 
Government  that  evening  ?  The  House 
had  already  refused  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  of  Dis- 
establishing the  Church  in  Wales.  Hon. 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  the  exist- 
ence of  an  Established  Church  in  the 
Principality  had  voted  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea.  Was  it  then,  he 
asked  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, likely  that  the  House  would 
concede  to  Ireland  what  it  had  dis- 
tinctly refused  to  Wales?  Was  it  a 
reasonable  appeal  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  to  the  Government  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  not  the 
only  Member  of  the  House  who  had 
displayed  interest  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  leaseholders.  He  wished  to  point 
out,  in  two  sentences,  what  had  already 
occurred  this  Session  on  this  matter. 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  himself  had 
introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and 
that  Bill  would  have  been  discussed, 
and  in  all  probability  read  a  second 

Mr,  Wallace 


time  by  the  House,  but  for  the  action  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gan^waj. 
He  just  wished  to  point  oat  to  the 
House  that  while  this  appeal  was  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders  it 
was  as  likely  to  do  those  leaseholders 
harm  as  to  do  them  any  good.  While 
he  was  ready  to  join  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  any  reasonable  appeal  to  the 
Government  on  behalf  of  those  ia  whom 
he  was  interested,  he  was  not  willing  to 
go  through  the  farce  of  marchingthroogh 
the  Division  Lobbies  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  support  of  that  appeal 
when  he  knew  it  was  perfectly  useless, 
and  likely  to  do  harm  instead  of  good. 

Mb.  MURPHY(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  he  repudiated  the  suggestion  that 
they  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell) ;  they  had  taken  no  part  in 
blocking  that  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  based  his  case  on  the  grave 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  condition  of  that  country 
would  be  governed  very  much  in  the 
future  by  the  action  of  the  Government, 
which  would  act  and  re-act  on  the  mind 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  Government 
had  promised  the  Report  of  the  Hojal 
Commission  dealing  with  the  agrarian 
difficulties  in  Ireland ;  but  the  result  of 
interposing  the  discussion  of  the  Holes 
of  Procedure  would  be  to  destroy  say 
chance  which  the  House  might  have 
had  of  considering  its  recommendatioos. 
This  might  suit  the  policy  of  the  Tory 
Party,  which,  in  reality,  was  to  initiate 
no  legislation  whatever.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  accede  to  the  reque^l 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  he 
thought  that  some  earnest  would  be 
given  to  the  Irish  people  that  serious 
legislation  of  some  kind  in  regard  to 
Ireland  was  to  be  proceeded  with  in  thii 
Parliament. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid} 
said,  that  were  it  not  for  the  negligenoe 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  in  not  getting  bis 
Bill  printed,  it  would  have  been  facili- 
tated before  it  was  blocked  by  Members 
of  the  Tory  Party.  It  so  happened  that 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party  had  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House  two  Bills  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  leaseholdexs,  and 
also  with  broader  issues  on  the  Land 
Question.  The  first  of  those  Bills  was 
set  down  for  the  23rd  instant,  and  tlM 
second  for  the  16th  of  March.    If  tiia 
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Motion  of  the  Goyemment  was  adopted, 
those  Bills  would  be  thrown  aside  with- 
out any  reasonable  probability  of  their 
beinfc  read  a  second  time  this  Session. 
Would  the  hon.  Member  assist  in  throw- 
ing out  these  measures  by  voting  for  the 
Motion  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Jjoader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  ?  He  maintained  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  not  blocked  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone; 
on  the  contrary,  two  supporters  of  the 
Government,  who  might  be  considered 
the  allies  of  the  hon.  Member,  if  not  his 
Colleagues,  had  taken  measures  to  block 
the  progress  of  the  hon.  Member's  Bill. 
But  another  Bill  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  more 
particularly  interested  than  in  laud  agi- 
tation would  suffer  if  the  Motion  were 
adopted — that  was  the  Liquor  Traffic 
(Ulster)  Local  Veto  Bill.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had,  on  a  recent  occasion,  given 
up  in  an  ostentatious  fashion  the  apostle- 
ship  of  temperance ;  but  perhaps  a  little 
of  the  old  love  yet  remained  to  induce 
him  to  keep,  by  his  vote,  that  measure 
from  destruction.  He  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny) 
protested  against  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  an  encroachment  upon  the 
rights  of  private  Members. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that  a 
measure  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance to  the  Irish  people  was  down 
for  Wednesday,  the  16th  instant;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
carried  his  Motion  they  would  lose 
the  day  for  the  discussion  of  that  Bill. 
There  was  a  still  more  important  mea- 
sure set  down  for  the  following  Wed- 
nesday, the  23rd  instant — the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  which  dealt  with  all  the  rights 
connected  with  the  land,  and  those  im- 
provements in  which  the  Irish  people  at 
the  present  time  took  such  a  deep  inte- 
rest. The  Government  were  never  tired 
of  telling  them  they  were  desirous  of 
bringing  forward  legislation  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
Why  were  they  going  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Members  from  bringing  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  ?  If  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  were  adopted,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  deal  with  this  important  ques- 
tion. The  opportunity  would  be  lost, 
and  in  the  hurry-skurry  of  a  long  Ses- 
sion such  an  opportunity  might  never 
occur  again.    Another  important  mea- 


sure had  been  arranged  to  be  brought 
forward  by  the  Irish  Members  relating 
to  the  bad  system  of  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Ireland  ;  but  not  one 
of  these  measures  for  the  improvement 
of  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people 
could  be  advanced  if  the  proposed  Eules 
of  Procedure  were  adopted.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  his  way  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) 
said,  he  thouglit  the  present  moment  a 
most  inopportune  one  for  bringing  for- 
ward such  a  Motion  as  that  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  serious  in  his 
statement  that  he  was  anxious  to  ap- 
proach the  Irish  Question,  why  did  he 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  ?  In  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  it  was  im- 
perative that  the  Government  should 
state  what  their  remedial  or  coercive 
measures  might  be.  At  the  present 
moment,  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the 
other,  there  was  nothing  but  distress, 
nothing  but  disturbance ;  and  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  Government  to  bring 
forward  their  measures  to  ameliorate  the 
distress,  or  put  an  end  to  the  disturb- 
ance. The  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  consider  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  have  a  bad  effect 
— it  would  induce  the  Irish  people  to 
take  their  minds  and  their  eyes  off  that 
Assembly,  and  to  seek  again  the  redress 
of  their  grievances  by  other  methods. 
The  time  had  arrived  when  every  private 
Member  of  the  House  ought  to  take  his 
stand  against  the  Eules  of  Procedure. 
He  protested  against  the  Government 
taking  steps  which  would  prevent  the 
Irish  Memoers  from  bringing  in  a  Bill 
placing  the  leaseholders  of  Ireland  within 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  107 ;  Noes 
212:  Majority  105. 


Abraham,  W. 
Abraham,  W. 

rick,  W.) 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  T.  D. 
Bradlauffh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 


AYES. 

(Qlam.)    Brown,  A.  L. 
(lime-    Byrne,  G.  M. 

Cameron,  C. 

Campbell,  U. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

Cobb,  H.  P. 

Coleridge,  hon.  B, 
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Wales.  [  Cries  of  *  *  Divide ! "  ]  He  pro- 
posed, in  spite  of  the  interruptions  from 
the  other  side,  to  proceed  with  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty.  He  considered  it 
perfectly  reasonable,  from  their  point  of 
view,  that  the  Government  should  refuse 
to  allow  discussion  on  Dissestablishment 
in  Wales  to  be  interpolated  into  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bules  of  Procedure. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  twice  reminded  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  is  dealing  most  irrelevantly  with 
the  subject  before  the  House,  and  I  must 
now  direct  him  to  discontinue  his  speech. 

The  hon.  Membeb  thereupon  resumed 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,   he  did  not   rise   to  prolong  the 
discussion,  but  simply  to  draw  attention 
to  one  fact.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork   (Mr.  Parnell),   in  intro- 
ducing    the     Amendment    before    the 
House,  made  a  very  strong  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders.     The 
hon.  Member  said  nothing  in  regard  to 
Irish  leaseholders  that  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  was  not  prepared  to  endorse. 
He  was  also  prepared  to  join  the  hon. 
Member  in  any  reasonable  appeal  to  the 
Government  asking  for  facilities  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  Irish  leaseholds ; 
but  he  could  not  refrain  from  asking, 
was  this  a  reasonable  appeal  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  made  to  the 
Government  that  evening  ?    The  House 
had  already  refused  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  of  Dis- 
establishing the  Church  in  Wales.    Hon. 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  the  exist- 
ence of  an  Established  Church  in  the 
Principality  had  voted  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea.     Was  it  then,  he 
asked  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way,   likely    that    the    House    would 
concede  to  Ireland    what  it  had   dis- 
tinctly refused  to  Wales?    Was  it  a 
reasonable  appeal  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  to   the   Government  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders?  The 
hon.    Member  for   Cork   was  not  the 
only  Member  of   the  House  who  had 
displayed  interest  in   the  case  of   the 
Irish  leaseholders.     He  wished  to  point 
out,  in  two  sentences,  what  had  already 
occurred  this  Session  on  this  matter. 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  himself  had 
introduced  a  Bill  on  the   subject,  and 
that  Bill  would  have    been  discussed, 
and  in  all  probability  read  a  second 

Mr.  Wallace 


time  by  the  House,  but  for  the  action  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
He  just  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  while  this  appeal  was  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Irish  leaseholders  it 
was  as  likely  to  do  those  leaseholders 
harm  as  to  do  them  any  good.  While 
he  was  ready  to  join  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  any  reasonable  appeal  to  the 
Government  on  behalf  of  those  in  whom 
he  was  interested,  he  was  not  willing  to 
go  through  the  farce  of  marchingthrou^ 
the  Division  Lobbies  of  the  Hoose  of 
Commons  in  support  of  that  appeal 
when  he  knew  it  was  perfectly  useless, 
and  likely  to  do  harm  instead  of  gnood. 

Mb.  MURPHY(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  he  repudiated  the  suggestion  that 
they  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell) ;  they  had  taken  no  part  in 
blocking  that  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  based  his  case  on  the  grave 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  condition  of  that  coontiy 
would  be  governed  very  much  in  the 
future  by  the  action  of  the  Gk>vemmeot, 
which  would  act  and  re-act  on  the  mind 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  Government 
had  promised  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  dealing  with  the  agraritn 
difficulties  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  result  of 
interposing  the  discussion  of  the  Rules 
of  Procedure  would  be  to  destroy  say 
chance  which  the  House  might  have 
had  of  considering  its  recommendations. 
This  might  suit  the  policy  of  the  Tory 
Party,  which,  in  reality,  was  to  initiate 
no  legislation  whatever.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  accede  to  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  he 
thought  that  some  earnest  would  be 
given  to  the  Irish  people  that  serious 
legislation  of  some  kind  in  regard  to 
Ireland  was  to  be  proceeded  with  in  thk 
Parliament. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
said,  that  were  it  not  for  the  negligence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyront 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  in  not  getting  his 
Bill  printed,  it  would  have  been  facili- 
tated before  it  was  blocked  by  Members 
of  the  Tory  Party.  It  so  happened  that 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party  had  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House  two  Bills  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  leaseholdefs,  snd 
also  with  broader  issues  on  the  Land 
Question.  The  first  of  those  Bills  was 
set  down  for  the  23rd  instant,  and  the 
second  for  the  16th  of  March.    If  the 
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Motion  of  the  Goyernment  was  adopted, 
those  Bills  would  be  thrown  aside  with- 
out any  reasonable  probability  of  their 
beinfc  read  a  second  time  this  Session. 
Would  the  hon.  Member  assist  in  throw- 
ing out  these  measures  by  voting  for  the 
Motion  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  ?  He  maintained  that  the 
Irish  Members  bad  not  blocked  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone; 
on  the  contrary,  two  supporters  of  the 
Government,  who  might  be  considered 
the  allies  of  the  hon.  Member,  if  not  his 
Colleagues,  had  taken  measures  to  block 
the  progress  of  the  hon.  Member's  Bill. 
But  another  Bill  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  more 
particularly  interested  than  in  laud  agi- 
tation would  suffer  if  the  Motion  were 
adopted — that  was  the  Liquor  Traffic 
(Ulster)  Local  Veto  Bill.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had,  on  a  recent  occasion,  given 
up  in  an  ostentatious  fashion  the  apostle- 
ship  of  temperance ;  but  perhaps  a  little 
of  the  old  love  yet  remained  to  induce 
him  to  keep,  by  his  vote,  that  measure 
from  destruction.  He  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny) 
protested  against  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  an  encroachment  upon  the 
rights  of  private  Members. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that  a 
measure  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance to  the  Irish  people  was  down 
for  Wednesday,  the  16th  instant;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
carried  his  Motion  they  would  lose 
the  day  for  the  discussion  of  that  Bill. 
There  was  a  still  more  important  mea- 
sure set  down  for  the  following  Wed- 
nesday, the  23rd  instant — the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  which  dealt  with  all  the  rights 
connected  with  the  land,  and  those  im- 
provements in  which  the  Irish  people  at 
the  present  time  took  such  a  deep  inte- 
rest. The  Government  were  never  tired 
of  telling  them  they  were  desirous  of 
bringing  forward  legislation  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
Why  were  they  going  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Members  from  bringing  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  ?  If  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  were  adopted,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  deal  with  this  important  ques- 
tion. The  opportunity  would  be  lost, 
and  in  the  hurry-skurry  of  a  long  Ses- 
sion such  an  opportunity  might  never 
occur  again.    Another  important  mea- 


sure had  been  arranged  to  be  brought 
forward  by  the  Irish  Members  relating 
to  the  bad  system  of  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Ireland ;  but  not  one 
of  these  measures  for  the  improvement 
of  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people 
could  be  advanced  if  the  proposed  Kules 
of  Procedure  were  adopted.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  his  way  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) 
said,  he  thought  the  present  moment  a 
most  inopportune  one  for  bringing  for- 
ward such  a  Motion  as  that  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  serious  in  his 
statement  that  he  was  anxious  to  ap- 
proach the  Irish  Question,  why  did  he 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  ?  In  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  it  was  im- 
perative that  the  Government  should 
state  what  their  remedial  or  coercive 
measures  might  be.  At  the  present 
moment,  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the 
other,  there  was  nothing  but  distress, 
nothing  but  disturbance ;  and  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  Government  to  bring 
forward  their  measures  to  ameliorate  the 
distress,  or  put  an  end  to  the  disturb- 
ance. The  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  consider  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  have  a  bad  effect 
— it  would  induce  the  Irish  people  to 
take  their  minds  and  their  eyes  off  that 
Assembly,  and  to  seek  again  the  redress 
of  their  grievances  by  other  methods. 
The  time  had  arrived  when  every  private 
Member  of  the  House  ought  to  take  his 
stand  against  the  Bules  of  Procedure. 
He  protested  against  the  Government 
taking  steps  which  would  prevent  the 
Irish  Memoers  from  bringing  in  a  Bill 
placing  the  leaseholders  of  Ireland  within 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  107 ;  Noes 
212:  Majority  105. 
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Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Sir,  I  be- 
lieve  myself  compelled  to  refer,  in  the 
course  of  the  remarks  which  I  propose 
to  make  somewhat  at  length,  to  a  matter 
in  which  I  myself  have  the  deepest  per« 
sonal  interest.  I  know,  Sir,  that  it  will 
be  alleged  that,  in  the  course  which  I 
am  about  to  pursue,  I  am  doing  a  thing 
which  is  most  unusual  and  inconvenient 
— it  will  be  even  said  that  it  is  a  course 
hardly  decent  for  a  Member  of  this 
House  to  pursue.  ['*  Hear,  hear ! "]  I 
find  no  fault  with  that  expression  of 
opinion  from  hon.  Members  opposite; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  that,  before  I  have  concluded 
the  statement  which  I  feel  bound  to  lay 
before  this  House,  even  hon.  Members 
who  have  just  given  expression  to  their 
feelings  in  a  sense  hostile  to  me,  will 
admit  that,  whether  I  am  right  or  whe- 
ther I  am  wrong,  the  circumstances 
which  surround  these  proceedings  in 
Dublin  fully  justify  a  course  which  I 
admit,  nnder  ordinary  circumstances, 
would  be  a  most  improper  and  a  most 
indecent  course— namely,  for  a  man  who 
is  standing  his  trial,  while  that  trial  is 
actually  pending,  to  leave  the  Court  and 
appear  before  this  House  in  order  to  im- 

Epach  the  manner  in  which  that  trial  is 
eing  taken.  Sir,  I  will  now  mention 
what  the  circumstances  of  the  trial  were. 
The  first  point  is  this :  I  was,  in  com- 
pany with  some  friends  of  mine,  ar- 
rested in  the  town  of  Loughrea,  County 
Gal  way,  on  16th  December  last.  I  was 
taken  immediately  before  a  magistrate 
and  committed  for  trial  before  the  Petty 
Sessions  Court  of  the  town  of  Loughrea, 
under  bail.  Two  or  three  days  after- 
wards notice  was  served  upon  me  by  the 
prosecutor  in  that  case,  discharging  me 
of  my  bail ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  no- 
tice was  served,  summoning  me  to  ap- 
pear in  the  police  court  of  the  city  of 
Dublin,  and  after  our  case  was  heard 
there  for  a  considerable  time,  we  were 
duly  committed  to  be  tried  before  the 
Spring  Assizes  in  Ghreen  Street,  in  Dub- 
lin— ^I  myself,  together  with  four  other 
Members  of  this  House — and  the  venue 
was  laid  before  a  city  jury  in  the  city 
of  Dublin.  Let  me  say,  before  proceed- 
ing further,  that  all  the  great  National 
truds  in  Ireland  for  a  period  extending 
over  40  years — indeed,  I  believe  for  a 
much  longer  period — ^have  been  held  in 
the  city  of  Dublin  before  a  city  jury. 
Trials  of  every  imaginable  complexion 


Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  E.  J. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowhray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  K. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Molholland,  H.  L. 
Montz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  ViBOOunt 
Noble,  W. 
N  orris,  £.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plnnket,  right  hon.  D. 

R. 
Plunkctt,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch.  Miyor  F.  C. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  ISir  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Salt,  T. 


Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
8eton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache^,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  G.  F. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  E.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,N. 

Wortiey,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

TBLLBKS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  K. 


Main  Question  put. 

Jietolvedf  That  the  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posed Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of 
all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion  on 
erery  day  on  which  the  consideration  of  those 
Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  will  be,  per- 
haps,  for  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
if  1  state  that  I  propose  to  put  down 
these  Besolutions  for  consideration  on 
Monday  next,  in  the  hope  and  confident 
assurance  that  the  Address  will  be  dis- 
posed of  to-night  in  its  present  stage, 
and  the  Beport  on  the  Address  to- 
morrow* 

ORDERS    OF    TEE  DAT. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOXTRNED  DEBATB.    [SIXTEENTH  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  January.] — 
[See  page  84.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  reeumed. 

YOL.  OOOX.        [tBXKD  ORIBi.] 
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— of  the  jpreatest  possible  gravity — the 
State  Trials  of  1848,  the  Fenian  Trials, 
the  FhoBnix  Park  Trials,  the  Maam- 
trasna  Trials,  and  a  variety  of  other 
trials  which  were  moved    from  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  were  held  in  the  city 
of  Dublin  ;  and  during  that  long  period, 
during  which  there  prevailed  in  Lreland 
the  greatest  and  most  intense  excite- 
ment, no  Crown  lawyer  has  ever  risen 
in  this  House  to  complain  that  in  the 
city  of  Dublin  they  could  not  get  a  jury 
perfectly  competent  to  deal  with  these 
cases.     But,  in  the  middle  of  January 
last,  a  rumour  got  abroad  in  the  city  of 
Dublin  that  the  Crown  were  about  to 
use  their  statutable  power  to  move  the 
venue  in  our  cases  from  the  city  to  the 
county.      I  will  try  to  explain  to  the 
House  what  the  cause  of  this  move  was; 
but,  simultaneously  with  this  rumour, 
there  got  abroad  in  Dublin  another  ru- 
mour, which  was  presently  discovered  to 
be  founded  on  fact,  and  that  was,  that 
the  Sub-Sheriff  of  Dublin  County  (Mr. 
Ormsby),  who  had  been  Sub- Sheriff  con- 
tinuously for  30  years,  was  to  be  dis- 
charged from  his  office,  and  in  his  place 
there    was    to    be    appointed   Captain 
Hamilton,  the  honorary  president  of  the 
Property  Defence  and  Emergency  Asso- 
ciation in  Dublin,  and  the  agent  of  the 
Brooke  estate.    The  High  Sheriff  of  the 
County  Dublin  is  a  gentleman  by  the 
name  of  Mr.  Harry  Hamilton,  a  land- 
lord, one  of  the  most  unpopular  land- 
lords, and  one  of  the  most  active  Tory 
politiciaiis  in  the  County  Dublin.      At 
the  time  at  which  he  appointed  Captain 
Hamilton — which  he  undoubtedly  did, 
for  we   have   the  most  positive  proof 
of  it  —  he  must  have  known  that  our 
trial  was  to  be  shifted  from  the   city 
into     the     County    Dublin ;     and     I 
dwell   upon   the   appointment  of  Cap- 
tain Hamilton,  though  I  know  it  will 
be    urged    that    his   appointment  was 
cancelled ;   because,   at  the  time,   Mr. 
Harry   Hamilton    appointed  him,    he 
knew  that  this  Sub-Sheriff  was  to  strike 
the  panel  upon  which  myself  and  my 
Colleagues  were  to  be  tried ;  and,  be- 
cause I  want  to  show  the  House  what 
are  the  ideas  of  the  High  Sheriff  of  the 
County  Dublin,   as  to  what   is  decent 
and  correct  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland.     Mr.  Harry  Hamilton 
saw  nothing  indecent,  nothing  that  was 
not  right  or  proper  in  dismissing,    at 
the  very  hour  that  he  knew  my  trial  was 
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to  come  on,  a  Sub-Sheriff  who  had  Btmek 
panels  for  30  years  in  the  Fenian  trials 
and  the  Nationalist  trials,  and  against 
whose  panels  no  objection  had  been 
taken  by  the  lawyers,  and  appointiog 
as  Sub- Sheriff  in  his  place,  a  sworn  per- 
sonal enemy  of  my  own,  a  man  who, 
acting  as  the  agent  on  the  Brooke  estate, 
had  come  into  very  nearly  personal  col- 
lision with  me  at  the  fair  of  Qorey,  when 
he  appeared  walking  down  the  far  side 
of  the  street  with  a  revolver  in  his  belt, 
and  with  seven  Emergency  bailiffs  also 
with  revolvers.  In  the  indictment  of 
this  trial,  one  of  the  speeches  upon  which 
the  Crown  mainly  rely,  and  for  which  I 
am  being  tried,  is  a  speech  made  at 
Arklow,  County  Wicklow,  in  which  I  de- 
nounced personally,  and  by  name,  in 
what  I  will  admit  was  the  strongest 
language,  the  conduct  of  Captain  Hamil- 
ton. The  speech  is  to  be  used  against 
me  at  the  trial,  and  Mr.  Harry  Hamilton 
saw  no  shame  in  putting  that  individual 
whom  I  was  to  be  tried  for  denouncing, 
to  arrange  the  panel  on  which  I  wma  to 
be  tried. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  por  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Brach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  He  never  was  appointed. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  know  he  never  was 
actually  appointed ;  but  why  was  he  not 
appointed  r  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
holds  in  his  possession  to-day  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Harry  Hamilton  appointing 
Captain  Hamilton.  He  was  not  ap- 
pointed, however,  because  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  and  Lord  Ash- 
bourne saw  that  the  thing  would  be  too 
indecent,  and  because  they  knew  that 
their  influence  on  Mr.  Harry  Hamilton — 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
With  the  permission  of  the  hon.  Member 
I  will  contradict  that.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
High  Sheriff  of  the  County  Dublin,  had 
the  right  to  appoint  as  Sub-Sheriff 
whom  he  chose.  He  did  not  appoint 
Captain  Hamilton,  and  he  nevet  inter- 
fered in  the  matter  at  all. 

Mr.  DILLON :  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  may  be  perfectly 
correct;  but  it  is  also  perfectly  consistent 
with  what  I  said  [Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !"j. 
I  assert  what  is  the  common  knowledge  it 
the  ci^  of  DubHn  [  CHes  of  «*  Oh,  oh !"]. 
Yes,  it  is,  that  Captain  Hamilton  wma 
offered  the  appointment.  I  know  per- 
fectly,  and  will  and  can  prove  it ;  and  I 
will  bring  forward  one  fact  in  a  mooMBt 
which  will  show  how  correct  I  am  ia 
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making  tho  statement  that  he  was  offered 
the  appointment.  Though  ao  offered 
the  appointment,  of  course  he  was  not 
sworn  in.  If  he  was,  he  would  he  Sah- 
Sheriff,  and  he  mifcht  strike  the  panel. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  not 
know  anything  about  it;  but  I  know 
positively  that  the  thing  was  talked 
about  in  Dublin  Castle,  and  denounced 
by  the  officials  in  Dublin  Oastle.  I 
know  it  from  information  I  received. 
He  has  not  gained  very  much  by  that, 
because  what  is  the  result.  Though  he 
is  not  Sub-Sheriff,  I  stand  to  my  state- 
ment of  what  the  reasons  were,  that 
Captain  Hamilton  was  obliged  to  give 
up  the  golden  reward  of  his  long  ser- 
vices, as  the  Property  Defence  Associa- 
tion, being  bankrupt,  could  not  pay  his 
salary.  But  he  was  obliged  to  forego 
his  reward.  If  it  is  true  that  Captain 
Hamilton  had  not  the  appointment 
offered  to  him,  why  was  Mr.  Williamson, 
the  present  Sub-Sheriff,  not  appointed 
till  the  28th  of  January,  when  he  was 
brought  up  for  examination  as  to  why 
the  panel  was  irregularly  struck  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt the  hon.  Member  in  bringing  for- 
ward before  the  House  anything  he 
thinks  necessary  in  his  own  defence ;  but 
I  must  warn  him  that  earlier  in  the 
evening  I  ruled  that  it  was  not  in  Order 
to  anticipate  the  Motion  on  the  Paper  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  with 
reference  to  the  system  of  jury-packing. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  hardly  anticipate 
that  Motion.  I  am  being  tried  by  a 
panel  in  Dublin  deliberately  and  ma- 
liciously packed  by  my  enemies  [^Loud 
tfrwji  of  "Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  acting  now  in  flagprant  violation  of 
what  I  have  just  laid  down.  If  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  jury-packing,  I  shall 
be  obliged  to  interfere. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Of  course,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  will  say  no  more  on 
the  subject.  I  understand  your  ruling 
was  with  regard  to  the  packing  of  juries. 
I  am  now  speaking  with  regard  to  the 
striking  of  the  panel.  I  will  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  for  your  ruling  as  to  whe- 
ther 1  am  entitled — because,  otherwise, 
there  would  be  no  use  in  my  pretending 
to  enter  into  any  personal  explanations 
or  defence — but  1  will  ask  for  your 
ruling,  whether  I  am  entitled  to  move 
this  Amendment  to  the  Address,  or  in 
any  other  Address,  or  in  any  other  way 


I  to  raise  the  question  of  the  conduct  of 
I  these  present  trials  in  Dublin,  in  the 

last  line  of  the  Address  to  insert  the 

words — 

And  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  while  deeply 
regretting  the  action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in 
reference  to  the  State  trials  now  proceeding  in 
Duhlin. 

I  wish  to  move  that 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  justified  in  moving 
that  Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
On  a  point  of  Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  ask,  whether  an  hon.  Member 
would  be  entitled  to  dieouss  any  question 
connected  with  the  Address  provided 
he  does  not  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment, but  raises  it  by  way  of  Motion  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  a  distinct  Rule 
of  the  House  that  no  Motion  on  the 
Paper  can  be  anticipated,  either  by 
general  debate  or  by  an  Amendment 
made  to  the  Address. 

Mr.  DILLON :  As,  according  to  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  neither  by  personal 
explanation,  by  way  of  Motion,  nor  in 
any  other  way,  can  I  expose  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  Ireland,  nor 
be  allowed  to  defend  myself,  I  must,  of 
course,  submit  to  it  in  silence. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is, 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  he  thought  that,  after  the 
experience  of  the  last  few  moments,  it 
would  be  perfectly  plain  to  a  good  num- 
ber of  the  Members  of  the  House  that 
the  temper  of  the  House  was  scarcely 
such  as  to  promise  a  very  profitable  dis- 
cussion of  me  Question  which  was  now 
about  to  be  put  from  the  Chair.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  questions  which 
naturally  suggested  themselves,  which 
were  cognate  to  the  matters  contained 
in  the  Address,  each  and  all  of  which 
might,  under  more  favourable  circum- 
stances, be  considered  with  public  ad- 
vantage* There  were  one  or  two  im- 
portant matters  which  he  desired  to 
bring  before  the  House,  but  he,  for  one, 
at  any  rate,  felt  that  if  he  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House  upon  them,  he  could 
not  hope  to  do  so  with  the  prospect  of 
swaying  the  judgment  or  leading  the 
opinions  of  the  House  to  the  conclusion 
to  which  he  desired  to  lead  them  with 
anything  like  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
success;   but  apart  from  that  general 
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consideration,  lie  must  say  that  the  cir- 
cumstances, at  the  present  moment,  were 
so  exceptional  and  so  g^ave  as  to  war- 
rant a  departure,  more  or  less  unusual, 
from  ordinary  procedure.  They  had 
had  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House  en- 
deavouring to  lay  before  the  House  his 
own  personal  experience  in  a  matter  of 
the  most  vital  importance,  not  only  to 
him,  but  to  his  constituency,  and  to  his 
Colleagues  in  the  House.  There  were 
few  men  upon  those  Benches  who  did 
not  stand  in  the  same  position  as  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
There  were  few  of  them  who  were  not 
closely  identified  with  his  hon.  Eriend 
in  his  actions,  both  in  that  House  and 
in  Ireland.  When  he  was  struck,  they 
were  struck,  and  when  he  was  unfairly 
dealt  with,  they  were  also  unfairly  dealt 
with. 

Mr.  E.  BECKETT  (York,  N.R., 
Whitby) :  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  justified 
in  saying  that  he  has  been  unfairly 
dealt  with  ? 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
House  would  probably  not  expect  Mr. 
Speaker  to  trouble  himself  in  answering 
that  interruption.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  conceived, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  he  would  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  laying  his  case 
before  the  Mouse.  He  conceived  that, 
in  his  person,  there  had  been  gross  in- 
justice done.  If  that  were  so,  gross  in- 
justice had  been  done,  not  only  to  him, 
but  to  many  who  were  Representatives 
of  the  people.  It  was  on  the  point  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  Membership  of  this 
House  that  one  of  the  most  important 
aspects  of  the  present  situation  arose, 
which  ought  to  command  serious  and 
immediate  attention.  It  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  been  perfectly 
within  his  right  in  bringing  tbe  matter 
before  the  House.     [ Cries  of  **Order ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
tendency  of  the  hon.  Member's  remarks 
now  is  to  dispute  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said  he 
could  assure  Mr.  Speaker  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  questioning  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair.  He  was  perfectly  alive  to 
the  situation — ^he  was  perfectly  accus- 
tomed to  that  kind  of  position ;  but  his 
intentions  were  the  other  way.  He  was 
extremely  anxious  not  only  to  comply 
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with  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  which  he 
had  invariably  done  in  the  past ;  but  he 
was  anxious  to  show  his  deference.     He 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  would   have 
been  entitled,  not  after  that  ruling,  to 
pursue  the  line  of  argument  or  exposi* 
tion  he  had  taken,  but  to  bring  before 
the  House  as  a  personal  matter  of  Privi- 
lege that  which  had  occurred  in  Dublin. 
Of  course,  it  was  clear,  after  the  roling^ 
of  the  Chair,  that  it  would  not  do  to 
bring  up  the  matter  on  the  Address,  but 
he  should  have  thought,  as  a  matter  of 
Privilege,  it  would  have  been  competent 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House. 
In  that  thought  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Oon- 
nor)  was  considering  not  only  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  but  all  who  sat  with 
him  on  those  Benches,  and  who  were  in 
the  same  position.    But  whether  he  was 
right  or  not  in  that  opinion,  it  was  dear 
that  the  situation  at  which  they  had 
now  arrived  was  a  very  g^ve  sitaatton, 
not  only  from  a  political,  not  only  from 
a  judicial,  but  from  a  Parliamentary 
point  of  view  ;  and  it  was  impossible  at 
the  present  moment,  with  the  Question 
now  under  discussion;  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  upon  the  Question 
which  they  had  just  heard  from  the 
Chair.    It  appeared  to  him  there  was  no 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  than  that  whidi 
he  proposed  to  adopt — namely,  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor.) 

The  FIRST  LORJD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  It  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  accede  to  the  Motion 
for  adjournment.  I  can  understand  the 
circumstances  of  political  excitem«it 
under  which  the  hon.  G^ntlemaa  has 
spoken ;  but  I  must  be  allowed  to  sag- 
gest  to  the  House  that  the  time  does 
not  warrant  an  adjournment;  nor  do 
the  circumstances.  There  remains  yet  a 
period  during  which,  if  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  address  the  House 
on  the  question  that  an  Address  be  now 
presented  to  Her  Majesty — there  is  still 
space  and  opportunity  to  do  so.  Ample 
opportunity,  however,  has  already  bees 
afforded  for  addressing  the  House  on 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  in  aooordaace 
with  the  Notice  which  I  gave  only  a 
few  minutes  ago,  I  must  entreat  the 
House  to  dispose  of  the  Addreas  this 


1833        JUaJeity's  Most  {Febettaet  17,  1887}  GraciouH  Speech.        1834 


evening,  and  to  deal  with  the  Keport  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said  he  had  not  intended  to,  and  re- 
gretted to  obtrude  on  the  attention  of 
the  House ;  but  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing pained  when  a  Member  asking  for 
the  personal  indulgence  and  grace  of 
the  House,  in  a  matter  of  serious  peril, 
was  met  as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Dillon)  had  just  been  met  by  one  side 
of  the  House.  It  should  give  all  right- 
minded  men  some  cause  for  pain  when 
a  Member  asking  for  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  had  it  refused,  and  as  it  had 
been  his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)  misfortune 
to  have  laboured  under  the  same  diffi- 
culty, and  to  have  been  refused  by  hon. 
Members  now  sitting  round  him;  he 
should  deem  himself  wanting  in  the 
traditions  of  that  House  if  he  did  not 

£ut,  as  a  reason  for  supporting  the 
lotion  for  the  adjournment,  that  there 
had  not  been  that  generous  treatment 
of  a  Member  speaking  under  great  diffi- 
culties which  one  would  have  expected 
from  an  assembly  of  English  gentlemen, 
He  was  not  in  any  fashion  approaching 
the  matter  upon  which  Mr.  Speaker  had 
ruled  the  hon.  Member  out  of  Order; 
but  he  was  dealing  with  the  fact  that 
words  of  earnest  appeal  had  been  met 
with  jeers  and  laugnter. 

Question  put. 

The  HoMBB divided: — Ayes  119;  Noes 
261 :  Majority  142.— iDiv.  List,  No.  13.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

WOBKING  CLASSES  (DISTRESS). 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.),  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  to  the 
Address: — 

**  Humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that 
the  want  of  employment  and  general  distress 
prevalent  among  the  working  clMses  in  England 
and  in  Ireland  deserve  the  immediate  attention 
of  this  House," 

caid,  the  Irish  Members  did  not  particu- 
larly want  to  be  in  the  English  House  of 
Commons — they  wanted  permission  to 
go  back  to  Ireland  to  make  their  own 
laws  for  their  own  people ;  but  if  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  insisted  upon 
keeping  them  there,  they  would  insist 
upon  taking  up  as  much  of  the  time  and 
the  attention  of  the  House  as  the  in- 
terests and  needs  of  the  suffering  people 
at  home  and  in  England  demanded. 
They  had  those  things  more  at  heart 


than  Procedure  Bules  for  gagging  Mem- 
bers. [Mr.  Speaker:  Order,  order!] 
He  was  not  inclined  to  be  disreBpectful 
to  the  House  or  to  the  Government ;  but 
if  the  House  gave  them  the  time  they 
demanded  in  the  interest  of  the  working 
classes,  they  might  tie  down  themselves 
to  a  slate  and  piece  of  pencil,  and  need 
not  open  their  mouths  from  one  end  of 
the  week  to  the  other. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  am  glad  to  have  an  oppor-- 
tunitv  of  expressing  my  satisfaction  that 
the  claims  of  the  working  classes  in  this 
country  have  not  been  altogether  over- 
looked. We  have  arrived  at  the  16th 
day  of  the  debate  on  the  Address 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  already  spoken  to  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE :  Have  I  not  a 
right  to  speak  on  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  second  the  Amendment. 

An  hon.  Member:  I  beg  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE:  I  rise  to 
Order 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  :  I  beg  to 
second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  paragraph  12,  to  insert  the 
words — **  Humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that  the  want  of  employment  and  general  dis- 
tress prevalent  among  the  working  classes  in 
England  and  Ireland  desire  the  immediate 
attention  of  this  House." — {Mr.  Cox,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR— [CH># 
of  '*  Divide ! "  and  " Oh,  oh ! "]  :  Imust 
say,  on  behalf  of  the  working  men  of 
this  country — of  whom  probably  I  know 
more  than  many  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  opposite  who  jeer  at  me— that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  is  en- 
titled to  expressions  of  gratitude  for  not 
having  allowed  the  Address  to  pass 
without  putting  forward  some  repre- 
sentation in  their  behalf.  This  Address, 
like  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  to  which  it  is  an  answer,  appears 
to  survey  mankind  from  China  to  JPeru  ; 
but  there  is  very  little  notice  in  it  of 
this  particular  country,  of  the  people 
who  dwell  in  it,  or  of  their  needs  or 
distresses.  We  are  told  a  great  deal 
about  Burmah,  Bulgaria,  and  Egypt; 
we  have  references  to  meddling  -and 
I  muddling  in  Europe,  Asia,  and  Africa ; 
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but  as  to  what  the  Government  intend 
to  do  in  reference  to  the  distress  that 
prevails  in  this  country,  we  are  told  ab- 
solutely nothing.     Well.  Sir,  there  is 
no  reference  in   this  Address  to  that 
which  ought  to  have  brought  to   the 
minds  of  many  Members  of  this  House 
— the  condition  in  which  many  of  the 
people  of  this  country  now  arc.     One  of 
the  references  in  the  Address  is  to  that 
paragraph  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  which  refers  to  the  Royal 
Commission  which  Her  Majesty  issued 
in  1885  to  inquire  into  the  lamentable 
depression  under  which  trade  and  agri- 
culture have  been  suffering  of  late  years, 
which  has  presented  a  valuable  Eeport, 
which  Eeport,  together  with  the  im- 
portant evidence  collected,  is  to  be  pre- 
sented to  this  House.     With  reference 
to  that  paragraph,  I  would  like  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Commission  in 
question  reported  some  time  before  the 
House  met ;  and  that  the  Beport  was  not 
only  printed,  but  actually  published  as 
a  Parliamentary  Paper  before  this  House 
met  at  all — before  this  Speech  was  as 
much  as  drafted.    The  contents  of  that 
Beport  were  perfectly  well  known  to 
all    the    Members   of    Her   Majesty's 
Government  when  they  came  down  to 
present    to    us    their    programme    of 
Business  for  the  Session;  yet,  beyond 
this   passing  allusion  to  the  fact  that 
the  Ck>mmission  had  inquired  into  the 
subject  committed  to  it  for  inquiry,  we 
have  nothing  to  show  that  the  distress 
existing  in  the  country  has  engaged  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  present  ad- 
visers, or  caused  them  any  anxiety.  Well, 
Sir,  there  may  be  those  who  are  inclined 
to  disbelieve  in  the  distress  and  suffering 
which  I  say  prevails.    We  are  told  that 
there  has  been  much  exaggeration,  that 
trade  is  improving,  that  employment  is 
more  easily  obtained  than  it  used  to  be. 
We  are  told  by  those  in  Office,  who  refer 
to  official  statistics,  that  eo  far  from  de- 
pression extending  and  distress  becom- 
ing worse,  pauperism   has  very  much 
diminished,  and  that  the  Official  Be- 
turns  show  there  is  nothing  like  the  dis- 
tress that  there  used  to  be.     Now,  Sir, 
with  reference  to  that,  I  beg  to  submit 
to  the  House  that  the  Official  Beturns  so 
quoted  are  of  the  most  misleading  de- 
scription.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.Bitchie)has  more  than  once  referred 
to  the  diminishing  number  shown  as  in 
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receiptof  relief ;  but  the  way  in  which  the 
Government,  on  occasions  of  this  kind, 
manipulate  or  represent  these  figurea, 
requires  very  careful   scrutiny  on   the 
part  of  those  anxious  to  arrive  at  the 
real  state  of  things.      What  do  these 
figures  show  ?    They  show  that  whereas 
in  1858,  with  a  population  of  something 
over  19,000,000,  something  like  750,000 
in  England  were  in  receipt  of  out-door 
relief;  in  the  year  1886,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  27,000,000,  there  were  in  receipt 
of  out-door  relief,  not  790,000,  as  thwe 
used  to  be,  but  560,000  only.   And  these 
figures  are  paraded,  as  I  have  said,  in 
order   to    induce  the  impression   that 
there  is  not  the  distress  existing  in  the 
country  that  once  there  was.    Sir,  these 
figures  only  show  half  the  story — Uie 
other  half  is  to  be  seen  in  the  Beturns 
with  regard  to  in-door  relief.  And  what 
do  those  Beturos  show?     They  show 
that  whereas,  in   1858,  there  were  only 
126,000  persons  in  receipt  of  in-door  re- 
lief, in  the  year  1886  that  number  had 
increased  by  50  percent,  having  reached 
a  total  of  177,000.    Why  is  that?    It  is 
simply  because  that  Poor  Law  is  no 
longer  administered  as  it  used  to  be  25 
years  ago.     During  late  years,  under 
pressure  from  the  head-quarters  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  the  amount 
of  out-door   relief   has  been    steadily 
decreased,    these    poor    people    bmng 
obliged  to  take  refuge  within  the  work- 
house.   Tens  of  thousands   of   homes 
have  been  broken  up  within  the  last 
25  years  by  reason  of   the  inexorable 
forcing  on  of  this  system.    Li  1 858,  out- 
door relief  ocises,  as  compared  with  in- 
door relief  cases,  were  in  the  proportion 
of  more  than  six  to  one.     If  you  mul- 
tiply   the  present    number  of  in-door 
paupers  by  six,  you  will  find  that  the 
number  of  out- door  paupers  ought  to 
be,   according  to  the  old  system,  not 
560,000,    but    something   considerably 
over   1,000,000— in  other   words,  your 
old  pauper  roll,  if  you  administered  the 
Poor  Law  as  it  used  to  be  administered 
some  years  ago,  would  be  1,200,000  at 
least — that  is  to  say,  a  higher  number  of 
official  paupers  than  has  ever  yet  been 
recorded.    But  there  is  another  point. 
In  the  year  1858,  you  had  in  the  work- 
houses only   7,671   able-bodied    nkoi  ; 
whereas,  in  the  last  month  of  the  year 
1886,  you  had  no  less  than  12,000  male 
adult  able-bodied  paupers.    Now.  it  is 
not  to  be  suppos^   that  these  12,000 
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able-bodied   adult   males    go    into  the 
workhouses  for  the  love  of  the  thinic* 
They  go  into  the  workhouses  because 
they  have  absolutely  no  other  resource 
left  open  to  them.     And  why  is  there  no 
other  resource  left  open  to  them  ?    It  is 
because  they  are  not  allowed  to  have 
access  to  the  means  of  living  that  ought 
to  be   accorded   to    the    poor  in    this 
country.     Only  yesterday  the  Duke  of 
Butland,  I  think,  whose  authority  will 
scarcely  be  contested  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  presided  at  a  meeting  at  which 
a  resolution  was  carried  nem,  eon,^  urging 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  very  serious  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural   population    and    agricultural 
interests    in    England.      Well,     what 
did    this  Trade    Depression    Commis- 
sion   ascertain,  amongst  other  things? 
They  ascertained  this— that  your  agri- 
cultural population    in    England    had, 
within    a    comparatively    short    time, 
diminished  by  no  less  than  eight  per  cent. 
Tour  agpricultural  population  is  falling 
off.  What  else  did  Uie  Commission  find  ? 
It  found  that  whereas  the  proportion  of 
the  population  engaged  in  agriculture 
was  eight  per  cent  less  than  it  used  to 
be,  there  is  no  corresponding  increase  in 
the  number  of  those  who  are  employed 
in  manufacture  —  in  other  words,  the 
actual  proportion  of  population  out  of 
employment  is  greater  now  than  ever  it 
was  before.     Sir,  in  1886— and  I  quote 
these  few  figures  to  show  that  not  only 
is  the  present  condition  of  things  bad, 
but  that  it  is  likely  to  become  very  con- 
siderably worse— agrictdture  produced  a 
wheatorop of  58,000,000  bushels  or  about 
10,000,000  bushels,   equal  to  21^   per 
cent,  less  than  in  1886.  Not  only  was  the 
total  out-put  lees,  but  the   acreage  in 
wheat  crop  in  1886  shows  a  falling  off 
as  oomparod  with  1885  of  8  per  cent,  and 
not  only  was  the  acreage  8  percent  less, 
but  the  yield  per  acre  was  also  less  by 
7  per  cent.     Similarly,  with  regard  to 
barley.  The  aggregate  produce  of  barley 
has  gone  down  from  79,000,000  bushels 
to  72,000,000  bushels  in   1886  as  com- 
pared with  1 885,  or  a  reduction  of  10  per 
cent.     In  root  crops,  such  as  potatoes, 
turnips,  and  swedes,  the  out-put  in  1886 
was  also  less  than  the  average.    Under 
the  circumstances,  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  agpricultural  distress  will,  during 
the  next  twelve  months,  be  greater  and 
more  serious  than  it  has  ever  been  up  to 
the  present  time.     The  effect  of   the 


distress  upon  your  agricultural  popula- 
tion will  be  still  more  severe  than  it 
has  been  in  the  past,  and  with  what 
result  ?  These  poor  people  will  be  coming 
into  your  centres  of  population,  into 
your   manufacturing    centres,    heaping 
distress  on  distress  and  rendering   the 
obtaining  of  employment  more  difficult 
even  for  those  who  are  in  the  towns  than 
it  is  at  present.     You  complain  in  this 
House  that  the  Irish  Members  with  per- 
sistent and  unreasonable  reiteration  urge 
on  Parliament  the  claims  of  Ireland,  and 
you  tell  us,  with  all  fairness,  the  claims 
of  England  have  to  be  considered  as  well; 
and  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  to 
which  this  Address  is  an  echo,  and  in 
which  we  have  foreshadowed  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Government  for  the  pre- 
sent Session,  we  do  find  that  Ireland, 
however  miserable  and  hideous  in  her 
condition,  is  relegated  to  the  back-ground, 
and  that  England  obtains  the  foremost 
place.    I  ask  the  Government  to  let  us 
know  what  it  is  they  propose  to  do  for 
those  classes  of  their  fellow-countrymen 
who  stand  most  in  need  of  their  care  ? 
What  measures  of  relief  do  they  propose 
for  these  poor  people  in  their  distress  ? 
What  do  they  propose  to  do  for  the 
thousands  of  starving  men  and  women 
in  England — what  beginning,   even  of 
useful  action  are  they  proposing  to  make 
in  order  to  relieve  the  distress  of  which 
they  must  be  aware,  but  which,  appa- 
rently,  has,    so  far,  received  so  little 
attention  at  their  hands  ?    We  are  told 
that  there  are  thousands  of  people  in 
Ireland  who,  even  if  they  were  allowed 
their  holdings  rent  free,   could  never 
manage  to   get  a  living  out  of  them. 
Well,  I  ask,  are  there  not  tens  of  thou- 
sands in  this  coimtry  too,  who  cannot 
earn  bread  for  their  children,  though 
they  are  perfectly  ready  to  work  ?    Are 
there  not  tens  of  thousands  of  honest, 
sober,  willing,  industrious  men  who  can- 
not get  work — are  there  not  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  poor  men  whose  miserable  rooms 
echo    every  night    with    the    cries    of 
famished  children — are  there  not  tens  of 
thousands  of  these  poor  men  who  must 
almost  be  driven  to  desperation  by  the 
sobs  and  tears  of  their  starving  wives 
and  little  ones  ?    Yes ;  then  what  does 
the  Government  propose  to  do  for  these 
people  ?    There  is  nothing  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  or  in  this  Address,  to 
show  that  the  Government  are  heedful 
of  this  misery   at  their   door;  and  it 
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does  appear  to  me  to  be  a  strange 
thing  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  at  this 
bourof  night— [/auj^A^er]-— I  am  speak- 
ing what  is  the  fact  —  that  it  should 
have  been  left  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Clare  to  bring  forward  this  subject. 
This  matter  has  not  been  brought  before 
the  House  in  the  Address.  It  does  ap- 
pear tome  that  whilst  we  are  discussing 
matters  relating  to  other  parts  of  the 
world,  the  affairs  of  the  working  people 
of  this  country  are  passed  over  in  silence 
by  the  great  Conservative  Party  and  by 
the  Conservative  Government.  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  HartiDgton),  who  has 
great  authority  with  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers — because,  though  he  is 
not  in  Office,  he  is  in  power — told  us 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  averse  to  some  measures  for  employ- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  in  their  own 
districts,  in  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  their  country.  Well,  but  are 
there  no  people  in  England  who  might 
be  employed  in  developing  the  resources 
of  their  country  too?  What  is  the 
Government  going  to  do  for  the  dis- 
tressed classes  in  England,  that  they 
also  may  be  employed  in  the  different 
districts  in  developing  the  resources  of 
the  country  ?  Are  there  no  resources  of 
England  undeveloped?  Are  there  not 
in  England  many  thousands  of  acres  of 
good  lands  now  lying  idle  ?  Are  there 
not,  even  in  Essex,  many  thousands  of 
acres  of  good  land  which  are  practically 
now  waste  land  ?  Some  time  ago,  I  was 
offered  by  a  solicitor  1,000  acres  of  land 
in  Essex  if  I  would  undertake  to  pay 
the  rates  and  taxes  of  the  property.  I 
said  I  would  accept  the  offer  on  one  con- 
dition, and  that  was  that  I  should  be 
allowed  to  keep  the  land  on  those  terms 
as  long  as  I  liked.  ''  Oh,  no !  "  was  the 
answer,  **  Not  as  long  as  you  like,  but 
as  long  as  the  owner  likes."  There  is 
the  rub,  Mr.  Speaker.  This  owner  was 
not  able  to  utilize  the  land  over  which 
he  had  dominion.  It  was  lying  on  his 
hands,  useless  to  him  and  to  the  com- 
muuity,  and  there  are  tens  of  thousands 
of  men  within  walking  distance  of  that 
land  who  are  willing  to  work,  but  who 
have  no  access  to  this  good  land  which 
is  thus  lying  idle.  The  bane  that  has 
worked  so  much  mischief  in  Ireland  is 
producing  its  natural  effect  in  England 
too ;  and  that  curse  that  has  depopulated 
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and  impoverished  Ireland  is  minings  y€sta 
agricultural  districts  and  thinning  your 
agricultural  population,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, no  doubt,  are  perfectly  well  aware 
of  it.     It  is  because  the  owners  of  lands* 
like  this  land  I  have  referred   to    in 
Essex,  who  are  unable  to  pay  their  pro- 
portion of  Imperial  and  local  expendi- 
ture in   respect  of  that  land,  are   yet 
allowed  to  remain  in  unchallenged  and 
exclusive  occupation  of  it — that  there  is 
so  much  agpricultural  distress  existing  in 
this  country.    The  same  curse  is  affect- 
ing your  mining  industry,  and  the  proof 
of  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  volume  which 
is  referred  to  in  this  Address.    And  not 
alone  is  this  curse  observable  in  connec- 
tion with  your  agriculture    and   yonr 
mining  industries,  but  in  your  manufac- 
turing centres  you  find  precisely  Uie 
same  mischief.    There  is  a  very  wealthy 
nobleman  who  owns,  practically,  half  <^ 
Sheffield.    He  is  a  most  edifying  gen- 
tleman.    He  gives  thousands  of  pounds 
away  for  the  building  of  churchee ;  he 
makes  pilgrimages  in  pleasure  yachts 
and  saloon  carriages,  but  all  the  while 
he  is  grinding  the  faces  of  the  poor.  He 
draws  thousands  upon  thousands  a-yeer 
in  the  shape  of  ground  rents  from  an 
industrial  centre  where  there  are  tens  of 
thousands  of  men  vainly  seeking  for  em- 
ployment. I  wonder  what  this  nobleman 
thinks  of  the  doctrine  of  ransom.  I  must 
say  that  when  I  heard  the  evidence  ad- 
duced before  the  Commission,  I  thongfat 
the  doctrine  of  ransom  a  very  reasonable 
one.     Here  you  have  tens  oi  thousands 
of  men  in  your  manufacturing  centres 
and  in  this  great  Metropolis — ^partieu- 
larly  in  the  East  End,  around  the  docks 
— in  enforced  idleness,  though  willing 
and  anxious  to  work;  here  yon  have 
tens  of  thousands  of  acres  of  good  land 
lying  idle,  and  here  also  in  London  joa 
have  millions  of  capital  vainly  seelmig 
for  employment — I  say  these  three  £Mts 
are  sufficient  to  justify  immediate  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  or,  at  any 
rate,  to  justify  them  in  taking  this  pro- 
blem into  their  most  serious  consideratioB. 
What  do  the  people  of  this  country  care 
about  the  nebulous  claims  of  Prince 
Alexander   of   Bulgaria  ?     Why,   the 
people  do  not  care  a  button  abont  them. 
We  are  told  in  the  Address  that  <n6st  is 
slowly  being  restored  in  Egypt ;  but  it 
would  be  much  more  to  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  this  country  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  devote  less  attentioa  to  tbe 
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question  of  ordcfr  in  Egypt,  and  more  to 
the  advancement  of  order  and  progress 
at  home.    That  would  be  better  than  all 
the  consideration  the  Government  are 
giving  to  Prince  Henry  of  Battenburg, 
or  Prince  Alexander  of  Bulgaria.      At 
home,  they  are  only  thinking  of  com- 
pleting and  perfecting  their  police  ar- 
rangements.    They  may  complete  and 
perfect    their  police    arrangements   as 
much  as  they  like ;  but  they  will  never 
solve  the  social  problem  which  the  con- 
dition of  the  poor  presents  before  their 
eyes  in  that  way.    Is  it  nothing  that 
you  have,  and  have  had  now  and  again 
for  some  months,   immense  bodies  of 
hungry  men  coming  from  the  East  of 
London  to  the  West,  and  parading  be- 
fore their  fellow-countrymen,  who  are 
better  off,  the  spectacle  of  their  misery 
and  wretchedness  ?  Ton  have  seen  these 
men,  a  hungry  horde,  comiog  from  the 
East  of  Aldgate   pump    to  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  walking  down  Pall  Mall, 
where  the  windows  are  tapestried  with 
tooth-picking  idlers.     [^Zauffhter.^    You 
have  seen  these  men  visit  this  part  once 
and  go  away.     You  have  seen  them 
come  a  second  time  and  go  away ;  but  it 
is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  some 
day  they  may  not  come  and  not  be  so 
ready  to  go  away.     When  you  have 
reached  that  point — ^that  East  of  Aid- 
gate  pump— you  have  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  human  beings  whose  lot  in  life 
is  such  that  scarcely  any  imaginable 
change  can  make  them  much  worse  off 
than  they  are — you  have  arrived  at  a 
point  in  your  social  history  that  is  a  very 
critical  point.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
the  East  of  London,  and  round  about 
the    different    suburbs,  you    have    an 
amount  of  misery  that  is  simply  appal- 
ling.   The  hon.  Gentleman  laughed  at 
me  when  I  spoke  of  it  in  my  opening 
words.    The  misery  I  have  referred  to 
I  have  seen  myself ;  I  have  been  in  the 
dwellings  of  these  people,  and  therefore 
I  am  speaking  of  what  I  know  and  im- 
derstand.     There  are  tens  of  thousands 
of  homes  in  London  in  which  there  is 
hardly  a  stick  of  furniture,  and  in  which 
there  is  not  a  vestige  of  food  to  be  dis- 
covered, where  the  children  are  attired 
in  rags,  which,  to  say  nothing  about 
keeping  them  warm,  are  hardly  suffi- 
cient to  cover  them.    No  help  comes  to 
these  people,  and  they  seem  to  be  al- 
most without  hope.    I  heard,  not  long 
ago,  of  a  case  in  which  a  poor  man  with 


his  wife  and  family  were  reduced  to 
destitution.  The  man  goes  out,  as  he 
has  often  done  before,  to  seek  work. 
When  he  comes  home,  what  does  he 
find  ?  Why,  that  his  poor  wife,  driven 
to  desperation  by  hunger,  has  cut  the 
throats  of  his  two  children,  and  is  her- 
self a  lunatic.  That  is  an  incident  very 
horrible,  no  doubt.  It  is  like  the  grating 
of  a  harp-string  in  the  night — it  startles 
one  with  its  suddenness ;  but  it  is  only 
indicative  of  a  great  deal  more  misery 
that  exists  undiscovered  and  unknown. 
One  can  imagine  this — that  while  two 
children  have  been  deprived  of  life  in 
their  infantile  misery,  thousands  and 
thousands  are  living  and  crying  out 
daily  for  food  which  their  parents 
are  unable  to  give  them.  And  what 
relief  is  offered  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— what  do  they  do?  Why, 
this — they  say  that  the  statistics  of 
pauperism  show  a  diminution  of  this 
kind  of  misery  and  suffering.  I  say 
that  the  statistics  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  say  they  show  that  the  amount 
of  official  relief  is  very  much  greater 
and  of  a  much  more  inhuman  kind  than 
it  ever  was  before.  That  is  the  real 
secret  of  these  Poor  Law  Betums. 
Well,  I  would  ask  the  Government  to 
say,  whether  they  are  really  alive  to  the 
social  dangers  and  social  difficulties 
which  beset  the  community  in  England, 
and  not  only  in  England,  but  in  Scot- 
land also  ?  Are  the  riots  and  disturb- 
ances in  Lanarkshire,  about  which  we 
have  heard  so  much,  to  go  for  nothing  ? 
Are  these  symptoms  of  social  anarchy 
nothing — are  the  disturbances  occurring 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  nothing 
to  the  English  Administration  ?  What 
do  the  Government  propose  to  do? 
The  working  men  of  London  are  not 
represented  in  this  House  directly, 
and  that  is  a  great  pity.  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  Government, 
seeing  that  these  people  are  not  re- 
presented, would  have  become  alive  to 
the  fact  that  men  who  are  without  repre- 
sentation are  forced  to  adopt  other  means 
to  secure  attention  to  their  grievances ; 
and  unless  the  Gt)vernment  shows  itself 
alive  to  the  distress  which  exists,  unless 
it  manifests  some  good-will  and  some 
desire  to  bring  forward  a  measure  which 
will  be  a  first  step  in  the  direction  of 
finding  employment  for  the  distressed 
classes  of  this  Metropolis,  I  do  not  see 
what  is  left   for   these   classes   other 
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than  to  seek  any  and  every  oppor- 
tunity of  obtruding  again  and  again 
their  distresses  upon  that  portion  of  the 
community  which  seeks  only  its  own 
ease.  We  have  already  seen  that  these 
distressed  classes  have  taken  to  attend- 
ing churches.  Silks  rustle  against  what 
has  never  before  been  in  contact  with 
silk,  or,  at  any  rate,  has  not  been  in 
contact  with  it  for  a  long  time.  That 
sort  of  movement  is  likely  to  spread. 
What  is  done  on  Sunday  is  likely  to  be 
repeated  on  week-days.  What  would 
hon.  Gentlemen,  who  laughed  at  what  I 
said  with  reference  to  Pall  Mall  just 
now,  say  if  they  saw  these  men  coming, 
and  not  by  violence,  but  by  sheer  force 
of  numbers,  entering  the  doors  of  the 
clubs  in  Pall  Mall,  and  actually  eating 
up  all  the  provisions  they  could  find 
there  ?  How  many  people  would  blame 
them  ?  If  there  was  a  prospect  of  the 
poor  of  the  Metropolis  following  that 
course,  I  dare  say  tne  members  of  these 
clubs  would  only  be  too  anxious  to  sup- 
port measures  brought  forward  on  the 
Government,  or  any  other,  side  of  the 
House  likely  to  relieve  them  from  such 
tinpleasant  experience.  I  would  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  there  are 
rights  of  human  nature,  as  well  as 
rights  of  property.  The  rights  of 
property  are  held  sacred  in  this 
country,  and  the  rights  of  humanity 
are  not  always  readily  conceded;  but 
J  trust  that  the  Amendment  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare  will,  at  any  rate,  have  the  effect 
of  eliciting  from  the  Government  some 
declaration,  to  show  that  they  are  not 
altogether  oblivious  to  the  claims  of  a 
most  deserving  class  of  their  own 
countrymen. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.):  It  would 
ill-become  working-men  Representatives 
in  this  House  if  they  failed  to  support 
the  Motion  that  is  now  before  the  Chair. 
[CriM  of  ** Divide!"]  Hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  may  shout  **  Divide." 
They  are  what  are  called  the  ornamental 
members  of  society.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  be  ornamental  myself — my  endeavour 
is  to  make  myself  useful,  and  I  desire  to 
point  out  that,  in  my  opinion,  one  thing 
the  Gbvernment  of  this  country  alto- 
gether fails  to  grasp  is  that,  by  reason 
of  labour-saving  instruments  and  scien- 
tific appliances  being  used  in  the  facto- 
ries and  workshops,  tens  of  thousands 
of  working  men  are  put  out  into  the 
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streets.    Very  many  of  the  trades,  I 
may  say  nearly  all  the  trades,  in  Eng- 
land at  the  present  moment  use  an  im- 
mense   amount    of   machinery,  to  the 
saving  of  manual  labour.  These  labour- 
saving  appliances  which  are  now  in  the 
market  send  men  into  the  streets.    It 
may  be  said  that    labour-saving  ma- 
chinery is  a  blessing,  and  no  doubt  it  is. 
But  though  a  blessing  to  the  country 
generally,  it  has  been  a  curse  to  a  great 
many  people,  as  it  has  shut  out  two- 
thirds  of  the  work  from  the  workioic 
people  of    this  country.     Where  will 
these  working  people  who    have  lost 
their  work  go  to,  or  what  will  they  do  ? 
If  they  turn  to  any  other  trade  or  pro- 
fession they  are  again  met  by  machinexy. 
So  vast  has  been  the  introduction  of 
machinery  in  every  department  of  trade, 
that  it  has  come  to  be  a  difficult  ques- 
tion with  a  man  as  to  what  tradehe  shoald 
put  his  son  to.  Labour-saving  machineiy 
is  a  blessing  to  this  or  any  other  oonntiy 
if  the  lands  of  the  country  are  open  t» 
the  people;  but  the  lands  of  this  country 
are  not  open  to  the  people,  hence  ii  is 
that  you  have  this  aisgraoefnl  state  of 
affairs— that  one  in  every  13  of  your 
population  is  a  pauper,  that   one  out 
of   every  13  of  the  people  of   Oreat 
Britain  is  dependent  for  his  existenee 
either  on  the  poor  rate,  or  the  aastst- 
ance  he  receives  from  his  neighbour.    I 
hold  that  to  be  a  most  disgraceful  state 
of  affairs.    These  facts  go  a  long  way 
towards  making  up  this  army  of  Social- 
ists you  have  in  the  Metropolis.    It  may 
be  said  that  these  Socialists  are  very  bad 
men ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  those  engaged 
closing  up  the  lands  of  the  oountiy 
against  the  labour  of  the  country  are  fit 
worse.    Communism  may  be  bad;  hoX 
the  absorption  of  the  lands  of  this  ooaa* 
try,  and  the  placdng  of  them  in  a  lew 
private  hands,  to   the  shutting  out  of 
labour,  is  still  worse.      The   royalties 
paid  on    mines,   and  the  oomparativB 
freedom  from  taxation  of  lands  not  in 
use,  puts  a  premium  upon  lajdness  itsell 
The   classes  who  are  not  useful,  but 
highly  ornamental,  escape  the  taxation 
of  the  country,  and  those  that  are  uselvl 
have  to  pay  all  the  taxation.    We  hear 
a  great  deal  in  this  House  about  thi 
rights  of  property.    In  my  opinion^  no- 
perty  has  no  rights.  Land  has  no  rights. 
There  are  no  rights  attached  to  it  except 
those  that  are  reflected  from  the  rights 
of   man    himself-^refleoted    from    tlM 
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whole  community.     I   hold,  I  bsj,  as 
a  first  principle,  that  land  in  the  ab- 
stract has  no  rights.    They  are  only  re- 
flected from  the  people  at  large,  and  the 
owners  of  lands  hold  them  at  the  will  of 
the  people  at  large;   and  it  is  to  the 
negation  of  this  first  principle  that  is 
owing  the  fact  that  one  out  of  every  13 
of  your  population  is  a  pauper.     When 
I  state  in  this  House  that  property  has 
no  rights,  it  is  a  startling  doctrine  to 
hon.    Gentlemen   opposite;   but,    as  a 
matter  of  fact,  all  the  rights  they  pos- 
sess are  merely  reflected  from  indivi- 
duals or  from  the  community.    It  will 
be  a  long  time  before  you  will  be  able 
to  override  a  protest  against  the  rights 
of  man.    We  protest  against  the  rights 
of  property  ever  being  allowed  to  over- 
ride the   riehts  of    man.     That  they 
have  overridden  the  rights  of  man  in 
England  to  a  certain  extent  is  mani- 
fested by  the  fact  that  pauperism  exists 
in  your  midst  to  an  extent  that  you  find 
in  no  other  country  in  the  world.     The 
landlords  of  this  country  have  stolen  the 
lands  from  the  people.    These  landlords 
who  are  constantly  talking  about  de- 
fending the  Empire  are  not  the  men 
who  rush  to  the  front  when  the  Empire 
needs  defence.    We  know  that  during 
the    Crimean    War    2,000    aristocratic 
cowards  in  this  country  laid  down  their 
swords.     [**0h,    oh!"]     I    am    only 
quoting  the  articles  in  The  Times  news- 
paper.   The  country  was  in   peril  in 
those  days,  and  The  Times  accused  these 
people  of  laying  down  their  swords — 
these  ornamental  gentlemen.    The  use- 
ful men  of  the  community  did  not  lay 
down  their  swords.    The  working  men 
of  the  country  fought  the  battles  of  their 
country,  and  whether  they  were  right 
or  wrong  in  so  doing,  they  have  received 
but  a  poor  return  for  their  gallantry. 
Ton  do  not  see  one  word  in  this  Address 
in  reply  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
about  the  working  classes,  or  about  the 
distress  that  exists  in  the  country.  There 
is  pauperism  in  this  country  and  distress 
deeper  than  you  will  find  in  any  other 
country   of   the    world.    I   have  seen 
pauperism  in  London  of  a  worse  type 
than  I  have  ever  seen  it  in  Ireland.  The 
fact  that  I  am  an  Irish  Eepresentative 
does  not  prevent  me  from  sympathizing 
with  English  and  Scotch  working  men. 
If  Englishmen  are  in  distress  in  their 
own  country,  they  have  as  good  a  right 
to  our  advocacy  as  our  own  countrymen 


have.  We  are  bound  to,  in  the  spirit 
of  charity ;  and  I  do  not  envy  the  spirit 
of  those  who,  when  questions  afi^ecting 
the  welfare  of  the  working  people— of 
the  people  on  whom  the  safety  of  the 
Empire  depends,  for  it  rests  with  the 
useful,  and  not  with  the  ornamental 
members  of  society — are  brought  bo- 
fore  them,  laugh  and  jeer,  and  cry 
*'  Divide ! "  Even  Stephenson  was 
mocked  and  laughed  at  in  this  House 
when  he  put  forward  his  project  for 
railways.  Anyone  who  makes  an  at- 
tack on  what  are  called  *^  vested  inte- 
rests," or  who  defends  the  rights  of 
working  people,  is  said  to  be  a  Oommu- 
nist  or  a  Socialist,  or  some  other  ''  ist." 
I  have  much  pleasure  indeed  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall)  rose, 
when 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  my  opinion 
that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed — that  it  is  the  erideut  sense  of 
the  House  that  the  subject  has  been 
fully  and  fairly  debated.  It  is  my  duty 
accordingly  to  inform  the  House  of  that 
opinion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  in  accord- 
ance  with  the  Standing  Order,  I  now 
beg  to  move  that  the  Question  be  now 
put. 

• 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
*'  That  the  Question  be  now  put." — {3fr, 
WtlUam  Eenry  Smith,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  291 ;  Noes 
81:  Majority  210. 

AYES. 


AddiBon,  J.  £.  W. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstnither,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfoux,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  £. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  £.  Hioks- 


Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  B.  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

de  la  Peer 
Bethell,  Ck>mmnder  G. 

R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  £. 
Blake,  T. 

Blundell,Col.H.B.H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  CoL  hon. 

P.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
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Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  E.  P. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
CaldweU,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Chamberlam,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane- Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colling^,  J. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  B. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Oossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
Be  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.  Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Evre,  Colonel  H. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Feilden,  T. 

Finch-Hatton,  hon.  M. 
•     E.G. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
Bon- 


Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
G^dge,  S. 
Gent-DaviSj  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gorst,  J^ir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gully,  W.  C. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,    G^n.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hanburv  -  Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Hankey,  P.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  P. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill*,  Coionel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,     right   hon. 

Sir  H.  T. 
Holmes,  right  hon.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  HalleU,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Eimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 


Knatchbull-Hngessen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  I.  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  F. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
LlewelljTx,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Maodonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.'A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclore,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Mal^m,  Col.  J.  W. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H.  * 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay.  F.  B. 
MiUs,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvttin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  A. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northoote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  K. 
O'NeiU,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  C.  8. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  right  hon.  D. 
R, 


Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Price,  Captain  O.  £. 
Puleston,  J.  fl. 
QuUter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hoo.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt  hn-  C.  T, 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Roes,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron    1^ 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Sdater-Booth,  rt.  hn, 

G. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W, 
Seton-Kanr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sindair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Talbot,  J.  a. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemadie,  H.  J. 
Tomlinacm,  W.  £.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  Lw 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H,  J. 
Vernon,  hon.  O.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  CokAel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  K. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  CoismA  W.  C 
White,  J.  B. 
WhiUey,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Winterbotlmm,  A.  B. 
Wodehonae,  K  B. 
Wolmer,  Viaconul 
Wood,N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stont- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wronghton,  P. 
Terbivgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  a  £.  B. 


Douglas,  A. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H 


NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)    Atheriey^Jonat,  L. 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime-    Biggar,  J.  G. 
rick,  W.)  Blake,  J.  A. 
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Blana,  A. 
Brown,  A.  Li, 
B3mie,  O.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Oobb.  H.  P. 
Conway,  M. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremor,  W.  K. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  J.  £. 
£llia,T.  E. 
Evershed,  S. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Graham,  B«  C. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Sealo- 
Healy,  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper.  J. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labondiere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leahv,  J. 
M'Cajian,  M. 
McDonald,  P. 
M'Donald,  W.  ▲. 


M'Ewan,  W. 
Mamm,  E.  Ba« 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
OHea,  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Qainn,T. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree.  J. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Shell,  E. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stoart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 

TBLLBR8. 

Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Gilhooly,  J 


Question  put, ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  (f«W<^i; — Ayes  84;    Noes 
283:  Majority  199. 

AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake.  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Conway,  M. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evershed,  S. 


Fenwick,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
liawson.  Sir  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
M<Cartan,  M. 
M*Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  W.  A. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 


Marum,  E.  M. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  O.  V.  ' 
Murphy.  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea.  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Panlton,  J.  M. 
Picton*  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 


Quinn,  T. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Sexton,  D. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheil,  £. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Tuite,  J. 
WaUace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Will,  J.  S. 

TBLLBBS. 

Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cox,  J.  R. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstmther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartiey,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Birkbeek,  Sir  E. 
BlundeU,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Contts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Bnrghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  ^V'.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 


Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Chamberlain,  rt  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane*Bailli6,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Ceilings,  J. 

Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.S. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Cnrzon,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Darenport,  H.  T. 
DaTcnport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay.  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  £.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms.  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe.  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss.  T.  C. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 

ISixteenth  NiyU.'] 
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Finch  -  HattoDy     hon. 

M.  E.  G. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  G.  C. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner  R.   Richard- 

Bon- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedgo,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  0.  W. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
HamUton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,    General  Sir 

E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.  W. 
Hill*,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 


Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
James,  hon.  "W.  H. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eenrick,  W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
K  natchbull  -  Hngessen , 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knowles,  L, 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  I.  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A. 

H. 
Lees,  £. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewell\-n,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  \V. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Manners,    right    hon. 

tiord  J.  J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Adml.  R.  C, 
Menzies,  R.  8. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
MulhoUaiid,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 


Parker,  C.  S. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton.  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,     right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Rollit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron  F. 

J.  do 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 
St.  Aubyn ,  Sir  J. 
Sclater  -  Booth,    right 

hon.  G. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 


Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutheriand,  T. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R, 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
TomBntQn,  W.  K.  K. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Townsoid,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Vernon,  hon.  6.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A«  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  £. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehouse,  £.  R. 
Wolmer,  Visooaat 
Wood,  N. 
WorUey,  C.  B. 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wrong^ton,  P, 
Terburgfa,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 


Douglas,  A. 
Wabrond,  CoL  W.  H. 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Db.  CLABK  rose  to  address  ih» 
House,  when 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  It  is 
my  duty  to  report  to  the  House  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Address  has  been 
adequately  discussed — [Dr.  Culbk:  I 
rise,  Sir— .C7riM  of  "  Order!  "T—and  that 
it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
the  Question  should  now  be  put. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  It  is  my 
duty  to  move  that  the  Question  be  now 
put. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**That  the  Question  be  now  put." — 
{Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith,) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  289; 
Noes  74  :  Majority  215. — (Dir.  list. 
No.  16.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  <^iruM :— Ayes  28S: 
Noes    70:    Majority  213.— (Dir.  list. 

No.  17.) 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  the 
Votes: — 
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Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg: 
to  move  that  the  Committee  be  appointed 
to-morrow  (Friday). 

Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  a  purely 
formal  and  supplemental  matter  to  what 
has  been  done,  and  no  Motion  can  be 
made  upon  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed^  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said  Re- 
solution :~  Viscount  Wbymouth,  Mr.  Gerald 
Balpoub,  Mr.  William  Henrt  Smith,  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Matthews,  Secretary  Sir  Henrt  Hol- 
land, Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Mr.  Goschen, 
Lord  John  Manners,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  Mr.  Akers-Douolas  ;  Three  to  be  the 
quorum : — To  withdraw  immediately  :~Queen*s 
Speech  re/tired, 

MOTION. 


And  it  appearing  to  Mr.  Speaker  that  the 
subject  had  been  adequately  discussed,  and  that 
it  was  the  erident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
Question  be  now  put,  he  so  informed  the 
House: — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  <*  That  the 
Question  be  now  put:"— (ifr.  William  JB$nry 
Smith  ;)— The  House  dipidsd  ;  Ayes  291,  Noes 
81. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted  :'*— The  House  divided;  Ayes  84, 
Noes  283. 

Main  Question  again  proposed  :— 

And  it  appearing  to  Mr.  Speaker  that  the 
subject  had  been  adequately  discussed,  and  that 
it  was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
Question  be  now  put,  he  so  informed  the 
House :« 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  <*  That  the 
Question  be  now  put:*' — (Mr,  William  Henry 
^MiM  ;)^The  House  divided;  Ayes  289,  Noes 
74. 


Main  Question  put:~The  House  divided; 
Ayes  283,  Noes  70. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  draw  up 
an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon 
the  said  Resolution.'*— (ifr.  William  Henry 
Smith.) 


petty  sessions  disteicts  d0t7noaries 
(ibeland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Gill,  Bill  to  em- 
power the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  alter  the  boun- 
daries of  Petty  Sessions  Districts  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Thomas  Gill, 
Mr.  Shell,  and  Mr.  Mahony. 
BillpretenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  174.  ] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  One  o* clock. 
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Some  subjects   of  debate  have  been  elassifled  under  the  following  *<  General  Headings  f  "•— 

Xbmt N4VT IkDIA IbiLAVD  —  SOOTLAND  —  PABUAM IHT PoOB  LaW POSI   Ow XOB 

MsTBOPOUS— Chuboh  of   Enolavd— Eduoatxoh — Cbimihal  Law ^  Law  and  Justioi— 
Taxatiov,  onder  Wats  aid  Mbaxs. 


ABBAHAM,    Mr.    W.,    Glamorgan, 
Rhondda 
Metropolis,   Distress  in  —  Unemployed  Dock 
Labourers  at  Poplar,  1555 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Lmmrich^  W, 

Ireland — Questions 

Evictions— Evictions  at  Rathkeale,  647 
Magtstraey  —  Petty  Session  Bt   Hospital, 

Oo.  Umerick,  1231 
Royal   Irish   Constabulary  —  District  In- 
spector Greene,  1656 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  310 

AceoM  to  Koimtaiiis  (Scotlaiid)  BUI 

(Ifr.  Bry€$,  Mr,  HM&n$,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton,  Sir 
M0my  Ao§eo0f  Mr.  Donmld  Crtiufnrd^  Mr. 
A.  L.  Sro%DH) 

#.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  •  Jan  23  [Bill  51] 

VOL.    OOOX.        [third  8EBIES.] 


Accnmiilatioiis  Bill 

(Mr.  CosenO'Eardy^  Mr.  Bryet,  Mr.  ffaldans) 
e.  Ordered :  rmul  1«  *  Jan  38  [BiU  31] 

AoLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  D.y  Cornwall^  Zaun- 
eeiton 
Harbours  and  Passing  Tolls  Act,  1861— The 

Gusrantee  of  Loans,  1547 
Public  Health — Contagious  Diseases  Hospitals 
in  Garrison  Towns,  897 

ApifTRALTY — ^First  Lord  (sm  HAMiLTOiri 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Adyooatb,  The  Lord  (<m  Maodohald, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

JdmiraUjf-^see  Navy 
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AES 


Africa  {Eoii') 

Masiowah — Defoai  of  an  Italian  Expedition, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Legh  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  4,  652 ;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  W.  H.  James,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflhirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
/VA  11, 1237 

Revival  of  the  Slave  Trade,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
E.  Pease ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  Feb  14, 1404 

The  Sultan  of  Zanzibar — The  London  Con^ 

ferenee  —  The    Delimitation     Commission, 

Question,    Mr.  F.    S.   Stevenson;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  4,  649 

Jfriea  {South)^Affairs  of  Zululand 

Question,  Commander  Bethell ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  11,  1217 

Africa  ( West  Coast) — Revival  of  the  Slave 
Trade 
Question,  Mr.  M* Arthur ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  11, 1216 

Agricultural  Department 

Cultivation  of  Hops,  Question,  Mr.  Brookfield  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Lord  John  Mannern)  Feb  1,300 

Agriculture,  1881-2,  Commission  on  ^Main- 
tenance of  the  Indoor  Poor,  Question,  Mr. 
E.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gofernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Feb  1,  388 

Agricultural  Statistics  —  Return  of  Owner- 

Farmers,    Question,     Mr.     Jasper    More; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy   of 

Lancaster  (Lord    John  Manners)    Feb   10. 

1004 

Agricoltaral  Holdings  Bill 

(Mr.  Channtng,  Mr,  Arthur  Williams^  Mr,  Cobb, 

Mr,  Francis  Stevenson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1®  •  Jan  28  [Bill  87] 

Agricnltaral  Labourers'  Wages  Bill 

(Mr,  Charles  Aeland,  Mr,    Theodore  Fry,   Mr, 

Channing,  Mr,  Cossham,  Mr,  Stswarij 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  08] 

Agricultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Belief 

Bill  (Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr,  PameU,  Mr, 

Sexton,  Mr.  Dwyer  Oray,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr, 
Arthur  0*  Connor) 
*.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  7] 

Agricultural  Tenants  Belief  Bill 

(Mr,  SeaU'Hayne,  Sir  Bemhard  SamueUon) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Jan  81  [Bill  133] 


A1N8LIE,  Vbt.  W.   G.,     ZancMikire,   N. 
Lonsdale 
Ambleside  Rnilway,  2R.  1748 
Drainage  of  Ijinds — Compensatioo  to  Riparima 
Owners,  1215 

Aliens^  Naturalination  of^Feee 

Questions,  Mr.  James  Stoart ;  Amtvirs,  Tb« 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  4, 640 

Allotments  and  Cottage  Gardens  Com- 
pensation Bill 

(Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Fineh-ffatUm.  Sir 
Renry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Owrdm^  Tuemmt 
Curson,  Sir  Savile  Crossley,  Mr.  Norton) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Ftfft  14  [Bill  167] 

Allotments  of  Land  Bill  (Mr.  Jems 

callings,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Air,  COb,  Mr. 
Burt,   Mr.  Broadhurst,   Mr.    Newnes,  Mr. 
Cyril  Flower,  Mr.Winterhothmm,  Mr,  Pitt- 
Lewis) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Jon  38  [BUI  60] 

Ambleside  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) 
c,  MoTed,  «'  That   the  Bill    be   now  r^sd   S*" 
(Sir  Charles  Forster)  Feb  17, 1728 
Amendt.  to  leave  ont  **  bow,"  add  **  ■mm  Uiit 
day  six  months"    (Mr.   tiryee);    Qmm'wm 
proposed,  «  That  •  now,'  Ae.  ; "  aftar  4eUu. 
Question  pot;    A.    180,  N.   177 :    IC    IS 
(D.  L.  10) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  nmd  9* 

Andbbsok,  Mr.  0.  H.,  £fyin  ami  Nmrm 
Inland  ReTenoe— Carriage  Tax  aad  6ui  Tax, 

260 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Addreaa  ia  An- 
swer to,  1421, 1423 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Lord  ChtmteUor) 

(.  Presented ;  read  1*  •  F#*  4  (No.  15) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Feb  7»  748 
Committee  FA  10. 1060 
Report  F^  17, 1726  (Na  88) 

Arbitration  of    Poor  Law  Qneatiwa 

(Scotland)  Bill  {Mr.  Mstm,  Mr. 

£.  B.  Russet,  Mr,  MaedonM  Cemerm.  Mr. 
Watt,  Mr.  WiUiamson.  Mr.  Lacmf) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1**  /on  28  [BiB  2] 


Arkloto  LTarhour  Aet 
Question,   Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet; 
Secretary  to  tbo  TreasaiT  (Mr.  I 

Feb  S.Sn 
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Abmy  (Qusitioni) 

Afghan  Prize  Money,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seoretnry  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  3,  539 

Billet  Money,  Question,  Sir  Joseph  Bailey; 
Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  Stfcte  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  10.  IIOI 

Cameron,  John,  Seaforth  Highlandere,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fraser-Mnekintosh  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope)/V6  3,  537 

Oillen,  C<ue  of  Private  Jamee,  Question,  Mr. 
Peter  M'Donald;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  17, 
1765 

Dover  Barracks,  Insanitary  State  of.  Questions, 
Mr.  Norris:  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  8, 
888 

DuhUm  Royal  Barracks,  Insanitary  Condition 
o/.  Question,  Colonel  Hughes- Ilallett ;  An- 
swer, The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  17,  1763 

fforse  and  Field  Artillery,  Conversion  of. 
Question,  Colonel  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Jan  31,  272;  Question,  Captain  Cotton; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  4,  651 

The  **  Maiwand  "  Battery,  Question,  Colonel 
HugheS'Uallett ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  7, 
773 

The  Royal  Artillery — Humottred  Reduction 
of  the  Force,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala,  Lord  Ellenborough ; 
Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Lord  Uarris)  Feb  15, 1513 

Kit  Bays,  Issue  of.  Question,  Viscount  Baring ; 
Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  S,  551 

Medical  Cjfieers,  Rank  of.  Question,  Sir  Guyer 
Hunter;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  15, 1559 

Military  Armaments  and  Organisation,  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  The  Earl  of  Wemyss, 
Lord  Ellenborough,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
Viscount  Sidmonth  ;  Reply,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord  Harris) 
JoH  28, 145 

Military  Ballooning,  Question,  Colonel  Hughes- 
Uallett ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  7.  762 

Ofieers*  Qjuarters—Sede  of  Premises,  Ports* 
mouth,  oceupied  by  the  Commanding  Offieer 
of  Royal  Engineers,  Question,  Sir  William 
Orossman  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  7,  755 

Practice  in  Use  of  the  Revolver,  Question, 
Colonel  Hughes- Hallett ;  Answer,  TLe  Se- 
creury  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope) 
Feb  10, 1088 

Purchase  of  Horses  for  Army  Purposes,  Qnes* 
tion.  Sir  William  Orossman  ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUn- 
hope) Feb  14, 1390 

Qttarterauuterf  ai^  Hiding  Masters,  Qnestioo, 
Colonel  Duncan ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  Jan  31, 
269 

[eont. 


ArMT— «0ff<. 

R^e  Ranges,  Question,  Mr.  King:  Answer 
The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E 
Stanhope)  F«5  11,  1212 

Royal  Military  Colleges  at  Woolwich  and 
Sandhurst,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler  ;  An- 
swer.  The  SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  Feb  3,  540 

Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich^Improved 
Accommodation,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler  ; 
Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  14,  1402 

Obdnakcb  Dbpabtmbnt 

Arms  of  Officers— The  Revolver,  Question, 
Mr.  Brookfield;  Answer,  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  4, 
653 

Army  Manufacturing  Accounts,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  17, 

1753 
Contract  for  Cartridges  for  Queensland,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hunter  ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  8, 
888;  Questions,  Colonel  Bridgeman,  Mr. 
Hanbury  ;  Answers,  The  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  10, 1081 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  11,  1231; 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote) 
Feb  15,  1565 

Tlu  Explosives  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  De  Lisle  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry  of  SUte  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley) 
Feb  14, 1402 

Ouns  Supplied  to  Army  and  Navy,  Question, 
Colonel  Hughes- Hallett ;  Answer,  The  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote) 
Feb  8,  884 

Krupp     Guns,    Question,    Colonel    Hughes- 
Hallett;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  7,  772 

The  LeC'Burton  Magazine  Rifle,  Question,  Mr. 

Watt ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for 

War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  17,  1773 
The  Royal  Gun  Factory,  Woolunek—Deduc- 

tionsfrom  Pay,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 

(Mr.  NorthooU)  Feb  1,  760 

Defective  Weapons 
Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets,  Question,  Ob- 
servations. The  Earl  of  Erne  ;  Reply,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Harris)  Feb  7,  743 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Han- 
bury ;  Answers,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote),  753 :  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Balfour,  The  Earl  of 
Morley,  Lord  SUnley  of  Alderley  ;  Reply, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War(LQrd 
Harris)  Feb  10, 1063 ;  Quettion,  Mr.  Han- 
bury;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  NorthooU),  1087  ;  Qnestioot, 
Commander  Bethell,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georg.) 
Hamilton),  The  Secretary  ol  Suie  for  War 
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Abmt — Defective  Weapons^ont, 

(Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  1096;  Question.  Obser- 
▼ations,  The  Earl  of  Harrowby  ;  Reply, 
Lord  Elphinstone  (A  Lord  in  Waitin^f) 
Feb  n,  1198 

The  Committee  of  Inquiry,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Hanbory :  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  11,  1240 

Ordnance  Stare  Department  ^Clothing  Con' 
tracts.  Questions,  Mr.  Coghill,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor  (Tipperary,  S.)  ;  Answers,  The 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  North- 
oote)  Feb  14, 1397 

The  Auxiliaby  Forces 
Militia 

City  of  Cork  Militia  ArtiUery,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  8,  883 

Monaghan  Miiitia^Orange  Lodges,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)i?Vft8,883 

The  Militia  (Scotland),  Question,  Dr.  R.  Mac- 
donald  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  10,  1084 

Volunteers 

The  Volunteer  Cavitation  Committee—The 
Capitation  Qrant^  Question,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Jan  28,  162  ; 
Question,  Colonel  Laurie ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Feb  4,  661 

AsHBOUBNB,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of 

Ireland) 

Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  46,  49 

Assistant  County  Surveyors  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Mr.  Macartney,  Colonel  King^ 

Harman,  Colonel  Waring) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  Jan  28  [Bill  02] 

Atheblby- JoiTBs,  Mr.  L.,  Durham^  N.  W. 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts   —    Loss    of   the 
"  Kapunda,"  1544 

Attoknby  General  {see  Webbteb,  Sir 
E.E.) 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  {ses 
Holmes,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Baggallay,  Mr.  E..  Lambeth,  Brixton 
Brixton  Market,  2R.  1075 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  798 

Bailby,  Sir  J.  E.,  Hereford 
Armf—- Billet  Mone/,  1101 

Balfour,  Lord 

Na?7— H.M.S.  «  Indus  "-DefeeUfe  Wtaponf 

— Sword  Bajonets,  1070 
War  OflBee  (Ordnance  Deparftment)^DefeotiTe 

Weapona— Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bajonets. 

1064  ^ 


Balfour,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Secretary 

for  Scotland),  dlanehesier,  E, 
iScotland— Questions 

Crofters'  Act  —  Sheep  FaroM  and   Deer 

Forests,  1084 
Crofters'    Commissioo — Lewis  'and    Skje 

Crofters,    1085,  1210,   1811  f—  f^  Writ 

Irory.  271 
Fishery  Board — Loans  to  Crofting  rariabei, 

655 
Prisons^Death  of  a  Prisoner  in  Cattoa 

Gaol,  Edinburgh,  1551 
Salmon   Fishing  —  Tweed  Fisberioa  Aala, 

1770 
Sea   Fishings  Act  —  Defectire  Opera  tioo, 

1080 
Scotland — Education — Questions 

Elementary  Schools  and  Unifertity  Tcttdu 

ing,  755 
Lenzie  Public  School,  640,  1100. 1405 
Poor  and  School  Rates  in  Skye,  877 
State-aided  and  Non-State  aided  Sekools, 

1083 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreaa  m  An- 
swer to,  1423.  1426,  H27,  1429,1438, 14S5. 
1487,  1580,  1583,  1584,  1600,  1602.   I6n, 
1635,  1684,  1600,  1602, 1604,  1710 

Balfour,    Bight    Hon.    J.    B.,    CXsdb- 

mtmnan,  Sfc, 

Parliament—Queen^s  Speeeh,  AddrvM  fai  An- 
swer to,  1610,  1699 

Balfoub,  General  Sir  G.,  Kinemriim*' 
shire 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrvaa  im  An- 
swer to,  1431 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Zeed$,  Cmiirml 
Parliament^Queen'f  Speech,  A«ldi«M  fai  An- 
swer to,  86 

Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Bin 

{Colonel  SaundersoH,  Colonel  Waring^  Mr, 

Maeariney) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Colomel8mMmd€r9en)JmmZ%, 
379 ;  aAer  short  debate,  Qoestioa  pat,  aad 
agreed  to;  BiU  ordered;  read  1®   [BiU  198] 

Bankmptcy  (County  Conrts)   (IrelaaO 

Bill  (Mr.  MulkcUmnd,  Coionsl  Ay- 

Eamum,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  Mmemrtmsg^ 

Mr.  O'Neill) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Jan  28  [Bin  88] 

Bankmptoy  Conrt  (BelCut)  Bill 

(Mr.  Efoart,  Sir  James  Corry,    Mr.    WtOi^ 

JohnetoH,  Mr.  Maemrtmy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1^  ^  /on  28  [Bia  89] 

Bankmptoy  (tenrts  OMaaA)  BOl 

(iff.  Sexton,  Mr.  Chmss,  Mr.  ifBm,  Mr. 
MCartan,  Mr.  SeyneUs) 
o  Ordered  ;  rrnd  l*»  •  Jan  2i  [WiW  \tC 
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Baakrnptey  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  John  O^Connor,  Mr.  P$t$r  M'DmM^  Mr. 

O'JTm,  Mr.  Segton,  Mr.  M*Cartan) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Jan  38  [Bill  94] 

Bajiolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfar ihirt 

ParlUmeot — Arrangement  of  Public  BusineM, 
1648 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrett  in  An- 
swer to.  1453,  1457,  U59,  1647,  1667 

Post  OflBce — InTestmeot  in  Gofemment  Se- 
curities of  Small  Sams,  1752 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges,  1571 

Scotland — Qoestions 
Police  Bill,  651 
Reduction  of  Rents— >Tni8teet  of  Landed 

Estates,  645 
Wet  tern  Islands— Procurators  Fiscal,  360 

Babiko,  Yiaootint,  BedfordMf^  Bigghi- 
wade 
Arm  J— Issue  of  Kit  Bags,  551 

Bartlet,  Mr.  Qt.  0.  T.,  IgUngton,  N. 

Inland  Rerenu^— A  Rating  Clause  for  Hoard- 
ings, 1567 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  131, 108 

Beach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks- 
(Ghief  Secretary  for  Ireland),  BrU- 
tol,  W. 

Ireland— Questions 

Armagh  Town  Commissioners — Audit    of 

Accounts,  801 
Arms  Act— Bantry   District,  1761 ;— Mr. 

James  O'Mabony,  1894 
Dispensary  Districts— Mohigoela,  160 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — PuUendiTa 

Pier,  644 
Inflammatory  Language — ^Mr.  W.  O'Brien's 

Speech  at  Woodford,  Co.  Gal  way,  1413 
Inland  Navigation  and    Drainage— River 

Barrow,  1083 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870— The  Bright  Clauses, 

588 
Irish  Land  Court— Sittings  in  Co.  Louth, 

1758 
Labourers'  Act  and  Labourers'  Cottages — 

Ardee  Union,  803 
Labourers'  Cottages   Act — Navan   Union, 

1310 
Labourers'    Acta  —  John    Kavnnagh,    Co. 

Wexford,  1388  ;— Rathdrum  Union,  1751 
1. and— Glebe  Und  Tenants,  805 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Lord  Cbarlemont's 

Estate — Interference  of  the  Police,  885, 

1000 
Law  and  Police — Alleged  *'  Police  Outrage 

at    IloapiUl,   Co.    Limerick,"    1750;— 

Assault  nt  Coolgreany,  1323,  1323 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy,  530 
Lunatic     Asylums  —  Criminal      Lunatic 

Asylum,  Dundrum — Case  of Lambe, 

1765  ;  _  William    Cribbin,    MuUingxr 

Lunatic  Asylum,  648 
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Bbacb,  Right  Uon.  Sir  M.  E.  ilicks — cont. 

Magistracy— Petty  Sessions  at  Hospital, 
Co.  Limerick,  1331,  1333  ;— PeUy  Ses- 
sions District  of  Boyle,  641 

Mr.  F.  DcTerell,  County  SurTcyor  of 
Cnvan,  1303 

Poor  Law — Insanitary  State  of  Rathdown 
Workhouse,  1323 

Prisons— Prisons  Act,  1877 — Mr.  Healy, 
Goyernor  of  Clare  Co.  Prison,  641  ;— > 
Re-organisation  —  Increase  of  Salaries 
of  Officials,  803 

Registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters — 
Polling  Districts,  883 

Registration  of  Voters  Act,  1885— Pay- 
ment of  Officials,  1756 

Sea  Fisheries— A  Steam  Cruiser,  6i^ 

SUte  of  Ireland  —  Polioe  Protection  — 
Denis  Brennan,  1806 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1765 

Trees,  Re-afforesting,  1773 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Questions 
Agrarian  Outrages— The  Returns,  373 
Moonlighters  at  Millstreet,  Co.  Cork,  1313 
Riots  at   Belfast  —  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  160,  170,  373 ;— The  Con- 
stabulary, 803 

Ireland — E?ictions — Questions 

Conduct  of  the  Constabulary,  Co.  Limerick, 

1387,  1388 
Efiction  at  Rathkeale,  647 
ETictionson  Lord  Ormathwaite's  Property, 

1337 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne's  Estate,  Queen's 

Co.  888 
Mr.   Uillas,  High  Sheriff,  Sligo  Co.  643, 

644 
Returns,  168 

Threatened  Efictions  in  Achilt,  806 
Woodford— Oost  of  Transport,  Ac.  537 

Ireland  — >  Evictions —  Glonbeigh  Evictions — 
Questions 
166,  167,  374,  655,  804,  805,  1310.  1320 
Allowances  to  the  Constabulary,  303 
Cost  of  Constabulary,  876 
Notioes  to  Relieving  Officers,  554 

Ireland — Fisheries— Questions 
Fishermen  of  Lough  Neagh,  640 
Inspection — Collection  of  Statistics,  1756 
Trawling  in  Sligo  and  KilUla  Bays,  543 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Judicial  Rents— The  Returns,  168 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Report  of  the  Com- 
mission,  168  ;  —  Sub- Commissioners  — 
Sittings  at  Kilkenny,  265 
Sale  of  Land,  Co.  Donegal,  268 
Sligo  Co.,  1740 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Achill     Petty    Sessions  —  Conviction    of 

Policemen,  1760  ; — Importation  of  Illicit 

Whiskey  by  Coastguards,  1388 
Average  Cost  of  Prosecutions,  1757 
Crossroaglen  Prisoners,  1216 
Intimitlation  of  Jurors,  1241 
Judge  Curran,  1100 
Jury    System  —  Challenges    in    Criminai 

Cases,  896,  807.  1300;— Marked  Panels 

—The  Jurors*  Acts,  1764 

[cant. 
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Bbach,  Right  IIoo.  Sir  M.  E.  Hickt — cont 
IreUnd— National  Eduoation— Qaestions 
Commiuioners     of    Education  —  School 

Lands  at  Garan,  268 
Oommissioners   of    Endowed    Schools  — 

Abatement  of  Rents,  1754 
National  School  Teachers— Delaying  Pay- 
ment of  Result  Fees,  878 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabnlary—Qnestioos 
Constoble  Foster,  879 
DetectiTC  Constoble  Kerr,  885,  886 
District  Inspector  Tilly,  1403 
Ex- Constoble  Martin  Joyce,  630 
Extra  Police  in  Co.  Clare,  642 
Labourers  (Ireland)  AoU,  268 

Police  Protection Hegarty,  1761 

Returns,  652 

Serf  ice  on  Evictions,  1103 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  185,  187,  188,  212.  213,  218,  221, 
223,  851,  855,  913,  994,  1266,  1328. 1885, 
1336, 1337,  1828 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  225 ;  2R.  866,  374,  378  ; 
Comm.  633,  685,  636 

Beokbtt,    Mr.  E.    W.,     York,  H.R., 

Whithy 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  561,  1881 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill  {Mr.  QuiU$r, 

Mr,  Heneofft,  Viteount  Wblm$r,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetton,  Mr.  Eerbtrt  Oardmr,  Mr. 
Franeit  8tevens$n,  Mr.  Ourdoni) 
:  Ordered  ;  road  1«  •  Jan  28  [BUI  46] 

Beer  Adulteration  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  Edward  Birkbnkf   Baron  DinudaU,  Sir 
SaviU    Crostley,    Mr.    Charht    Mall,    Mr. 
Fellow$s,  Baron  F.  d$  Mothahild) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  95] 

Belfast  Gh>Yemment  Bill         {Mr.  Jfoian^ 

Mr.    Sexton,    Mr.  Juttin  McCarthy,    Mr. 
Mealy,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  0' Kelly) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Jan  28  [Bill  74] 

Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill 

c.  Petition  and  Order  of  Leave  fist  February, 

1886]  read  ;  Bill  read  1®  and  2* ;  and  (the 

Bill  having  been  reported  and  considered  in 

the  last  Session  of  Parliament), 
Moved,  **  Tbnt  the  Bill  be  ordered  to  be  read 

3»"  {Mr.  Doddt)  Feb  1,  385;  after  short 

debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
3R.  deferred  Feb  14,  1386 
Read  3**,  after  short  debate,  Queen's  Consent 

signified  Feb  15,  1519 

Bentinck,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  WTiite' 

haven 
Ambleside  Railway,  2R.  1724 

Bentinck,  Mr.  W.  G.  C,  Penryn  and 
Falmouth 
Canada  and  the  United  States— Law  of  Extra- 
dition,  1405 


Bbthell,  Commander  G.  B.,  York,  E.tL^ 

Soldemesi 
Admiralty  —  Defective    Weapons  —  Catliiwci 

and  Sword  BayoneU,  1096,  1099, 1099 
Africa  (South) -Affairs  of  Zululand,  1217 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  is  An* 

swer  to,  511 
Seychelles    TsUinds — The    Chief   Ottca    of 

Polioe,  1216 

BiGGAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W. 

Bel&st  Main  Drainage,  8R.  1524 

Ireland — Questions 

Commissioners  of  Education — School  Laadi 
at  Cavan,  263 

Commissioners  of  Endowed  Sehoob  — 
Abatement  of  Rents,  1754 

Irish  Land  Commissiouers^Sale  of  Laad, 
Co.  Donegal,  268 

Land— Reduction  of  Interest  oq  Mort- 
gages, ho.  1550 

Parliament — Arrangement  of  Pablie  Bvaians* 
1648 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeeh,  AddrMsia  An- 
swer to,  477,  944,  1598 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Irotead), 
Motion  for  Leave,  227 ;  Comm.  638 

Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Carlow 

Ireland — Inspection  of  Irish  Fisheriet — Cel- 
lection  of  Statistics,  1756 

Blanb,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh^  8. 

Ireland — Questions 

Fisheries— Fishermen  of  Loogfa  Neagh.  M5 
Law  and  Justioe— The  Crosnaaflea  Pri- 
soners, 1215,  1216 
National  School  Teaohera— DeU^ing  Pig- 
ment of  Result  Fees,  878 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  140,  803,  1843 

Board  of  Trade — ^President  (t m  Stas- 
LBT  of  Prsstok,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade  —  Secretary  to   (mi 
Db  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Board  of  Trade  {Marine  Deparimmd) 

Wreck  of  the  ''Tally  J£o''—j~ 

Station  at  Eaethoume 
Question,  Admiral  Field  ;  Answer,  Tke 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (BaroQ  Hory 
De  Worms)  Feb  15, 1551 

Board    of    Works  —  Chairman    («r 
M'aAREL-Hooo,  Sir  J.  M.) 
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BoLTON,  Mr.  J.  0.,  StirUny 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech— 
swer  to,  1449,  1450,  1468 


BoNSOB,  Mr.  n.  C.  0.,  Surrey^ 
don 

Public  Health— Insanitary  Cooditioa  of 
tersea  Park,  1080 
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Borough  Funds  BiU  {Mr.  Woodaii, 

Mr.    Ktnriek^  Mr.    Pieton^  Mr.   Saward 
Vincmt,  Mr.  Woodh$ai) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Jan  81  [Bill  130] 

Brabottbnb,  Lord 

Ireland,  State  of— Legislation,  1368 
Bbadlattqh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Army  (Ordnance    Department) « Royal    Gan 
Faetory,  Woolwich— Dedootions  from  Pay, 
760 
Brixton  Market,  2R.  1077 
Barmah  (Upper) — Questions 

Roby  Mines,  1557,  1760  ;— MiliUry  Expe- 
dition  to— Messrs.  Streeter,  260,  1087  ; 
—Military  Operations,  1558 
Reported  Chinese  InTasion,  1568 
The  Shan  Chiefs— China,  1768 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Bill— Extension  to  Ire- 
land—The Truck  System,  1401 
Parliament — Elections — Sessional  Orders,  56 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  225,  274, 
276, 1833 
Post  OflBce— Letter  Carriers'  Good  Conduct 

Badges,  760 
Scotland — Truck  Acts — ^Mines  and  Works  in 
Scotland,  260 

Bbamwbll,  Lord 

Appellate  Jnrisdietion,  Comm.  el.  2, 1064 
Bridobman,  Oolonel  Hon.  F.,  Bolton 

Army  ^Ordnance  Department) —Contract  for 
Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1081 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manehister,  8.  W. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  066 

British  Honduroi 

Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler;  Answer,  The 
SecroUry  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  llolUnd)  Feb  10, 1104 

Brixton  Market  Bill  {hy  Order) 

Mofed,  "That  the  Bill    be    now  read  2«" 

{Sir  Charles  ForsUr)  Feb  10, 1071 
Amendt.  to  leate  out  '*  now,"  add  **  upon  this 
day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Broadhwret) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  **  That '  now,'  Ac. ; "  atler  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Words  added  ;  Main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Bkoadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W. 

Brixton  Market,  2R.  Amendt.  1071 
Employers'  Liability  Acts,  267 
Metropoliton  Board  of  Works— The  Superin- 
tending Architect,  544 
Quarries  Regulation,  1300 

Bbookfibld,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Rye 
Agricultural     Department  —  Cultifation    of 

Hope,  300 
Army — Arms  of  Officers— The  Revolver,  653 


Brown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  BTawick,  See. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AJdrets  in  An- 
swer to,  1443 

Bruob,  Lord  H.,    Wilts,  Chippenham 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  House— Amend- 
ments to  the  Address,  1414 

Brttob,  Hon.  B.  P.,  Fi/eshire,  W. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1457,  1458,  1450 

Bbtob,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 

Ambleside  Railway,  2R.  Amendt.  1728 

Egypt — Opening  of  Trade  with  the  Soudan, 
300 

Northern  Pacific — Evacuation  of  Port  Hamil- 
ton, 380 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  716,  717 

finilding  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Mr.  O'Nsill,  ColOMl  Waring,  Colonel 
Saundereon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Jan  28  [Bill  101] 

Bulgaria 

Prince  Alexander  of  Battenberg,  Questions, 
Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  SecreUry  of  SUte  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  1 1, 1238 

The  Correspondence,  Question,  Sir  William 
Haroourt :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.Smith)  Feb  15, 1570 

Burial  Act,  1880 — Consecration  of  Ceme- 
teries 
The  AUleborough  Bwial  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State    for    the    Home    Department    (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  3, 546 
The    Refuoal    of    Bishops,     Question,    Mr. 
Woodall :  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  1, 766 

Burial  Grounds  BUI 

{Mr.  Oeborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  John 

Ellis,  Mr.  niingworth,  Mr.  Richard, 

Mr.  ^oodalt) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  • 
Jan  28  [BiU  18] 

Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  7,  760 

Burmah  ( Upper) 

The  Military  ExpediHon^  Question,  Mr. 
Uiohfird ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  17, 1748 

Cost  of  the  War,  Question.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ; 
Anitwer,  The  Under  Secretary  ol  Suie  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  11,  1236 
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Burmah  ( Upper)^eoni* 
The  Ruity  Mines 

Military  Occupation  of  the  Ruby  Min$$,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
/an  28.  161 

Meters,  Streeter,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst) /andl,260  ;  Feb  \0, 
1087 ;  Feb  Iff,  15ff7,  1658 ;  Feb  17,  1760 

Reported  Chinese  Invasion,  Questions,  Mr. 
Legh,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  Feb  Iff,  Iff 68 

The  Shan  Chieft^China,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  17, 
1768 

BiTBT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Admiralty  —  Accountant    General's    Depart- 
ment, 163 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  170 

Butter  Substitates  Bill 

(Mr,  Mayne,  Mr,  John  0*  Connor,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr, 

Lane,  Mr,  Biggar,  Mr,  Kenny) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  28  [Bill  48] 

Buxton,    Mr.  S.  0.,    Tow$r   Samlets, 
Poplar 
Metropolis — Police — <*  Priie  Ck>mpetition   for 
Children,"  1408 
Renewal  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues,  96ff 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  lOffO 

Oadogan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Ireland —Police  Acts — Corporation  of  Lime- 
rick—Eitra  Police,  IffOff,  lff09 
Stateof  Ireland— Legislation,  1376 
Solicitors  (Ireland),  2R.  1059 

Oaine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrow-in-Furness 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  673 

Oaldwell,  Mr.  J.,   Glasgow,  St.  Rolhx 
Parliaments-Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1678 
Scotland — Education  Department— Questions 
Elementary  Schools  and  University  Teach- 
ing, 7ff4 
Lensie  Public  School,  640,  1100, 1404 
State-aided  and  Non-State-aided   Schools, 
1083 

Oambbon,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow,  College 

Army — Afghan  Prise  Money,  ffdO 

Islands  of  the  South  Pacific — Island  of  Malay  ta 

— H.M.S.  •*  Opal,"  7ff7 
Navy— Re-testing  of  Cutlasses,  1393 
North   Borneo — Attack  on   Natives — H.M.S. 

"  Zephyr,"  7ff7 
Orkney  Roads,  2R.  1202 
Parliament— -Arrangement  of  Public  Business, 

1648 
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Cakibov,  Dr.  C. — cont. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Procedure),  Res.  1792 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrete  in  An- 
swer to,  1479;  Motion  for  AdjoamoMet, 
1403  ;  Amendt.  Iff71,  IffSO,  1ff83,  lff84, 1587, 
1600,  1609,  1610,  1614,  161ff,  1632,  1634, 
1692 
Scotland  «  Questions 

Elementary  Education — Poor  and  Sdiool 

Rates  in  Skye,  877 
Law   and    Justice  —  Roberl   Hoss,     a 
Maniacal  Prisoner,  1210,   1211;— Myles 
Martin,  Crofter,  a  Prisoner  in  In?»nisw 
Gaol,  lffff2,  lff54 
Prisons — Death   of  a  Prisoner  in  OaMoo 

Gaol,  Edinburgh,  IffffO 
Skye  Crofters,  1210 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew,  W. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Aa- 
swer  to,  1441 

Oabcfbbll,  Sir  Qt,,  Kirhedliy,  ^c, 
Egypt  (Army  of  Occupation)— Sapplemeatavy 
Estimates,  ff44 
Finance,  Ac. — The  Corv6e,  1402 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An- 
swer to,  713,  1474;  Amendt.  1470,  1487. 
1493 
Railways  (India)— Massaere  on  the 
Pisheen  Railway,  ff4ff 

Oahpbrdown,  Earl  of 

Glebe  Lands,  2R.  1497 

Ireland — Police  Acts — Corporattoaof 
—Extra  Police.  IfflO 

Parliament — Qneen's  Speech,  Addresi  ta  An- 
swer to,  ff2,  ff3 

Canada  and  the  United  States 

Law  of  EgtradiUon,  Question,  Mr.  W.  G. 
Cavendish  Bentinck;  Answer,  The  Undv 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASairt  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  14,  1405 

The  Fuheries*  Durpiitet,  Question.  Mr.  O^erM 
Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Under  SeereUry  ef 
State  for  Foreign  Affinirs  (Sir  JaoMe  Fer- 
gusson) Jan  28, 16ff :  Questions,  Mr.  Gear- 
ley  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflbirs  (Sir  Jamee  rnrriissij 
Feb  7,  7ff8 

Oaittebbuby,  Archbishop  of 

Glebe  Unds.  2R.  1498,  Iff 03 

Oabbw,  Mr.  J.  L.,  JSRldare,  N. 
Ireland— Labourers'  Act  and  Labonrun'  Cat* 
tages — Ardoe  Union,  891 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill  [hx.] 

(The  Lord  Bishop  of  CariUU) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1>  •  Jan  81  (No.  9) 

Ohanoe,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  S, 

ilaytian  Government — Claims  of  British  $«h> 
jeoU,  648 
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OiARCi,  Mr.  P.  A. — eont, 

Ireland— Questions 

Efictions — Woodford — Cost  of  Transport, 

Ao.5d7 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sub-CommiMioners 

—Sittings  at  Kilkenny,  265 
Law  and  Justice— Challenges  in  Criminal 
Cases,  1218,  1229  ;— *'  Queen  f'.  Dillon," 
1093 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — The 
Jury  System— Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases, 
1228,  1220 
Parliament—Queen's  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  686,  688 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),   211. 
368  ;  Amend t.  378 ;  Comm.  Amendt.    632, 
636 

Chanoellob,  The  Lobd  C$ee  Halsbuby. 
Lord) 

Chancellor  of  the  Exohequbb  {see 
GoscHBN,  Eight  Hon.  G-.  J.) 

Chanoellob  of  the  Duoht  of  Lakoabteb 
(see  Mankebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord 
J.  J.  B.) 

Chavrino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Ireland — Eviotioni — Threatened   Efictions  in 
Achill,  806 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Linoolnshiref 
8Uaford 
Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  House — Amend- 
ments to  the  Address,  1413 
Parliaments-Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  ilO,  989 

Charity  Commissioners — Non* Representee 
tive  Bodies 
QoestioD  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jan  28, 
164 

Charity  Commission  Schemes — Eleetion  of 
TVustees 
Question,  Sir  John  Swinburne  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.    W.  U. 
Smith)  Feb  3,  655 

Chodebb,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Edin- 
burgh,  8. 
Parliament^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  296,  404 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
367 

Christchnrch     (Southampton)    Charter 
(Correction  of  Error)  Bill  [b.l.] 

{The  Lord  Fresident) 

L  Presented ;  read  1*  Jan  2S  (No.  4) 

Read  2«*  Jan  31 
Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  3 
Read  3*  *  Feb  4 
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Church  Discipline  Amendment  Bill 

{Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  WardU,   Mr,  Joicey) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<*•  Feb3  [Bill  156] 


Chxjbchill,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 

Paddington,  S. 

Parliament — Quoen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  276,  280,  296 

Resignation  of  the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Personal  Explanation,  57,  71 

Church  Sites  (Compnlsory  Powers  Bepeal) 
BiU 

{Mr,  Francii   Powell,  Mr,  John    Talbot,   Mr, 

Addison,  Mr,  Tomlinson) 
c.  Ordered ;  r^d  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  53] 

Chnrch  Sites  (Compulsory  Powers  Bepeal) 

Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Lord  JBiehop  of  LiehfieU) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1>  •  Feb  15  (No.  22) 

City  of  London  Fire  Inqaests  Bill 

{Sir  Hobert  Foteler,  Mr,  Eubbard) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  165] 

Civil  Service 

Retirement  of  Writers,  Question,  Mr.  Gent- 
Davis  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  8,  890 

The  JVeasury  Minute,  Question,  Mr.  Gent- 
DaTis ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  8,  890 

Suspension  of  Appointments^  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor:  Answer,  The  First  I^ord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Feb  10, 
1104 

Olabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  679,  H62«  1603, 1623,  1626,  1627, 
1628,  1629,  1694,  1852 

Scotland— Skye  Crofters— Sheriff  Ivory,  271 

Olabkb,  Sir  E.  G.  (Solicitor  General), 

Plymouth 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1038,  1040,  1048 

Coal  and  Ironstone  Mines 

Days  of  Drawing,  Question,  Mr.  Pickard ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  4,  654 

Report  of  IntpeetoTS,  1886,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickard  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  Feb  4,  654 

Coal  Mines — Explosion  at  the  Wood  End 
Pits,  Lancashire 
Question,  Mr.  Fen  wick  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tai'T  of  State  for  the  Uomo  Departmi  nt(Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  15,  1560 
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Coal  Mines,  ftc.  Regulation  Bill 

( Jfr.  Secretary  Matthiwe^  Mr,  Stuart-  Worthy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  ]«•  Jan  31  [Bill  180] 

Extention  to  Ireland— The  Truck  System, 
Questions,  Mr.  Murom,  Mr.  BradUagh ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Fob  U, 
1400 

Coal    Mines    Begalation   Act    (1872) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Bayden,  Mr,  Arthur  (y  Confer,  Mr,  T,  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr,  Clancy,  Mr.  Conway, 
Mr,  Patrick  CJBrien) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jan  28  [Bill  30] 

Cobb,  liir.  H.  P.,  Warwick^  8.E.,  Rugby 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — The  Jury  System 

— «The  Queen  v.  Dillon,  M.P."— Bight  of 

Challenge,  1235 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Jury 

System— Rijeht  of  Challenge,  1236 
Post  OflSce  (England  and  Wales) — Stationery 

Clerks  in  Surveyor's  Branch,  540 

Coohbane-Baillie,  Hon.  0.  W.  A.  N., 
St.  Panoras,  JT. 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — ^The   National 
Portrait  Gallery,  1772 

OyQBiLL,  Mr.  D.  H.,  NetccastU-unier- 
Lyme 

Army  (Ordnance  Store  Department) — Clothing 

Contracts,  1397 
Endowed  Schools  Aot— The  Annual  Financial 

SUtement,  887 
Public  Health  —  Hydrophobia^M.  Pasteur's 

System,  880 

OoLERiDGE,  Lord  (Lord  Ohief  Justice  of 
England) 
Prif  ilege— **  The  Queen  v.  Lord  Graves,"  247 

OoLEBiDQE,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Attereliffe 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— The  Jury  System 

— Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  1218 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech — Address  in  An- 
swer   to,   Motion  for  Adjournment,  1003, 
1025,  1040 

CoLOMB,  Oaptain  J.  O.E.,  Tower  Hamlete^ 
Bow^  Sfe. 
Emigration  ( Ireland) «  Parliamentary  Grants, 

l!»82.d,  1240 
Northern  Pacific — E? acuation  of  Port  Hamil- 
ton, 554 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  1009 

Cohnial  Repreeentatives,  Conference  of~^ 

Stale-Directed  Colonitation 
Questions,    Mr    Sfton-Karr;     Answer,    The 
SeorctarT   of  State  for  the    Colonies   (Sir 
Henry  llollMnd)  Feb  7,  767 


Colonial  Serrice  (Pendons)  Bin 

(Sir  Herbert  MaxwM,  Sir  Henry  BolUmd,  Mr. 

Jackeon) 

e.  Ree.  considered  in  Oommittae  Feb  S 

Res.  reported,  and  agreed  to ;   Bill  ordered  ; 
readl<>*i^4  [801168] 

OoLONiBS—Secretary  of  State  for   (m# 
HoLLAin),  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

COMMITTBB  OF  OoUNOIL  09  EDUCATION — 

Vied  President  {tee  Dtke,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Cantagioue  Dieeaeee  Aete — EjfeeU  0/  8m- 
peneion 
Question,  Mr.  Howorth;  Answer,  The SeereUry 
of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Sunbope)  Feb  17. 
1761 

Contumacy  Imprisonment  Abolition  BQl 

(Colonel  Sandye,  Mr,  WhiOey,  Mr,  WariU,  Mr^ 

Joieey) 
e.  Ordered ;  raad  1**  Feb  3  [BiU  157] 

OoNYBEABB,  Mr.  0.  A.  Y.,    Comwdl^ 

Camborne 

Admiralty— The  Proposed  Imperial  Inatiutr, 

— Dockyard  Subscriptions,  1599  ; — Dewoa. 

port  Dockyard,  1333 

Ballot  Aot  (1873)   Amendment,   MoUm   fm 

Leave,  379 
Cornish  and  Devon  Mines — Insanitary  Coadi* 

tion,  1763 
Ecclesiastical     Commissionert  —  Retttra    of 

Dues,  Ac.,  373 
Ireland —Questions 

Eviotions— Glenbeigfa  ETioUooa,  167.  Mf . 

876, 1310 
Inflammatory  Langoago— Mr.  W.  0*Brieo*s 

Speech  at  Woodford,  Co.  Galway.  Ull 
Law  and  Jascioe— The  Jury  SyaCesn— Chil. 
lengea  in   Criminal  Cases — **  Qaeoa  r. 
Dillon,"  1003 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary— SerriM    o« 
Evictions.  II03 
Parliament— New  Writ  for  St.  Georgey  Umm- 

over  Square,  360 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrees  la  An- 
swer to,  410,  1831,  1846 
Police  (Metropolis)—"  Prito  Compeiiiioe  iv 
Children,"  1407 

CooKB,  Mr.  C.  W.  B.,  Newington,  W. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddrtM  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjoammeot,  473 


Copyhold  Bnflranchisement  Bill  [u^l 

{The  Lord  Bobhmeo) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Fe6  3  (No.  13) 


Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  WufkUw,  JS. 

Arklow  flarboor  Act,  877 
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CoBBiTy  Mr.  W.  J.  — coiit. 

Ireland — Qaettions 

Charitable  Donations  and   Requests— The 

Eaton  Beqaest,  1893 
Criminal    Lanatio    Asylom,    Dundrum — 

Case  of Lambe,  1754 

Fisberj  Piers  and  Harbours — Greystones, 

Co.  Wieklow,  1751 
Labourers'  Act — Rathdrum  Union,  1750 
Lttuaey  Acts  Amendment,  658 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Paddington 
Workhouse — Incarceration  of  a  Female  not 
a  Lunatic,  1776 

Com  Sales  Bill 

(Mr.  Rankin^  Sir  Joseph  B.  BaiUy^  Mr,  JET.  T. 

Davenport^  Mr,  WHiiamton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  ^  Jan  38  [Bill  91] 

OoBBY,  Sir  J.  P.,  Armagh^  Hid 
Belfast  Main  Drain^ige,  3K.  1523 

GossuAM,  Mr.  n.)  Bristol,  E, 

Parliament-'Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  476,  483 

Cottagers'  (Allotments)  Bill 

(Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr,  linch-Matton,  Sir   Edward 
Birkb^k,  Viscount  Ourson,  Mr,  Charles  Hall, 
Captain  Sslwyn,  Fiteount  Orimtton) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  l*'  •  Feb  7  [Bill  161] 

Cotton,  Oapt.  E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire,  Wirral 
Army — Con?ersion  of  Horse  and  Field  Artil- 
lery, 651 

County  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Janus  0*Brisn,  Mr,  Timothy  Harrington, 
Mr,  Arthur  O*  Connor,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr,  Mealf/) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l''^  Jan  38  [Bill  13] 

OouBTNBY,    Mr.  L.    H.    (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 
Orkney  Roads.  3R.  1309 
Sutton  District  Water,  3  R.  1538 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare,  E, 

Inland    Re?enue— Stamp  Duty    on    Receipts 

from  Income  Tax  and  Poor  Rates,  1234 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice— Achill  Petty  Sessions — 
Con?iotion  of  Policemen,    1760; — Im- 
portation of  Illicit  Whiskey  by  Coast- 
guards, 1388 
Magistracy — Petty    Sessions    District   of 

Bojle,  640 
Prisons  Act,  1877 — ^Mr.  Uealy,  Goyernor 

of  Clare  Co.  Prison,  641 
R^stration  of  Parliamentary    Voters- 
Polling  DistricU,  883 
Ireland •Rojal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions 
District  Inspector  TilW,  1403 
Extra  Police  in  County  Clare,  641 
Mauritius— The  Exchange,  543 

[^»«l. 


Cox,  Mr.  J.  K.^cont, 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  323 :  Amendt.  1833 

Post  Office  (England  and  Wales)— Dismissal 
of  Female  Clerks,  1396 

Cbemeb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Shorediteh,  Hag- 
gereton 

Burmah  (Upper)— Military  Occupation  of  the 
Ruby  Mines,  161 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  632 ; 
Amendt.  656,  717,  720 

Cbillt,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  N, 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  495,  509 

Criminal    Law    (Ireland)    Amendment 

Bill  ('^r.    Sexton,   Mr,    Timothy 

Barrington,  Mr,  Chanee,  Mr,  Healy,  Mr, 
Reynolds,  Mr,  Donal  Sullivan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  27] 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Frocednre  Bill 

(Mr,  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr,  Secretary  Balfour, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  !'*•  Jan  31  [Bill  131] 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1886) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr,  Anderson,  Mr,  Mackintosh,  Mr,  Wallace, 

Mr,  Provand) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  Jan  28  [Bill  100] 

Crofters  (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Dr,   Clark,  Mr,  Barclay,   Mr,  Rsslemont,  Or, 

McDonald,  Mr,  Mackintosh) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  52] 

Cboss,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 

Glebe  Lands,  1R.870;  2R.  1501, 1503 
India  (Madras) — Tho  Cofenanted  Cifil  Serf  ice 

— Land  Speculations — Case  of  Mr.  SuUiTao, 

743 

Crossman,  Major  General  Sir  W.,  Porte- 
mouth 

Army — Officers'  Quarters— Sale  of  Premises, 
Portsmouth,  occupied  bj  the  Command- 
ing Officer  of  lioyai  Engineers,  755 
Purchase  of  Horses  for  Army  Purposes, 
1390 

Defences  of  the  Empire— Coaling  Station  at 
Castries  (West  Indies),  756 
Coaling  Sutions  in  the  Eastern  Colonies, 
1569 

Egjpt  —  War     Decorations    to    the   English 
Troops,  1750 
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CuBiTT,  Eight  Hon  G.,  Surrey^  Mid 
Satton  District  Water,  2R.  1634 

OuRBiB,  Sir  D.,  Perihihire,  W. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeob,   Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1470 

CuRZON,  Hon.  Q.  N.,  ZaneoBhire,  South- 
port 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  340,  360 

easterns  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir   Albert  RoUit,    Mr,  Seymour   Kitty,   Mr, 

Oourley) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee;  Res.  agreed  to. 
and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1** 
Feb  2  [Bill  156] 

Cyprus — The  Mail  Service — The  Annual 

Payment  to  the  Porte 
Question,    Sir   Edmund   Leohmere  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  HoWand)  Feb  16,  1669 

Dalbyhple,  Mr.  0.,  Iptwieh 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  688 

Deacons  (Clrnrch  of  England)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Gedye,   Viscount   Folkestoftt,    Mr,  Hoare, 

Mr,  Maelnnet) 
e.  Ordered;  read  !••  Jan  31  [Bill  131] 

De  Cobain,  Mr.  E.  8.  W.,  Belfast,  E, 

Belfast  Main  Dniinage,3R.  1623 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  1139,  1142,  1143,  1144,  1145 

Deep  Sea  Oysters  Bill 

(Mr.  CozenS'Hardy,  Mr,  Co'man) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  2  [Bill  161] 

Defences  of  the  Empire — see  title  Imperial, 
Sfc,  Defences 

De  La  Waeb,  Earl 

Railways — Railway  Brakes,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
turn, 1364 

De  Lisle,  Mr.  B.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leices- 
tershire, Mid 
Contract  for  Cartridges  for  Queensland — The 

Explosives  Act,  1402 
India — The  Punjab^Foreed  labour,  dec.  1078 
Parliament-^ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  716 
Post  Office — An  Imperial  Penny  Postage,  303 

Denmak,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction.  2R.  761  ;  Comm.  1069  ; 

cL   1,    Amende.  ib,iel,  2,  Amendt.   1063; 

Kepcrt,  1720 
State -Directed  Emigmtion,  383 
Women's  Suffiage,  2H.  266 


Dr  Bos,  Lord 

Ireland,  Sute  of— LegislaiMM,  1375 
NaTy— H.M.S.  <•  Indus"— Uefeelif* 
— Sword  Bayonets,  1070 


Db  WoRiis,  Baron  H.  (Seoretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade),    Lip^rp^al,  East 
Toxteth 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department)  —Wreck 
of  the  *' Tally  Ho"  — Rocket  Statioo   at 
Eastbourne,  1662 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  638  ^-<7loCh- 
ing  Contracts,  1083  ;-Tbe  '<  Prineeae  Alex- 
andra," 630 

Egypt — Port  Does  on  Shipping,  1561 
Emigration  SUtistios  for  1886, 1185 

Fishery  Department  (England  aad  Walea)— 

Beam  Trawling,  773,  774 
Fishing  Boats  Amendment,  1294 
Gold  and  SiWer  Plate— Uall-Markittg—lBfiaa 
Gold  and  .SilTor  Plate  at  the  Colosial 
Exhibition,  648 
Revenue  Act,  1887, 760 
llarboori  of  Refuge — Londy  Island,  1079 

Lighthouse  Illnminants — EzperioiMite  at  tke 

South  Foreland,  266 
Limited    Liabilities    Acts  —  RegistratMNi  of 

Limited  Companies,  1770 
Mereantile    Marine  —  Life*SaTiog    Gtwt   oa 

**  Kapanda,"    and    oertaia    Casoshiaa     ia 

1886, 646 

Merchant  Shipping— The  *^  Andrew  Jobaeoa  " 
and  the  **  Thirlmere,"  1663 
The  Register  of  Shipping — Vetaels  nored 
by  Towing,  1397 

Merehant  Shipping  Acts — Lost  of  the  "  Ka- 

punda,"  1646     ' 
North  Sea  Fisheries — Report  of  the  CoBBit- 

tee,  1660 
Railway  Rates  and  Charges,  1671 
Railwajs — Return  of  Rates  for  Carriage  of 

English  and  Foreign  Produce,  279 
Refuge  and  Life   Uarbours — Apprwpriatlott  of 

Public  Money,  1394 
Statistics    of   Trade  and    Labour  —  Laboar 

Bureaux,  1407 
Thames  Preserration  Act,  1885— ComerraBcy 

Bye- Laws,  876 
Trade  and  Commeree—  Intematioiial  QmsiSm 

once  on  the  Sugar  Boaatiea,  15#5 
Weights  and  Measures  Act— Sale  of  Coal  ia 

the  Midland  Mining  Diatrieta,  886 


Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

Ireland — Evictions — Evietioas  oa  Lord  Orma- 
thwaito's  Property,  1936 
Law  and   Police— Assault  at  Coolgreaay, 
1223 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreas  in  Aa* 
swer  to,  847,  861,  866.  933,  977.  989,  1053. 
1123,  1336,  1337, 1896,  1898, 1899,  1836 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea^  Town 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoaaa  ( Rolaa  ef 

Procedure),  Res.  1780 
Parliament— New  Rules  of  Prooadare  (1889)— 

Rule  2  ( Adjoornmeot  of  the  UoaaeX  17T7 
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Distress  for  Bent  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Broadhurstf  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Arthur 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  F^  3  [Bill  154] 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middletex, 
Uxhridg$ 
Hampton   Court  Palace— Safety  of  the  Art 

Treasures,  Ao.  261,  262 
Members  of  Parliament^ Return  of  Members, 

]880_Indez  of  Names,  1211 
Railways — Return  of  Rates  for  Carriage  of 
English  and  Foreign  Produce,  272 

Dogi 

Liability  for  shooting  Straj^  Dogs,  Question, 
Mr.  M'Laren;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Uome  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) Feb  8,  880 

Rubies  among  Dog$ — Police  Preeautiont —  The 
Rabies  OHcr,  1837,  Question,  Mr.  H.  S. 
Wright ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners) 
Ffb  S,  886 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Aksbs-  (Secretary  to 
tho  Treasury),  Kent,  St.  Augtutine^s 
Newspaper  AdTertising — Treasury  Patronage, 
1103 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  Michael  Hieks-Bcach) 

e.  Orderod ;  read  1«  •  /on  81  [Bill  127] 

Read  2*  •  F«6  8 

Duff,  Mr.  B.  W.,  Banffshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  451,  452,  453,  454 

DuKOAK,  Colonel  F.,  Fmshury,  Holhorn 
Army — Quartermasters  and   Riding  Masters, 

269 
High  ^  Court    of    Justice — Chancery    Taiing 

Master's  Office,  763 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Greenwich  Park,  1764 
Parliament^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  675 

DuKOOMBE,  Mr.  A.,  York,  E.R.^  Howdcn- 

shire 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  579 

DuNBAYBK,  Earl  of 

Resignation  of  tho  Earl  of  DunraTen,  Per* 
sonal  Explanation,  1715 

Dns,  Bight  Hon.   Sir  W.  H.  (Vice 
President    of    the    Oommittee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent^  Dart- 
ford 
Endowe<l  Scliools  Ants  «Th**  AnnurU  Finaaeial 
Su*cmeiit,  887 


Early  Closing  Bill  {Sir  John  Lubbock, 

Mr,  John  Barry,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  A.  Cohen, 
Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,Mr.  Whitley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !**•  Jan  28  [Bill  99] 

Ebbinqton,  Viscount,  Devon,  Tavistoek 
Parliament^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1007 

Ecclesiastical    Assessments   (Scotland) 

Bill  (Jtf»*.  J^ark  Stewart,  Mr.  J,  A. 

Campbell) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Joh  28  [Bill  11] 

Ecclesiastical    Assessments    (Scotland) 

(No.  2)  Bill      {Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  M'Lagan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  *  Feb  4  [Bill  160] 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
Churchyard  Bottom  Wood,  Highgate,  Question, 
Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  Sir  llenry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  Feb  4,  642 

Si.  Mary,  Homeey,  Question,  Mr.  Picton  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretiiry  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortloy) 
Feb  4.  643 

Return  of  Dues  payable  by  Mines,  Quarries, 
ire,  Question,  Mr.  Conjrbeare;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Suie  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Jan  31,  272 

Education  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Mr,  Buchanan, 

Dr.  Farquharion,  Mr.  Thorburn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  •  Jan  28  [Bill  79] 

Egypt 

Army  0/  Oeeupation — Health  of  the  Troops, 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson  :  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope)/V6  1,393 

Supplementary  Estimates,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  3.  544 

NeuUralisation  of  Kgypt  ^ Rumoured  Negotia-' 
tions.  Question,  Sir  llenry  Tyler;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  10,  II 05 

Port  Dues  on  Shipping,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
Sutherland  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Feb  15.  1561 

Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolf — Expenses  of  His 
Mission.  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Williamson ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  14,  1410 

War  Decorations  to  the  English  Troops,  Ques* 
tion.  General  Sir  William  Grossman  ;  An- 
swer, The  SecreUry  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  Feb  17, 1750 

Finance,  tre. 

Abolition  of  the  <*  Corvie,**  Question,  Sir  John 
Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fvrgus- 
soii)  Feb  10,  1079;  Quest'on*,  Mr.  Lsbon- 
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Effypt — Finance,  fe, — cont. 

chere,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  J&mes  Fergusson)  Feb  14,  1401 

The  Soudan 

Opening  of  Trade  with  the  Soudan,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bryce;  Answers,  The  Undersecretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Feb  1,  390 

Helief  of  Emin  Bey,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
lluntly  McCarthy;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affjiirs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Jan  31,  273 

Military  Expedition — Scientific  Reports  on  the 
Soudan^  Question,  Mr.  Norris ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Feb  4,  648 

Elcho,  Lord,  Ipswich 

Statistics  of  Trade  and  Labour  —  Labour 
Bureaux,  1407 

Electric  Lig:hting  Act  (1882)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {ifr.  Watt,  Mr,  Oraham, 
Mr,  Oourley,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Croseley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  89] 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)   Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.]  (The  Lord  Thurlow) 
I  Presented ;  read  1*  •  /an  31  (No.  10) 

Elementary  Education  (Evening  Schools) 

Bill  {Mr.  Jatnes  Stuart,  Mr.  A.  H. 

Dyke  Aeland,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Sir  Henry  Eoscoe) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Jan  28  [Bill  40] 

Ellbnborouoh,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  747 
Army— -Military  Armaments  and  Organization, 
149 
Royal  Artillery — Rumoured   Reduction  of 
the  Force,  1516 
Nafy— H.M.S.  "  Indus  "—Defective  M^eapons 
—Sword  BayoneU,  1070 

£lli8,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Rutheliffs 
Boirial  Grounds  Bill — Consecration  of  Ceme- 
teries, 766 

Ireland  ~  Questions 

Agrarian  Outrages — The  Returns,  273 

Evictions— The  Returns,  168 

Irish  Land  Commission — Judicial  Rents— 
The  Returns,  168 

Law  and  Justice — The  Jury  System — 
Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  896; — 
*<  Queen  v.  Dillon/'  1233,— Marked 
Panels— The  Jurors'  Acts,  1764 

Purchase  of  Land  Act,  1885 — Amount  of 
Advances,  1411 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Returns,  652 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  1805 

rarliumciii— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer tu,  312 


Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  602 

Quarries  Regulation,  1226 

Town  Holdings,  Nomination  of  Seleot  Com* 
mittee,  868 

Elphinstonb,  Lord  (A  Lord  in  Waiting) 
Navy— H.M.S.  **  Indus"— Defective  Weapons 

—Sword  Bayonets,  1068,  1070 
War  OflBce  (Ordnance  Department) — DeCeeiiv* 

Weapons — Sword  Bayonets,  1198 

Emigration 

State- Directed^  Petition  presented.  Lord  Den- 
man  Feb  \,  383 

Emigration  StatisUes  for  1886,  Qaesiioo,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Denrj  1% 
Worms)  Feb  11, 1230 

Employers^  Liability  Ads — Legislation 
Question,    Mr.    Hroadhurst  :   Ansver,  The 
First   Lord   of  the   Treannry   (Mr.   W.   U. 
Smith)  Jan  31,  267 


Employers'  LiabiUty  Act  a880) 

ment  Bill      (Mr.  WHliam  M'DotmU,  Mr. 
Arthur  G*  Connor ,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr.  Ckmmce, 
Mr.  Clancy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Jaa  28  [BiU  38] 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amesd- 

meiit  (No.  2)  BlU  {Mr.  Bmrt,  Mr. 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  Joicsy^  Mr.  Haldmne^  Mr. 
Lockwood) 
e.  Ordered  :  read  1»  *  F«6  0  [Bill  163] 


Endowed  Sehooli  Act,  1869,  and 
ing  Acts 
Ordered,  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  a^ 
pointed,  to  inquire  into  the  oprrmiiosi  of 
<*  llie  Endowed  School  Aet,  1869,*'  and  tte 
amending  Acts,  and  to  oonsider  and  report 
how  far  it  maj  be  expedient  to  aoMod  tbe 
powers  exercised  under  them  by  tho  Cbar^ 
Commissioners ;  List  of  the  Committee  Fe^  7, 
869 

Endowed    Schools    Acts  —  Tho    AmmssMl 
Financial  Statement 
Question,   Mr.    Ooghili;    Answer,  Tbo   Vies 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  WUIimb  Hart 
Dyke)  Feb  8,  887 

Erne,  Earl  of 

Na?7— H.M.S.  "  Indus  "—Dsfeetlfo  W4 

— Sword  Bayonets,  1067 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrc«  in 

swer  to,  10 
War  OflEloe;(Ordnanoe  DepartmeBt)~DHe«tife 

Weapons — Sword  Bayonets,  74S 

EsuER,  Lord  (Master  of  the  Bolls) 
Appellate  JurisdioiioOy  Coram.  eL  1,  1060 
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Esmonds,  Sir  T.  H.  G.,  Dublin  Co.,  8. 

Ireland — Questions 

Collector  of  Rateg'  OflSoe,  1546 
CommiMioners  of  Irish  Lights— The  *'  Prin- 

eess  Alexandra,"  539 
Grime    and    Outrage— Assault    at    Cool- 
greane?,   1232 ; —Assaults    in    Wexford 
Co..  )545 
Labourers*    Acts— John    Kavanagb,     Co. 

Wexford,  1S88 
Poor  Iaw— Insanitary  State  of  Rathdown 
Workhouse,  1222 
Merchant  Shipping— Detention  of  the  '*  Tele- 
grapho'*  by    the    Dominican   Government, 
1669 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  105 

EssLBMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Ah&rdeenshire,  E. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion   for   Adjournment,   1353 ; 
AmendL  1415,  1427,  1429,  1460,  14(18 


EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Belfait,  N. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage.  3a.  1386, 1525 
Ireland  —  Railways  —  Dublin    "  Loop    Line 
Scheme,  770 
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FiRoussoir,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J,^eont, 

Egypt  —  Abolition   of  the   "  Corv6e,"    1070, 
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Fbhwiok,     Mr.     C,      Northumberland, 

Wanfibeek 
Coal  Mines— Explosion  at  the  Wood  End  Tits, 
Lancashire,  1560 

Europe    {Souih  Eoiiern),   Affairs  of --- 
Austria  and  Russia 
Question,    Mr.     Labonchere ;    Answer,    The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affisirs 
(Sir  James  Fergasson)  Jan  31,271 

Fairs  and  Markets  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Tannw,  Dr.  Commins,  Mr,  80Xion,  Mr. 
Lmu,  Mr,  H$aly) 
€.  OrderMl ;  read  1««  Jan  28  [Bill  160] 

Selonions  Use  of  Firearms  Bill 

(Jfr.   Howard    Vinant,  Sir   Henry    Selwin^ 
IbbiUm,  Mr,  $$ager  Hunt,  Mr.  Lawion,Mr, 
Hulti) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Jan  28  [Bill  119] 

Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  Feb  1,  479 

FEEOU880K,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  N.E. 
Africa  (East) — London  Conference— Sultan  of 

Zansibar,  649 
Africa  (West   Coast)— RcTital  of  the  Slave 

Trade,  1216,  1404 
Bulgaria  —  Prince  Alexander  of  Battenberg, 

1288,  1240 
Canada  and  the  United  SUtea— The  Fisheries' 
Disputes,  165,  759 
Law  of  Extradition,  1406 
Commercial    Treaty    wiih    Frnnce,    1882  — 
SiirUxe  D'Knlr-  pO*,  1095 

[comI. 


1401,  1402 

Neutrality  ~  Rumoured   Negotiations — The 
Neutralisation  of  Egypt,  1106 
Egypt — Soudan— Questions 

Disaster  to   Italian    Arms  at    Massowah, 

652. 1237. 1238 
Opening  of  Trade  with  the  Soudan,  300 
Relief  of  Emin  Bey,  274 
Haytian  Government — Claims  of  British  Sub- 
jects, 648 

Madagascar  —  Expulsion  of  Wilkinson, 

1558 
Merchant  Shipping — Detention  of  the  **  Tele« 
grapho"  by  the  Dominionn   Gofernment, 
1566 
Morocco— Imprisonment  of  the   Free  Negro, 

Faitah,  1403 
Northern  Pacific — Eyacnation  of  Port  Hamil- 
ton, 380 
Parliament- Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  663,  664,  665,  675 
South -Eastern    Europe — Austria  and    Russia, 

271 
United  States — The  Homestead  and  Exemp- 
tion l^ws,  548 
Vencxuela — Seizure  of  the  "  llenrietta  *'  and 
"Josephine" — Claims  of  British  Subjects, 
768 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Eastbourne 
Admiralty — Torpedo    Bo.its — A  **  Committee 

of  Designs."  1095 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department)  —Wreck 

of  the   •*  Tally    Ilo"  — Rocket   Station  at 

Eastbourne.  1551 

FiNLAY,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Inverness,  Sfe. 
Orkney  Roads,  2R.  1206 

FiNUOAKE,  Mr.  J.,  Limerieh,  E. 
Ireland—  Questions 

Evictions— Conduct  of  the  Constabulary, 

Co.  Limerick,  1387 
Law  and  Police— Alleged  **  Police  Outrage 

at  HospiUl,  Co.  Limerick,"  1759 
Magistracy  —  Petty  Session  at   Hospital, 
Co.  Limerick,  1221 

First  Offenders  Bill  {^^*  Howard  Vincent, 
Lord  Randolph  Spencr  ChurehiU,  Sir  Henry 
SelwiH'IbbetMonf  Mr,  Hoars,  Mr.  Addison, 
Mr.  Hastinys,  Mr-  Lawton,  Mr.  MoUoy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Jan  31  [Bill  132] 

Fishery  Department  {England  and  Wales) 

—  Beam  Trawling 

Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree.  Mr.  Marjorlbnnhs  ; 

Answers,  The   Secretary  to  the   Board   of 

Trade  (Baron   Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  7, 

773 

Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Harrington,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  A.  Blake, 

Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Hooper,  Mr.  O'ffea) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [BiU  54] 
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Fishing    Boats  Amendment   Bill — Zegis- 
lotion 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Bonrd  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  F«d  11, 1224 

Fishings,  ftc.  Valuation  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Caldwell,  Dr.  Cameron,  Dr.  Clark) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jan  28  [Bill  114] 

FitzQbrald,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  747  ;  Gomm.  el,  2, 

1062 
Ireland — Police  Acts^  Corporation  of  Limerick 
^Extra  Police,  1512 
State  of  Ireland— Legislation,  1382 
Privilege—"  The  Queen  v.  Lord  Graves,"  264 
Solicitors  (Ireland),  2R.  1058,  1059 

FiTZGEBALD,  Mr.  E.  U.  P.,  Cambridge 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)  — Judge  Curran, 
1106 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  7^. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House   (Rules 

of  Procedure),  Res.  1821 
Parliament —Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  587 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{eee  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (eee  Fbrgusson,  Eielit  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

FoRTEsoTJB,  Earl 

Iddeslelgb,  The  Late  Earl  of,  9 

Fowler,    Eight  Hon.  H.  H.,   Wblver- 
Hampton,  £, 
Ireland—Law  and  Justice— Salary  of  the  At- 
torney General,  890 
Iaw   and  Justice— The  Jury   System — Chal- 
lenges in  Criminal  Cases,  765 
Prosecution  of  Rev.  Walter  Davies,  535 
Navy— Prices  of  Coal,  Iron,  Steel,  &o,  to  the 

Dockyards,  542 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  145 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1176,  1185,  1278 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature    (Ireland),  2R. 
865;  Comm.635 

Fowler,  Sir  B.  N.,  London 

British  Honduras,  1104 
India  ^Madras)— The  Conflagration,  1085 
Queen  s  Jubilee  Celebration — Clerks  and  other 
Employes  in  the  Civil  Service,  1 775 

Fo3rne8  Harbonr  (Transfer)  Bill 

{Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr,  Jaekton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"  •  Feb  4  [Rill  169] 


France,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  188i — 
Surtaxe  D'^Entrepdt 
Question,    Mr.  Watt;    Answer,   Th«    Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  10,  1095 


Frasbr,  Major-(}0n.  0.  0.,  Lemheik,  iT. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrens  in  An- 
swer to,  1175 


Free  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  BiD 

(Sir  John  Lubboek,  Mr,    Arthur    Cohm^    Mr 
Collingt,  Sir  John  Kennnwag,  Sir  £pm  Hm^mir} 
•  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jim  28  [BUI  122] 

Free  Libraries  Acts  Consolidation  KB 

{Mr.  OaldweU,Dr.  Cmnuron,  Mr.Camtrm  Otrbett) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jam  28  [Bill  115] 

Free  Zihrariet  and  Meehame9*  InttiUUimu 
— Supply  of  Parliamentary  lUforie 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Wright ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
eel  lor    of   the    Exchequer    (Mr.    Goaebcn) 
Feb  15,  1556 

Friendly  Soceities  Act  (1875)  AmendmeBt 

Bill  {Mr,N0rUm,  rietmui 

Folkestone,  Mr,  TomHnton,  Mr.  ffo^U) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  *  Jan  28  [  UiU  •] 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendmeat 
(Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Franeit  Stevenson^  Sir  Sdmird    ffiVIJwl, 
Sir  Savile  CrouUy,  Mr,  Ckemmmy,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  Mmmm) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  /on  28  [BiU  M] 

Friendly    Societies    (Transminifm    of 
Honey)  Bill 

{Viteount  CuTMOH,  Sir  Bdwmrd BirO^ek^  t\ptt'i 
Fellowet,  Sir  John  Kenmntmy,  Mr,  Ttmh'imm, 
Mr.  Oodeon,  Sir  Albert  BoUif^ 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  86] 

Fry,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Ireland— Evictions— Glenbeigh  Enetiona.  Itt. 
166,167 

Parliament— Queen's  Speceh,  AMmM  te  An- 
swer to,  212,  213 


FuLTOW,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Weei 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech, 
■wer  to,  207,  212 


Addresi  in  An> 


Gardner,  Mr.  H.,  Eee^^x,  Safi^m  WaUm 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Afrieniiur*— Cwt  nf 
the  Commission,  1571 
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Qent-Davis,   Mr.   R.,  Zamleth,   Km- 

nington 
Cifil  Serfioe  Writers— Retirement  of  Writere, 
890 
The  Treasury  Minute,  890 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  202 


GoRST,  Sir  J.  E,-  -ewU 

Military  Operations— Cost  of  the  War,  1230 
Reported  Chinese  InTaslon,  1568 
The  Shan  Chiefs— China,  1760 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  707 


Gibson,  Mr.  J.  G.  (Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland),  Liverpool^  Walton 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Juries  Act,   1871— .Tury  Panel  at   Sligo, 

1228 
Jnry  System— Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases, 
1220.  1229;— "Queen  *'.  Dillon,"  1090, 
lODl,   1092,   1093,   1094,    1233,    1234, 
1235 
Winter  Assize  Courts,  881, 1225 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  975,  977,  979,  980,  982,  987 

GiLHOOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 

Ireland- Questions 

Arms  Act- Mr.  James  0*Mahoney,  1394  ; 

—The  Bantry  District,  1760 
Law    and    Police  —  Thomas    Scully    and 

Robert  Kelly,  1549 
Police  Protection Hegarty,  1761 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louthy  8. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1013 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  JSWiw- 
hurgh,  Mid  Lothian 
Iddesleigh,  The.  Late  Earl  of,  74,  94 

Olebe  Lands  Bill  [h.l.]  (The  Viseomt  Cros$) 
/.  Presented ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  Feb  8, 
870  (No.  16) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Feb  15,  1494 

Olebe  Lands  Bill 

{3fr,  Baggallny,  Mr,  Childere^  Mr,  John  Talbot, 

Mr.  TomlinBon) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  8  [Bill  162] 

GoBST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 
Army— Afghan  Priie  Money,  540 

India— Questions  . 

Bombay— Abstinence  from  Strong  Drmk, 

1230 
Income  Tax  on  Tratelling  Allowances,  761 
Madras— The  Conflagration,  1086 
Railways  —  Massacre   on    the    Queita- 

Fisheen  Railway,  545 
Reform  in  the  Indian  Telegraph  Depart- 
ment, 1545 
The  Punjab— Forced  Labour,  Ac.  1078 

India— Burmah  (Upper)— Questions 
MUiUry  Expedition,  1748 
MiliUry  Occupation  of  the  Ruby  Mines, 

161,  261,    1567,    1558,    1769 ;  —  Mr. 

Streeter,  1087 

TOL.    CCOX.     [rtiRT)   SEItlES.l  [cent, ' 


GosoHEN,  Et.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St  OeorgeU,  Han- 
over Square 
Free  Libraries  and  Mechanics'  Institutions— 

Supply  of  Parliamentary  Reports,  1557 
Inland  Revenue—A  Rating  Clause  for  Hoard- 
ings, 1567 
Income  Tax— The  Married  Women's  Pro- 
perty Act,  1750 
Inhabited  House  Duty—Lodging  Houses, 
1762 
Merchant  Shipping— Refuge  and  Life   Har- 
hours,  1767 

GouRLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Canada  and  the  United  States— The  Fishery 

Dispute,  758 
Post  Office— Conveyance  of  American  Mails, 

761 
Gbaham,  Mr.  E.  C,  Lanark,  JV.  fF. 

Ambleside  Railway,  2R.  1744 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  441 
ScotUnd— Distress  in  Lanarkshire,  1559 


Grahvillb,  Earl 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  1061 

Army— Military  Armaments  and  Organisation, 

168 
Glebe  Lands,  IR.  873,  874 
Iddesleigh,  The  Late  Earl  of,  8 
Ireland,  State  of— Legislation,  1875 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  20,  81,  49 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex,  Maldon 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  199,1457 

Greenwich  Markets  Act  (1849)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (^*-  ^^^^) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feb  2  [BUI  152] 

Geey,  Sir  E.,  Northumherland,  Berwicl 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  920 

Grimthobpb,  Lord 

Glebe  Lands,  2R.  1500 

Haldanb,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Haddington 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1425, 1633 
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ffalt-Marking 
Indian  Oold  and  Silver  Plate  at  the  Colonial 
Exhibition,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber  ;  Answer, 
The  Seoretnry  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  Do  Worms)  Feb  3,  548 
The  Revenue  Act,  1884,  Question,  Mr.  Kim- 
ber ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Baron  Uenry  De  Worms}  Feb  7, 
768 

Hawjbuey,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  745,  747,  752; 

Comm.  1062  ;  cL  2,  Amendt.  1063 
Lunacy,  2R.  741 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  737 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  2 

Privilege — **  The  Queen  v.  Lord  GraTes," 

253 
Roll  of  the  Lords,  258 
Speaker  of  the  House,  737 

Hambro,  Colonel  J.  C.  T.,  Dorset,  8, 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  404 

Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord   G.   F. 
(First    Lord    of   the   Admiralty), 
Middlesex,  baling 
Admiralty—  Questions 

Accountant  General's  Department,  163 
Administration  of  the  Dockyards,  759 
Appointments— The    Director   of   Dock- 
yards, 1392 
Defective    Weapons  —  Sword     Bayonets, 

1097,  1098,1758,  1771 
Dr.  Allen  Shone,  Chaplain,  R.N.,  1393 
Dry  Dock,  llaulbowline,  1100 
Imperial  Institute,  The   Proposed— Dock- 
yard   Subscriptions,    1562  ;— Devonport 
Dockyard,  1224 
**  Old  and  Unserviceable  Stores,"  1080 
Pensions    to     Widows    of    Seamen    and 
Marines — Unclaimed  Prize  Money,  Ac, 
1768 
Shipbuilding-  The  *'  Anson,"  1101 
Torpedo  Boats — A   '*  Committee   of  De- 
signs," 1096 
Islands  of  the  South  Pacific— Island  of  Malay  ta 

— H.M.S.  **  Opal,"  757 
Navy — Questions 

Auxiliary   Forces— Naval   Reserve  (Scot- 
land), 1085 
DockyardS'Pricesof  Coal,  Iron,  Steel,  Ac, 

542 
Naval    Contracts — Report   of    the    Com- 
mittee, 1405 
North  Borneo— Attack  on  Natives— II.M.S. 

"  Zephyr,"  758 
Northern  Pacific — Evacuation  of  Port  Hamil- 
ton, 554 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  365,  394,  452 
Post  Office — Conveyance  of  American  Mails, 
762 

RamusTon,  Lord  0*  J.,  Liverpool,  West 
Derby 

Post  Office — Convoynnco  of  Mails  to  tho  Cam- 
bi»i.  V7l 


HAMiLTOir,  Lord  E.,  TyrwM,  N, 

Parliament — Qoeen'a  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  328,  329 


Hamilton,  Colonel  C.   £.,  Southweart^ 
Botherhithe 
Army — Royal  Horse  Artillery,  272 

Hamley,    General  Sir  £.  B.,  Biriett- 
head 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  445,  451 

Hakbury,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 
Admiralty— Defective  Sword  Bayonets,  lOM, 

1098,  1099,  1100,  1758 
Army  (Ordnance  Department)— Cootraei  lor 
Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1081,  1831, 
1565 
Defective    Weapons,    753,   751,    1087;^ 
Committee  of  Inqairy,  1240 
Parliament  —  Parliamentary     Proeednre  -~ 

"Blocking,"  1105 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  815 


Earhours  and  Passing  Tolh  Aet^  1861 — 
Guarantee  of  Loans 
Question,  Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  Aoland  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) Feb  15, 1547 


Sarhours  of  Refugo — Lvmiy  Isbrnd 
Question,  Mr.  Llewellyn  :  Answer,  Tbs 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Feb  10,  1079 

Harcoitrt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  Q.  V^ 

Derby 
Bulgaria — The  Correspondenee,  1570 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1570 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Douse — Asssnd 

ments  to  the  Address,  1413.  1414 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rolss  tf 

Procedure)  Res.  1781,  1798 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  1276, 1308,  1318, 1330, 1335,  leSt 
Supreme  Court  of  Judieatnra  (IrsUndL  2R. 

373,  374 


Hares  Preservation  BiU  (< 

Daumay,  Sir  John  Lubboci,  LordEUke^  Mr» 
DiUwyn,  Sir  Albert  EUlit,  Mr.  Bemek,  Mr. 
Staveley  Hill) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1^  *  Jan  28  [BiU  4] 


Habrikoton,  Mr.  R,  Korry^  W^ 

Ireland  —  Evictions  —  Glenbeigfi 
895,  1220  ;~Cost  of  Constabolary,  876 

Pailinmcnt — Queen's  Speech,  Adttrets  in  An« 
swer  to,  915,  040,  OTl*.  1232, 1 153 
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EUb&ikoton,     Mr.    T.     0., 

Barbour 
Ireland— Eviotiona — Glenbeigh  Eviotioni,  1C7 
Law  and  Justice— Judge  Curran,  1106  ; — 
Jury   System— Ohatlengei    in    Criminal 
Cases,  1092, 1093  ;— <'  (^ueen  v.  Dillon/' 
1285 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  183,  185,  187»  188,  192, 193,  221, 
1282 

Habris,  Lord  (Uiider  Secretary  of  State 

for  War) 
Army^Royal  Artillery— Ramoared  Redaction 
of  the  Force,  1517 
Small  Arms— Defective  Sword  Bayonets, 
744, 1066 
Military  Armaments  and  Organixation,  147, 

154, 155 
Navy— U.M.S.   <«  Indus  "—Defeotive    Sword 
Bayonets,  1069, 1071 

Habbowbt,  Earl  of 
Army  (Small  Arms)— Defeetivo  Sword  Bayo- 
nets, 1198,1199 
Navy— H.M.S.   *«  Indus  "—Defective   Sword 
Bayonets,  1070 

HARTiNaTON,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Laneaihire,  Ito8»mdale 
Law  and  Justice— Grant  of  Quarter  Sessions 

to  Blackburn,  1564 
rarllament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1113, 1123 

Hatden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitritn,  8. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  801 

Hayne,  Mr.  0.  Sealb-,  JDevon,  Ashburton 
Inland    Revenue— Inhabited    House   Duty« 
Lodging  Houses,  1762 

Eaytian    Govm^menf,  The  —   Clam%  of 
Brituh  SubjeeU 
Question,  Mr.  Chanco ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  Foreign  Aflfkirs  (Sir 
James  Fergasson)  Feb  4,  648 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  3R.  1526 

Ireland— Questions 

Court  of  Bankruptcy— Audit  of  Accounts, 

767  ;— Mr.   L.  H.  James,  late  Official 

Assignee,  1548 
Evictions— Glenbeigh  Evictions,  894 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Lord  Cbarlemont's 

Estate— Interference  of  the  Police,  884, 

1089 
Law  and  Police— Sub-Inspector  Milling, 

Cork  Co.,  1757, 1758 
Registration    of  Parliamentary    Voters- 
Polling  Districts,  881,  882 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Questions 
Average  Cost  of  Prosecutions,  1757 

\conU 


Hbalt,  Mr.  M.— «<m/. 

Jury  System,  1756 ;— Challenges  in  Cri- 
minal Cases,  655,  897,  1091, 1092,  1093, 
1217,  1220, 1389, 1568, 1569  ;— •'  Queen 
V,  Dillon,"  1090,  1091 ;— Record  of 
Jurors  ordered  by  the  Crown  to  stand 
by  in  Criminal  Trials,  766  ;— Religion  of 
Jurors,  1565;— Winter  Assise  Courts, 
881,  1225.  1565 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Ques- 
tions 
Cost  of  Prosecutions  at  Winter  Assises, 

1757 
Jurors  in  Criminal  Trials,  764,  765 
Winter  Assises  Act— Transfer  of  Prisoners 
and  Witnesses,   882  ;— Re-arrangement 
of  CirouiU,  1225,1226 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature,  Ireland,  2R., 
371  :  Comm.  634,  635 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice— The  Jury  System 
—  Challenges  —  "  Queen  v,  Dillon  and 
others,"  1233, 1235 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1276, 1341 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Post  Office— Questions 

Money  Order  Office— Remittances   from 

Australia,  1755 
Parcel  Post  between  France  and   Egypt, 

388 
Post  Office    Contracts— Australian    Mail 

Contracts,  552 

Heneaoe,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Qrimby 
Fishing  Boats  Amendment,  1224 

Herb  and  Ginger  Beer  Makers'  Licence 

BUI  (-3fr.  if.  S.  Wright,  Colonel  Eyre, 
Mr.  WhUmore,  Mr.  Broadhuret,  Colonel 
Anttruther,  Mr.  Byron  Meed) 
e.  Considered  iu  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  V 
Jan  28  [BiU  16] 

Hebsohell,  Lord 
AppelUte  Jurisdiction,  2R.  748  ;  Comm.  el.  1, 

1061 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  739 
Parliampnt— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer^o,  4«,  53 
Priyilege— "  The  Queen  v.  Lord  Graves,"  255 

High  Sheriff  Diaqnaliflcation  (Ireland 

Bill  (^^'  Alderman  John  0^  Connor, 

Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Feter  M'Dotiald,  Mr.  Cox, 
Mr.  John  0^  Connor) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  Jan  28  [BIU  85] 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Brietol,  8. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  436  .      ,  r*    i' 

Trade  and  Commerce— International  Confer- 
ence on  the  Sugar  Bounties,  1775 
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Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,   Staffordshire,  King' 
9%oinford 
Post  Offico^Foreign  Telegraph  Stations,  877 

Holland,     Bight     Hon.    Sir   H.    T. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 

HampBtead 

Africa  (South)— Affairs  of  Zolaland,  1217 

Army  Warrant — Cyprus  Mail  Service,  1559 

British  Honduras,  1104 

Conference  of  Colonial  RepreseDtatires — State- 
Directed  Colonization,  767 

Post  Offlce— Conveyance  of  Mails  to  the 
Gambia,  270,  271 

Seychelles  Islands— Chief  Officer  of  the  Police, 
1217 


Holmes,    Eight    Hon.    H.    (Attorney 
Qeneral  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uhi- 

v&nity 
Ireland — Questions 

Arterial  Drainage — Drainage  Districts  in 
Kilkenny,  1555 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests — The 
Eaton  Bequest,  1303 

Collector  of  Rates'  Office,  1540 

Crime  and  Outrage — Assaults  in  Wexford 
Co.,  1540;— Riots  at  Belfast— Belfast 
Private  Act,  1865, 1767 

Evictions— Gweedore,  392 

Irish  Land  Commission— Sales  of  Hold- 
ings— Reservations,  1543 

Land — Reduction  of  Interest  on  Mortgages, 
dEc,  1550 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — District  In- 
spector Greene,  1556 

State  of  Ireland  —  "  Boycotting "  at 
Mitchelstown,  1549 

Ireland — Court  of  Bankruptcy— Questions 
Audit  of  Accounts,  767 
Mr.  L.  H.  James,  late  Official  Assignee, 

1543 
Mr.  Thomas  Moroney,  552 

Ireland — Law  and  J  ustice— Assises — Questions 
Ordinary  Jurors,  646 

Winter  Assizes,  1565  ;  —  Ulster  Winter 
Assises — Conviction  of  M'G rath,  757 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — The  Jury  System 
— Questions 
1757 
Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  1389, 1568, 

1569, 1762 
Jurors  in  Criminal  Cases,  386. 387, 388,  656 
Record  of  Jurors  ordered  by  the  Crown  to 

stand  by  in  Criminal  Trials,  766 
Religion  of  Jurors,  1565 
Ireland— Law  and  Police'— Questions 

MiUstreet     Petty    Sessions  —  Sergeant 

Moroney,  1548 
Orange  Processions  in  North  Antrim,  1557 
Sub. Inspector  Milling,  Cork  Co.,  1758 
Thomas  Scully  and  Robert  Kelly,  1549 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  832,  839,  843 

Home   Definees — See  title  Imperial,  ^e, 
Defenees 


Home  Depabtment — Secretary  of  State 
{iee  Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {%ee  Wobtley,    Mr.    C.    B. 

Stuaet-) 

Hooper,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8,E. 
Ireland— Post  Office — Improved  Postal  Serriet 
at  Kinsale,  638 

Houses  in  Towns  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  T.   P.   O'Connor,  Mr.  CriOy,  M»\  Ptter 
M'Donaltiy  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  Tkomtu 
S9mottd€,  Mr,  Ltahtt) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Jan  28      *        TBill  3©] 

Housing  of  Working  Classes  Bill 

(Mr,  Fyne,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  Dw^rr 
Gray,  Dr,  Fox,  Mr,  P,  J,  Totter,  Mr. 
Quinn) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«>  *  Jan  23  [Bill  65] 

Howabd,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  ToUenhmm 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — PoV- 
lication  of  Evidence  in  Divorce  and  other 
Cases,  553 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Beihnal  Green,  N,K. 
Charity    Commissioners — Non-Reprctentatit« 

Bodies,  164 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Codtfl- 
cation  of  the  Criminal  Law,  263 
The  Revised  Statutes—Issue  of  a  N«w  aad 
Cheap  Edition,  262 
Trustee    Savings   Banks—  Bishop  Stoftibrd 
Bank,  1775 
CardiffBank,  1409, 1410 

HowoBTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Sal/ord,  8. 

Ambleside  Railway,  2R.  1736 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts — Effects  of  Suspea- 
sion,  1761 

Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax — Foreign  Flnss, 
656 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreti  to  An- 
swer to,  914 

HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,  ZancMhire,  SJ!.,  JSTiy- 

wood 
Parliament— Publication  of  Evidenee,  556 

HoziEB,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Isiutrkekire,  S, 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeeh,  Addmss  in  An- 
swer to,  960, 963 

Hubbard,  Mr.  E.,  Buch,  If. 

Commiuion  on  Agriculture,  1881-3 — Main- 
tenance of  the  Indoor  Poor,  38$ 

HiroHES,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Annonl  Kv- 
penditure  on  thn  Parks,  1220 
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Hughes  -  Hallett,    Colonel    F.     0., 

Eochuier 
Army— Questions 

Military  Ballooning,  702 

Ordnance  Department— Guns  supplied  to 
Army  and  Nary,  884;— Krupp  Guns, 
772 

rractice  in  Use  of  the  RevoWer,  1088 

Royal  Barracks,  Dublin— Insanitary  Con- 
dition, 1763 

Rojal    Horse    Artillery— The  "Maiwand 

Battery,"  773 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  438,  C98 

Hunt,  Mr.  F.  Seager,  Maryhhone,  W. 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Battersea  Park,  1503 

Hunter,  Sir  W.  Q.,  Haehney,  Central 
Army— Medical  Officers,  1659 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aherdem,  N. 

Army  Contracts— Cartridges  for  Queensland, 

888 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swcr  to.  1492,  1602  ;   Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1047,  1650,  1651,  1664 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill 

{Ify.  David  Plunhet,  Mr.  Jackson) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  Jan  31  [Bill  135] 

Question,  Mr.  Piokersgill ;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  >Yorks  (Mr.  Plunkot) 
Feb  3,  557 


Illinowokth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 

imperial   Institute— Dockyard    Subscriptions, 

1563  .  .    ^  . 

Ireland- Uw  and  Justice— Challenges  m  Cri- 
minal Cases- •*  Queen  v.  Dillon,"  1762 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse— Rules  of 
Procedure,  Res.  1786 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  477,  570 ;  Amendt.  733 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
375 

Imptrial  and  Colonial  Defencee 

Voaling  Stationtin  the  Eastern  Colcnies,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  William  Crossman ;  Answer,  The 
SccreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Feb  15, 1569  ,„,,,.., 

CWtn^  Station  at  Castnss  {West  Indue), 
Question,  Sir  William  Crossman ;  Answer, 
The  SeoreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
SUnhope)  Feb  7,  756 

Oarrieone  of  the  Thamet  Forte,  Question, 
Major  Rasch;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  8, 
549 

Inchiquin,  Lord 

Ireland,  State  of— Legislation,  1359 


India— Secretary  of  State  {iee  Cboss, 
Viscount) 

India — Under  Secretary  of   State  (see 
Gobst,  Sir  J.  E.) 

Iia)iA  ( Questions) 

Income  Tax  on  Travelling  Allowaneee,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  Feb  7,  761 
Jtailways—Massaere  on  the  Quetta-Pisheen 
Railway,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  3, 545 
Reform  in  the  Indian  Telegraph  DepaHtnent, 
Question,  Mr.  King;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 

Feb  15,  1545 
The   Punjab^Foreed  Labour,  J^c,  Question, 
Mr.  De   Lisle  ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Feb  10, 1078 

Bombay 
Abstinence  from  Strong  Drink,  Question,  Mr. 
S.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  11, 
1230 

The  Confiagration,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fow- 
ler ;  Answer,  The  Under  SeoreUry  of  SUte 
for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  10,  1085 

The  Covenanted  Civil  Service^La'nd  Specula' 
tions—Case  of  Mr,  Sullivan,  Question,  Ob- 
servations,  Lord  Sunley  of  Alderley;  Re- 
ply, The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Vis- 
count Cross)  Feb  7,  741 


Income  Tax  Administration  Amend- 
ment Bill  {^r,  Hubbard,  Sir  Charles 
Forsler,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Oeorge  Balfour) 

c.  Ordered ;  road  l»  •  Feb  2  [Bill  149] 


Indian  Ocean,  The— The  Seychelles  Islands 
^The  Chief  Officer  of  Police 
Question.  Commander  Bethell ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  the   Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  11,  1216 

Ibeland  {Qmiions) 

\  Armagh  Town  Commissioners  —  Audit  of 
Accounts,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Ilicks-Beaoh)  Feb  8,  891 

Arms  ilreland)  Act-^Mr,  James  0  Mahoncy, 
Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  14,  1394 

The  Bantry  District,  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  Feb  17,  1760 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  —  The 
Eaton  Bequest,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  14,  1393 

Collectors  of  Inland  Revenuo,  Question,  Mr. 
Peter  McDonald  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  17,  1765 

Collector  of  Rous*  Office  {Dublin),  Question, 
Sir  Thomas  Csmonde ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmee) 
Feb  15, 1540 


\cont. 
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Ireland  ~con^ 

Dispensary  Districts  —  Mohigeela,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary, 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beacb)/aii28, 
169 

Emigration^Parliamentarif  Grants,  1882-3, 
Question,  Captain  Colomb ;  Answer.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasurr  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  11,  1240 

Landlord  and  Tenant  —  Lord  CharlemonJtU 
Estate— Interference  of  the  Police,  Ques- 
tions. Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  8,  884 ;  Feb  10, 1089 

Mr,  F,  Deverell,  Cmnty  Surveyor  of  Cavan, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  i^tf*  14,  1392 

Oracle  Societies—Officers  of  the  Army  and 
Militia,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer, 
The  SeoreUry  of  Stato  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Jan  31,  266 

Police  Acts  (Ireland)—  The  Corporation  of 
Limerick— Extra  Police,  Question,  Obser- 
Tations,  The  Duke  of  St.  Albans ;  Reply, 
The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan) ;  short 
debate  thereon  Feb  15, 1608 

Registration  of  Parliatnentary  Voters-^ Polling 
Districts,  Questions,  Mr.  Maurico  Healy, 
Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  8. 
881  ' 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Act,  1885— 
Payment  of  Officials,  Question,  Mr.  Shell; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17,  1766 

Tithe  Rent^Charge,  Question.  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17, 
1766 

T^ees^Re^afforesting,  Question,  Mr.  Marum ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17,  1773 

Court  op  Bankrvptct  (Ikbland) 

Aydit  of  Accounts,  Questions,  Mr.  Maurico 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  7,  767 

Mr.  L,  H,  James,  late  Official  Assignee, 
Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  CMr. 
Holmes)  Feb  16, 1643 

Mr,  Thomas  Moroney,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
McDonald ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  3,  661 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  —  Legislation, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  3,  639 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acw 

Labourers'  Cottages— Ardee  Union,  Question, 
Mr.  Carew ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  8,  891  ' 

iVhvaif  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Mahony ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Ilicks- Beach)  i^c;6  11,  1210 

Rathdrum  ^nion.  Question,  Mr.  W.J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17, 1760 

[cotU, 


Ireland — Labourers  Acts — conf. 

John  Kamnagh,  Co,  Wexford,  Queetion,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmoode ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hidu- 
Beach)  Fib  14, 1388 

Land  (Irblakd) 

OUbe  Land  Tenants,  Qaestion,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  8. 
896 

Reduction  of  Interest  on  Mortgages,  fe„  Qoet- 
tion,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  AttOTiiey 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmet)  Feb  15. 
1660 

Land  Act  (Ireland),  1S70— The  Brigftt  Clauses, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  3,  638 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aet,  ISSlSub-ComwuS' 
sioners  —  Sittings  at  Kilkenny,  Qnestioa, 
Mr.  Chance  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hioke-BeMh) 
Jan  31,  266 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  and  the  Pmr* 
chase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act^  1885,  The 
Royal  Commission  on  the— Report  of  iks 
Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  Asswer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miehael 
Hicks-Beach)  Jan  28,  ItS ;  —  LegisLttim, 
Questions,  Sir  William  Hareoert,  Mr.  Sex. 
ton ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  16, 1670 

Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885^ 
Amount  of  Advances,  Questioo,  Mr.  J.  £. 
Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  14,  HI  I 

Irish  Lakd  CJommissiok 

Judicial  Rents— The  Returns,  Questioii,  Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bea^) 
Jan  28, 168  ' 

Sales  of  Holdings  —  Reservations,  Qiieetae«« 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Hotmee) 
Feb  16, 1643 

SHao  County,  Question,  Mr.  Molhollaad : 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelaai 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  17, 1T49 

SaU  of  Land,  Co,  Donegal,  QoeetioD,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  far 
Ireland  (Sir  Miehael  Hieks-Beaoh)  Jem  Jl, 
268 

Irish  Land  Court,  The— Sittings  ia  CWate 
Louth,  QuesUon,  Mr.  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miehael 
Hicks-Beach)  F^  17, 1768 

Cohmissiowbrs  of  laisB  Liohts 

Clothing  Contracts,  Qaestion,  Mr.  P.O'Brka: 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Bomri  sf 
Trade  (Baron  Henry  Do  Worms)  iW  1#. 

Legislation,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Ai 
The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Tra^  (1 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  3,  538 
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iKMLkvt^Commitsionert  of  L-ish  Lights ^eoni. 

The  "  FrineeMi  Alexandra"  Question,  Sir 
Thomas  Esnonde;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  Fei  3,  530 

Education  (Ireland) 

C&mmiitioners  0/ Education  (Ireland) — School 
Lands  at  Cavaxit  Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Jan  31,  263 

Commistioners  of  Endowed  Schools — Property 
in  Land— Abatement  of  Rents  to  Tenants, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Tbo  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  J'ed  17, 1754 

National  School  Teachers-^Delaffxng  Paymeni 
of  Result  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  An* 
swer.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  8,  878 

F18HBBIB8  (Ireland) 

Fishermen  of  Ijcugh  Neaght  Question,  Mr. 
Blane ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beach)  Feb  4, 
640 

Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries — Collection  of 
iSlaft«/t^#,  Question,  Mr,  J.  A.  Blake;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Uicks-Beach)  Feb  17,  1756 

Trawling  in  Sligo  and  Killala  Bays,  Ques- 
tions, Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  P.  McDonald ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  3,  543 

FiBBERT  PIBR8  AND  HARBOURS  (IrELAND) 

OreysUmes,  County  Wicklow,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  17, 1751 

Pullendiva  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  4,  644 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland) 
A  Steam  Cruiser^  Question,  Colonel  Nolan ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary    for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  3,  543 

Inland  Katioation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 

Arterial  Drainage— Drainage  Districts  in  KiU 
kenny,  Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Feb  15, 1554 

The  River  Barrow,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  :  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) 
Feb  10,  1082 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 

Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrum^Case  of 

Lambe,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17,  1754 

William  Cribbiny  Mullingar  Lunatic  Asylum, 
Question,  Mr.  Tnite  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  4,  648 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 
Insanitary    State  of  Rathdoum    Workhouse, 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde;  Answer, 
The    Chief    Secretary    for    Ireland    (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  11, 1222 

Tcont, 


JnsiLkKD—eont. 
Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Accommodation  at  Orangegeilh  and  Slane, 
Question,  Mr.  0*IIanlon  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  3,  541 

Improved  Postal  Service  at  Kinsale,  Question, 
Mr.  Hooper;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  4,  638 

Postal  Accommodation  at  Newry,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  14,  1395 

Sub- Postmaster  of  Ourteen,  Co.  Oalway, 
Questions,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  11, 
1214 

Telegraph  Department^ Case  of  Patrick  Ward, 
Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
roaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  14,  1399 

Railways  (Ireland) 

The  Dublin  ** Loop  Line"  /ScA^m^,  Question, 
Mr.  Ewart ;  Answer.  Tho  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  7,  770 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

Attorney  Oeneral,  Salary  of  the.  Question, 
Mr.  flenry  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  8, 
890 

Crossmaglen  Prisoners,  The,  Question,  Mr. 
Blano;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  II, 
1215 

Aeftill  Petty  Sessions^  Importation  of  Illicit 
Whiskey  by  Coastguards,  Question,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  14, 
1388 

Average  Cost  of  Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre* 
tary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  17, 1757 

The  Jury  System 

Juries  {Ireland)  Act,  1871  —  Intimidation  of 
Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  11, 1241 

Religion  of  Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  15, 1565 

Judge  Curran,  Questions,  Mr.  Penrose  Fits- 
gerald,  Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  10, 1106 

Jury  Panel  at  Sligp,  Questions,  Dr.  Kenny ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson)  Feb  11,  1227 ;  Question,  Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17, 
1764 

Assiiss 

Ordinary  Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  4,  646 

Ulster  Winter  Assizes— Conviction  of  M*  Orath, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Feb  7,  756 
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Inr.LAND — Agsises^cont, 

'Jhe  Winter  Atiize  Courts,  Questions,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)  Feb  8, 
881  ;  Feb  11,  1225  ;  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
llealy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  15,  1565 

Challenget  in  Criminal  Cases ,  Quest ionf,  Mr. 
Stanateld,  Mr.  T.  P.  OX'onnor.  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  1,  386;  Questions,  Mr. 
Maurice  llealy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  4, 
055  ;  Feb  7.  766 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  8,  896;  Questions,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Redmond,  Mr.  Chance  ;  Answers,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  11,  1217;  Question, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The  Solici- 
tor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson), 
1220;  Question,  Mr.  Chance;  Answer, 
Iho  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson),  1229  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  The  Chief  Secre- 
lary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  14,  1889;  Questions,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  15, 1568  :  Feb  17. 
1756  ' 

T/iC  *•  Queen  v.  Villon,  0*Binen,  and  others;' 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson)  Feb  10,  1090;  Questions,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington,  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  Conybeare  r  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), 1091 ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  An- 
swers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson),  Mr.  Speaker  i?VA  11,  1283; 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  1235  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Illingworth  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Feb  17, 1762  ^ 

The  Maoistracy  (Ireland) 
The  Petty  Sessions  District  of  Boyle,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cox  ;   Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Boaoh) 
Feb  4,  640  ' 

Ft'Uy  Session  at  Hospital,  County  Limeriek, 
Questions,  Mr.  Finucane.  Mr.  M*Cartan, 
Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  11,  1221 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland) 
Alleyed  ''Police  Outrage  at  BospUal,  Co, 
Lttnerick,  Question,  Mr.  Finucane  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  17, 1759 
Assault  at  Coolgreaney,  Questions,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  11,  1222 
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Ireland —Laiv  and  Police— coni, 

Millstreet  Petty  Sessions— Se^-geaut  Jforotwy, 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer.  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Fei  1ft. 
1547 

Orange  Processions  in  Xorth  Antrim^  Qm*- 
tion,  Mr.  Plnkerton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes}  Feb  15, 
1557 

Sub- Inspector  Milling,  Cork  County,  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy :  Answer,  Tbe 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Febl1,\Ul 

Thomas  Scully  and  Robert  Kelly,  Qoestion. 
Mr.  Gilbooly  ;  Answer,  The  Attomej  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  15,  1549 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
Aehitl  Petty  Sessions— Conviction  of  Poliee- 
men,    Question,    Mr.    Cox;    Aoswer,    TU 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland   (Sir  Hiehad 
Hicks-Beaob)  Feb  17,  1760 
Extra  Police  in  County  Clarey  Qaestieo,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feh  4,  641 
Labourers    (It  eland)     Acts,   Qaestion,    Mr. 
O'Uea;    Answer.   The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  /««  31. 
268 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Aoavcr, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  IreUnd  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  i,  652 

Service  on  Evictions,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Cooy- 
beare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
li-eland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beeeb)  F^b  !•. 
1103 

Constable  Foster,  Qaestion,  Mr.  O'Hanlea: 
Answer,  The  Chief  SeoreUry  for  IieUad 
(Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beacb)  Feb  8,  879 

District  Inspector  Greene,  QuesUoa,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham    (Limerick,    W.)  ;    Answer,    Tl* 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Uolses 
Feb  15, 1556 

EX'Constahte  Martin  Joyce,  Qaestioo,  Mr.  D. 
Sullivan;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaeh)  Fob  4. 
639 

Detective  Constable  Kerr,  Qoejtiont,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Fdb  8» 

885 

DUtriet  Inspector  Tilly,  Question,  Mr.  Cex  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  14,  1403 

Prisons  (Ireland) 

FrisotiS  (Ireland)  Act,  1877 —  Jfr.  Mmh, 
Governor  qf  Clare  County  Prison.  t|niisliiini, 
Mr.  Cox;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uiekn-Bcach) 
Fe6  4,  641 

Re^organisation  —  Increase  of  Smlaries  e/" 
mciaU,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan  :  Aeswer. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Mkhnd 
Hioks-Beaoh)  Feb  8,  892 

State  of  Ireland 

**  BoyeotHng  *'  at  Mitehetstomn,  QaestiosM,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  M'Cartan  :  Answen,  Thn 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Hol««l 
Feb  15, 1548 
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lEELk'SD^StaU  of  Ir$iand—eont, 

Inflamtnatory  Langwuge  at  Ptihlie  Meelingt — 

'Mr.  W.  (y Brim's  Speich  at  Woodford,  Co, 

Galway,  Question,  Ifr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer, 

Tho  Chief  Seoretnry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohacl 

llioks-Bcach)  Feb  li.Ull 

Legislation,  Observations,  Lord  Incblqain ; 
Kepljr.  The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  : 
short  debate  thereon  Feb  14,  1350 

Police  Protection — Denis  Bremtatit  Qaestioo, 
Dr.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for    Ireland    (Sir    Michael     llicks-Beach) 

Feb  14,1395;— Hegarty,  Questions, 

Mr.  Giihooly  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  llicks-Beach) 
Feb  17, 1761 

Ckimb  and  Ot'TiUGB  (Ireland) 

Agrarian  Outrages — The  Returns,  Qaestioo, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
/an  31,  273 

Assaults  in  Wexford  Co.,  Question,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  15,  1545 

Moonlighters  at  MiUstreet,  Co.  Cork,  Questions, 
Mr.  Smith- Barry,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Uicks.Beac1i)/V&ll,  1213 

The  Riots  at  Belfast 

Belfast  Private  Act,  1865,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
IreUod  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  17,  1766 

Th€  Constabuiarg^  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  llicks-Beach)  Feb  8,  893 

The  Report  of  the  Royal  Camtnission,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks- 
Beaoh)  Jan  28,  169  ;  Jaji  31,  273 

Evictions  (Ireland) 

Conduct  of  the  Constabulary,  Co.  Limerick, 
Questions,  Mr.  Finucane ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Uioks-Beach)  Feb  14, 1387 

Mr,  Oillas,  High  Sheriff,  Sligo  Co,,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  MDonald;  Answer,  Tho  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  llicks- 
Ueach)  Feb  4,  643 

Notices  to  Relieving  Officers ^The  Olenbeigh 
Evictions,  Questions,  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  fV6  3, 
554 

The  Returns,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Jan  28,  168 

Threatened  Evietiom  in  Aehill,  Question,  Mr. 
C banning ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
Feb  8, 805 

The  Olenbeigh  Evictions,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
Fry  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Jan  28, 
160 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Hea  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
llicks-Beach)  Jan  31,  274 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beacb) 

[leont. 


lEELkVJ)— The  Olenbeigh  Evietions^eoni, 

Feb  4,  655;  Questions,  Mr.  Mabony,  Mr. 
M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  HicksBeach)fV68, 
893  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Mahony,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Miohael  Hioks-Beaoh),  804  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Mabony  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  llicks-Beach) 
Feb  11,  1218;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Har- 
rington [no  reply],  1220 

AlmDanees  to  the  Constabulary,  Question, 
Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  .Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  llicks-Bcach) 
Feb  1, 392  ;Service on  Evictions,  Question, 
Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  10,  1103 

Cost  of  Constabulary,  Queitiobs,  Mr.  Cony- 
beare, Mr.  E.  Harrington  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beacb)  Feb  8, 876 

Oweedore,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hea ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Feb  1,  892 

Rathkeale,  Questions,  Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Limeriok,  W.);  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beaoh)  Feb  4,  046 

Woodford^Cost  of  Transport,  frc,  Question, 
Mr.  Chance;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks- Beach)  Fed  3, 
537 

Marquess  of  Lansdowne's  Estate,  Queen*s  Co., 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael 
Hicks- Beach)  Feb  8,  887 

Lord  Ormathwaite's  Property,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillon ;  Answer,  The    Chief  Secretary  lor 
Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  i:, 
1236 

Isaacson,  Mr.  P.  Wootton,  Tower  Ham* 
letSf  Stepney 
Ireland — Efictions — Olenbeigh  Evictions,  655  ; 

•Notices  to  Relieving  Officers,  554 
.Metropolis— Theatres  and  Public  Places— The 

Spiulflelds  Calamity,  1102 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply— The  Assessment, 
1772 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  tbe 
Treasury),  Leede^  N, 
Civil  Service  Writers,  Retirement  of,  890 
The  Treasury  Minute,  890 

llarbourt  and  Passing  Tolls  Act,  1801~Gua« 
rantee  of  Loans,  15i7 

Inland  Revenae  —  Stamp  Duty  on  Receipts 
from  Income  Tax  and  Poor  Bates,  1225 

Ireland— Questions 

Arklow  Harbour  Works,  878 
Collectort  of  Inland  Revenue,  1766 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Greystones, 

Co.  Wicklow,1751 
I«aw  and  Justice- Salary  of  the  Attorney 

General,  890 
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/  ACK80X,  Mr.  W.  L. — eoni, 

Maoritins — The  Exchange,  542 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
375 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Oate^head 

Egypt— Soudan — Disaster  to  the  Italian  Arms 

at  Massowah,  1237 
Law  and  Justice  (l^nghindand  Wales) — Case  of 

Thomas  Thompson,  Convicted  of  Murder, 

261 

Jbnnings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stochpart 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  455 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  JBel/ast,  S, 

Parliameut— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  804,  809,  1337 

JoicEY,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Chester-le-Stresi 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  609 
Public  Funds^  Transmission    of  Dividends, 
556 

Justice  of  the  Peace  (Inaliflcation  (Aboli- 
tion) Bill  {Mr.  Arthur  WilUams, 
Mr,  Winterhotham,  Mr.  Burt) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1°^  Jan  28  [Bill  90] 

Jostices'  Jurisdiction  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Bramwell) 

1.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  Feb  17  (No.  24) 

Justices  of  Peace  Bill  {Mr.  SeaU- 

Haynej   Mr.   CoUridge^   Mr.  Howell,    Mr, 
Hendel,  Sir  Bemhard  SamueUon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V*  •  Jan  28  [Bill  34] 

Kelly,  Mr.  J.  Bichards,  Camberwell,  N, 

Sutton  District  Water,  2  R.  1532 

Kenny,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  8. 

Ireland — Juries   Act,    1871 — Jury  Panel    at 
Sligo,  1227,  1228 
State  of  Ireland— Police  Protection — Denis 
Brennan,  1395 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Jurors 
in  Criminal  Trials,  764 

Parliament-^Businessof  the  House — Rules  of 
Procedure,  1714  ;  Res.  1820 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  329,  1713,  1830 

Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
376 ;  Comm.  633 

KiLcouRSiE,      Right    Hon.    Viscount, 

Somerset,  S. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  1 145 


KiMBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandiwortk 
Commons  (Metropolis) — Wandsworth 
Act,  1871— Leasing  of  Land,  646 

Gold  and  Sil?er  Plate— Hall-Markiiif—lB^n 
Gold  and  Silver  Plate  at  the  Coloaial 
Eihibition,  548 
The  RcTenue  Act,  1887,  768 

Trade  and  Commerce— Interna tiooal  CooSbt* 
eoce  on  the  Sugar  Bounties,  1560 

Venezuela— Seizure  of  the  "neDrieUa"  mmd 
"  Josephine  *' — Claims  of  British  Sabjeeti^ 
768 

Eihbbbley,  Earl  of 

Glebe  Lands,  2R.  1404 

Kino,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Bull,  Centred 

Army— Rifle  Ranges,  1212 
India — Reform  in  the  Indian  Tekgrmph  Do* 
partment,  1545 

Knowles,  Mr.  L.,  Bedford^  W. 
Marriage  Law— England  and  SooUaod,  lf4, 

536 
Newspapers — Post  OflBce   Act,  1870 — Ktw^ 

paper  Libel  and  Regiiiratioo    Aet»  1881, 

1214 


Labouohere,  Mr.  H.,  NorthampUn 

Ambleside  Railway,  2R«  1740 

Bulgaria — Prinoe  Alexander  of   Batteaberjb 

1233 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer— Time  of  Takisf 

Seat  in  this  House,  170 
Egypt  (Finance,  &c.)— The  Corr^,  1401 

Parks  ( Metropolis)— Cost  of  Maiatwsiee,  511, 

1390 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoom  (Rakt  if 

Procedure),  Res.  1786, 1789 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  ia  Aa- 
swer  to,  349,  351,  361, 1713 

South-Eastem  Europe— Austria  and  Raaia, 
271 

LabonrerB  (Ireland)  Acts  hmfmbmaX 

Bill  (  Mr.  Matthew  JTetmy,  Mr. 

Pamdl,  Mr,  Sextan,  Mr.  T.  P.  CrCtmm, 
Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  iMlor) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  Jan  28  [Bill  S8] 


Laoaita,  Mr.  0.  0.,  Dundee 
Parliament — Qaeen*s  Speeeli,  Addms  ia 
swer  to,  1152 

Lajibert,  Mr.  Cowley,  lelingtm^  JK. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  ilddrtai  ia 
swer  to,  1304 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1861) 

ment  Bill  {Mr,  Um,  Mr,  PkrmO. 

Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Diltm,  Mr,  CWsslly.  Jtr. 
Shell) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  i^^JantS  [Bffl  9] 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.   Cox,  Mr.  Dillon,   Mr,  O'Doherty,  Mr. 

Bejfnoldi,  Mr.  William  Sedmond,  Mr,  Henry 

CampMl) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  28  [Bill  10] 

Land  Lavir  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  3)  Bill  [Mr.  T.  w. 

Rutiell,   Lord  Ernest  Hamilton,  Mr.  Lea, 

Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Sinclair) 

e.  Ordered :  read  1»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  65] 

SR.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Feb  4,  736 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  4)  Bill  (Mr.  Lea, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr,  Sinclair) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  «  Jan  28  [Bill  113] 

Land  Law  (Wales)  Bill       {Mr  John  Bryn 

Roberts,  Mr.  John  Roberts,  Mr.  JFarminyton, 
Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Jan  28  [Bill  20] 

Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Barclay,  Sir  Oeorye 
Balfour,  Dr.  Earquharson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Jan  28  [BUI  19] 

Lands,   Drainage  of —  Compensation  to 

Riparian  Ownire 
Question,  Mr.  Aioslie ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Goyernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Feb  11,  1210 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co.,  F. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  121,  302 

Latjbie,  Colonel  B.  P.,  JSath 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Volnnteer  Capita- 
tion Grant,  651 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— The  Volun- 
teers, 1749 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Fubll* 
cation  of  Eyidenco  in  Dirorce  and    other 
Cases,  553 

Law  and  Justiob  (Englaitd  akd  Wales) 

( Queitiom) 

Case  of  n^mae  Thompson,  Convicted  oj 
Mwraer,  Question,  Mr.  W.  U.  James  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Jan  31, 261 

City  of  London  Court,  Question,  Mr.  O'Han- 
Ion  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  Feb  15,  1544 

High  Court  of  Jtutice  —  Chancery  Taxing 
Master's  Ofiee,  Question,  Colonel  Duncan  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  Feb  7,  763 

Prosecution  of  Rev.  Walter  Davies,  Question, 
Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
Feb  3, 535 

iee^ 


Law  akd  Josticb  {England  and  Wales)^eoni. 

Publication  of  Evidence  in  Divorce  and  other 
Cotes,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Howard,  Colonel 
Laurie;  Answers,  The  Seeretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  3,  553 

The  Revised  Statutes^ Issue  of  a  New  and 
Cheap  Edition,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jan  31,  262 

Criminal  Law 

Codification  of  the  Criminal  Law,  Question, 
Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jan  31, 
263 

The  Jury  System^ChaUengcs  in  Criminal 
Cases,  Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilealy,  Mr. 
M.  J.  Kenny,  Mr.  Uenry  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  1,  764 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Chance ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  Feb  11,  1228; 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  1236 
[See  Ireland — The  Jury  System] 

Assises  and  Quarter  Sessions 

Cost  of  Prosecutions  at  Winter  Assises, 
Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Uealy ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  17, 1757 

Re-arrangement  of  Circuits,  Questions,  Mr. 
Maurice  Heaty  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  fV&  11,  1225 

Winter  Assises  Act — Transfer  of  Prisoners 
and  Witnesses,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Fa  8,  882 

Orant  of  Quarter  Sessions  to  Blackburn,  Ques« 
tion.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  15,  156& 

Law  of  Syidence  Amendment  Bill  [hl.] 

{The  Lord  Bramwell) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  n  (No.  23) 

Lawbencb,    Sir  J.    J.  Trevor,   Surrey, 
Reigate 
Sutton  District  Water,  2R.  1536 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland,  Cooler^ 
month 

Parliament«>New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 259 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  457,  660,  664,  665 


Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  8. 
Ircland^Land  Act— Report  of  tbo  Commis« 
BioD,  168 


LEA  LIM  ]  I  N  D  B  X  ) 

Leasehold  Enfranchisement  (by  Parchase 
or  Bent-Charge)  Bill 

{Colonel  Hughes^  Mr,  Fulton ^  Mr.  Evelyn^  Mr, 

HoUoway^  Major  Banet) 
r.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Jan  28  [Bill  67] 
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Leaseholds  (Facilities  of    Parchase  of 
Fee  Simple)  Bill  {Mr,  Lawson, 

Mr,  Broadhurst,   Mr,  J.    Bowlands,    Mr, 
JFannittyton,  Mr,  Bcidj  Mr.  PaUslon,  Mr, 
T.  E,  Ellis) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»•  Jan  28  [Bill  26] 

Leaseholds  (Parchase  of  Freeholds)  Bill 

{Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna,  Sir  Thotnas  EsmondCf  Mr. 

John  0'  Connor,  Mr.  Connolly) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  83] 

Lechmeke,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  JTorcestershire, 
Bewdley 
Army  Warrant— Gjprus  Mail  Service,  1559 

Lefevbb,  Eight  Hon.  Q.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Ambleside  Hailwaj,  2R.  1747 

LEon,  Mr.  T.   W.,  Lancashire,   S,W,, 
Newton 

Africa  (East) — Massowah — Defeat  of  an  Italian 

Expedition,  652 
Bormah  (Upper)— Reported  Chinese  Inrasion, 

1568 

Lbiohton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Oswestry 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement — 
Local  Taxation,  897 

Licensed    Premises    (Earlier    Closing) 

(Scotland)  Bill  {Or,  Cameron,  Mr, 

Jtobert  Eeid,  Mr,  Mark  Stewart,  Mr,  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Lyell,  Mr,  Provand) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  2  [Bill  153] 

Lichfield,  Bishop  of 

Glebe  Lands,  2R.  1490 

Zii/hthouse  lUuminants  —  Experiments  at 
the  South  Foreland 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.   Russell;   Answer,  The 
Secretary   to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Jan  31,  266 

Limited  Liabilities  Act — Registration  of 
Limited  Companies 
Question,  Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the    Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  17,  1770 

Limited  Owners  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Haldane,  Mr,  Asquith,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot, 

Mr,  Feryuion) . 
c.  Ordered;  read  1»*  Jan  28  [Bill  8] 


Liqnor   Traffic  Local    Veto  (Scotlaii) 

Bill  {Mr.  Lyell,  Mr,  M'Ufam^ 

Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  MaekintosA,  Mr.  Qmterm 

Corbett,   Mr.   Stewart,  Mr,   Lacnita,    Pr. 

Clark,  Mr,  Ferguson) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  RetolotioD  agreei 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  refti  1** 
Jail  28  [BiU  23] 


Literature,  Science,  and  Art 

Hampton  Court  Palace — Saffty  of  the  Ait 
Treasures,  ^e..  Questions,  Mr.  Dixoo-Hart- 
land  ;  Answers,  The  First  Commiiaiooer  M 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Jan  31,  Ml 

The  Xational  Portrait  Gallery,  QontiM, 
Mr.  Cochrane-Baillie  ;  Answer,  The  Fim 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Ploakel} 
Feb  17,  1772 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  if. 

Harbours  of  llefuge—Lundy  Island,  1079 


Local  Qovehn3o:nt  Board — Presideat 
{see  EiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  GK)vsemment  Board — SecreUzy 
to  {see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Lodgers'  Ooods  Protection  Act  (187L 
Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetsom,  Mr,  Hme^rd 
Vincent,  Mr,  Oent'Dmris) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  Jan  31  [BiU  137] 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Dnties  Con- 
tinuance Bill  (Sir  Jmmes  M^GmrH- 
Hogg,  Sir  Eobert  Fowler,  Mr, 
Colonel  Duncan,  Mr,  E,  0,  WtheUr) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  :  Reaolotioa 

to,  and  reported ;   Bill  ordered ;  remd.  I* 
Jan  28  [BUI  44] 

Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  T.  P.  OT 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Chairman  of  the  MMf' 
politan  Board  of  Works  (Sir  Jamea  M'GareV 
Ilogg) ;  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  (rCoBMr  [a* 
reply]  Feb  15, 15e7 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.    (Secretary  to  ^ 
Local  Oovemment  Board),    WiiU, 
Devizes 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addre«  a  Xm- 
swer  to,  1010 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Hacdovjlu* 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  LiRUTEKAirr  of  Irslavo  —  Qiiaf 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Brack,  Bigki 
Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks-) 


T/)W       MAC 
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LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  Pen^    Macoonald,  Right  Hon.  J.  II.  A.^eonU 
riih 
Ambleside  Rsilwaj,  3R.    1730,    1731,   1732, 

1737 
Parliament — Businesi  of  tbe  Ilonte  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  635 

Lttbbook,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Egypt— Abolition  of  tho  "  Cor?ee,"  1070 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment — Legielation 
Question,   Mr.    W.  J.  Corbet  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Homo  De- 
partment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Feb  4,  063 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Pretented  ;  read  !•  •  /an  31  (No.  7) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  Feb  7,  737 

Lunacy  BiU  [o.l.]        {The  Lord  Chancellor) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1'  •  Jan  81  (No.  8) 

Read  2*  Feb  7,  7il 

Lybll,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Orkney  Roads,  2R.  Amendt.  1199, 1202,  1209 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  326 

McAbthitr,  Mr.  A.,  Leieeeter 
Africa  (West   Coast>— Revival   of  the  Slave 

Trade,  1216 
Poet  Ofllce  —  Conveyance   of  If  ails  to  the 

Gambia,  270 

MoOalmont,  Captain  J.,  Antrim,  E. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1062, 1063 

MgCartak,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  8. 
Ireland — Questions 

Magistracy — Petty  Session  at  Hospital,  Co, 

Limerick,  1221 
Post    Office  — Postal   Accommodation  at 

Newry.  1396 
Prisons  —  Re-organiiation  —  Increase   of 

Salaries  of  Officials,  892 
SUte    of    Ireland  —  **  Boycotting "    at 

Mitchelstown,  1649 

M'Oabthy,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Newry 

Egypt  (Soudan)~Relief  of  Emin  Boy,  273 

Macabtnby,  Mr.  W.  G.  E.,  Antrim,  8. 

Ireland,  Sute  of—**  Boycotting  "  at  Mitcbels- 
town,  1648 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  302,  606 

Macdonald,  Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew^e  Universities 

Marriage  Law  (England  and  Scotland),  164, 
636 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1687,  1602,  1603, 1608, 1609,  1610, 
1616,  1622,  1623,  1024,  1625,  1638.  1661. 
1664 

leom. 


Scotland — Questions 

Parliamentnry  Elections—Polling  Places, 

1666 
Police  Bill,  651 
Reduction  of  Rents — Trustees  of  Landed 

Estates,  645 
Western  Islands— Procurators  Fiscal,  200 


McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sliyo,  N. 

Army— Case  of  Private  James  Gillen,  176i 
Ireland — Questions 

Collectors  of  Inland  Revenue.  1766 
Court    of    Bankruptcy  —  Mr.    Thomas 

Moroney,  651 
Evictions— Mr.  Hillas,  Uigh  Sheriff,  Sligo 

Co.,  643,  644 
Fisheries— Trawling  in  Sligo  and  Killala 

Bays,  643 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— PuUendiva 
Pier,  644 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  796, 1834 


McDonald,  Dr.  B.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 

Scotland — Questions 

Army    (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  The   Militia, 

1084 
Crofters'   Act  —  Sheep   Farms  and  Deer 

Forests,  1083 
Crofters'  Commission — Lewis  and    Skyo 

Crofters,  1086 
Navy  (Auxiliary  Foroe8)«»Tbe  Naval  Re- 
serve, 1085 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speeob»  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  1408,  1588,  1623 

Macdonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,   QueenU  Co,, 

Ossory 
r.irliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Aii- 
swer  to,  613 


UcOarel-Hooo,  Sir  J.  M.  (Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works),  Middlesex,  Homsey 

Brixton  Market,  2R.  1077 

Metropolis  Coal  and  Wine  Dues  Continuance, 
1567 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works^Tbe  Super- 
intending Architect,  544 

MoKbnna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  8. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  299,  300 

MAOKiNTosHy  Mr.  C.  Fbaser-,  Inverness' 

shire 

Army — John  Cameron,  Seaforth  Ilighlandcrs, 
637 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1479,  1646 

Post  Office— Postal  Communication  with  the 
Outer  Hebrides,  638 

Sea  Fishings  (Scotland)  Act— Dercetive  Ope- 
ration, 1080 


MAO 


MAB 


MoLagak,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgow 

Parliament — Queen'g  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  1460 


McLaren,    Mr.    W.    S.    B.,    Cheshire^ 
CrewB 
Dogs— Liability  for  Shooting  Stray  Dogs,  880 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1873 — Employment  of 

Women  at  the  Pit's  Bank.  1406 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1033 

Maolean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Limited    Liabilities    Acts — Registration     of 
Limited  Companies,  1770 

Maolube,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Zancoihire,  S.X., 
Strelford 
Metropolis — Poor  Law— Casual  Relief  at  St. 
George's  Workhouse,  879 


(INDEX)  MAB  HAT 

310. 

Harriages  (Attendance  of  Eegiitran) 

Bill  (Mr,  AUorm^  Gtm^ai, 

Mr,  Solicitor  OenerMl,  Mr.  Stumrt-  Wortltf) 
<'.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  10  [BUI  144] 


Madagasear — JSzpulsion  of  Wilkin* 

ton 

(Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  16, 1558 

Mahony,  Mr.  P.,  Meathy  N, 

Ireland — Evictions — Glenbeigh  ETlotions,  803, 
894,  1318,  1320 
Labourers'  Cottages  Acts—NaTan  Union, 
1319 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  636, 557  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1595,  1600, 1603,  1603 

Malcolm,  Colonel  J.  W.,  Argyllshire 
Orkney  Roads,  3R.  1304 

Maitnebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan* 
caster),  Leicestershire,  E. 
Agricultural    Department — Agricultural  Sta- 
tistics— Return  of  Owner  Farmers,  1095 
Gulti?ation  of  Hops,  391 
Parliament^ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  477 
Rabies  among  Dogs— Police  Precautions,  887 

Mabjobibanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  B$r» 
wickshire 
Fishery  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 

Beam  Trawling,  774 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Public  Business, 
1618 

Market  ToUs  (Ireland)  BUI 

(Captain  M^Calmont,  Mr.  Smith-Bany, 
Mr,  Macartney) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  38  [Bill  70] 

Marriage  Law  {England  and  Scotland) — 
Attendance  of  Registrars 

Questions,  Mr.  Knowles ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  11.  A.  Macdonald)  JatK  38, 
101;  F€b'd,bZ^ 


Mabum,  Mr.  E.  F.  M.,  Kilksnnyf^  N. 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Bill — Eztensioa  to  Ire- 
land—The Truck  System,  1400 
Ireland — Arterial     Drainage — Drainage     Dis- 
tricts in  Kilkenny,  1554 
Post  Office— Telegraph   Serrioo — Cats  if 

Patrick  Ward,  1399 
Trees — Re-afforesting,  1773 

MASKELYKE,Mr.M.  H.  N.  Stobt-,  Wttti^ 
Crieklade 
Thames  Preserfation  Act,  1885— Bj«  Laws,87C 

Mason,  Mr.  S.,  Lanark^  Mid 

Parliament— (^neon's  Speech,  Addreta  in  Aa- 
swcr  to,  518 

Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Seeretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  E. 
Burials   Act — Consecration  of   Cemeiariu 
Refusal  of  Bishops,  766  ;— The  Attleborsvgh 
Burial  Board,  546 
Burial  Grounds  Bill^Conseeratioa  of  Cess* 

teries,  767 
Coal  and  Ironstone  Mines — Days  of  Drawiag, 

654 
Coal  Mines— Explosion  at  the  Wood  End  Ptls» 

Lancashire,  1561 
Coal  Mines  Biegulation — ExteosiMi  to  Irtlaad 

—The  Truck  Sjstem,  1400, 1401 
Cornish  and  Devon  Miuea^Usaiiitary  Coa4i- 

tion,  1763 
Dogs— Liahility  for  Shooting  Stray  Dogs,  88# 
Felonious  Use  of  Firearms,  2R.  481 
Jury  System  (Ireland} — ChaHengea  in  Crimiaal 

Cases,  1217, 1818 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Qasa* 
tions 
Case  of  Thomas  Thompeon,  ConrioM  of 

Murder,  261 
Grant  of  Quarter  Sessions  to  Blaokkm, 

1564 
Jurors  in  Criminal  Trials,  764,  765 
Publication  of  Evidence  in  Divorea  aad 

other  Cases,  553 
Winter  Assises — Re-arrangemeat  of  Gr^ 
cuits,  1226  :— Cost  of  ProseeatioM,  1757 
Winter  Assises  Act— Transler  of 
and  Witnesses,  883 
Metropolis— Qneetions 

Metropolitan  Water  Supply —The 

ment,  1772 
Parks— Cost  of  Mainteoanoe,  540 
Police— «<  Prixe  Competition  for  ChtMree;,* 

1408 
Theatres  and  Public  Plaoet^The  Spital- 
fields  Calamity,  1102 
Mines  Regulation  Aet,  170 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1873— EaipleTSHal  ef 

Women  at  the  Pit's  Bank,  140e 
Naturalitation  of  Aliens— Fees,  65f ,  %S\ 
Parliameot — Queen's  Speech,  Adilr«se  ia  A« 
swer  to,  1272,  1273, 1276,  I27T,  127«,  I2«. 
1323 
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MEB 
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Mattbhwb,  Right  Hem.  E.^dont, 

Poor  Law  ( England  and  Wales)— Paddington 
Workbouse— Incaroeratton  of  a  Female  not 
a  Luaaiio,  1776 
Prison  Sites^Clerkenwell  Prisons,  770 
Uoosing  of  the  Working  Classes,  770 
Pnblio    Record    OfBce— Inspection   of  Irish 

Records,  1753 
Qoarries  Regulation,  1396, 1309 
Scotland— Distress  in  Lanarkshire,  1559 
Scotland— Law  and   Jastioe — Mjles    Martin, 
Crofter,  a  Prisoner  in  Inverness  Gaol, 
1553,  1554 
Track  Acts— Mines  and  Works  in  Scot- 
Und,  860 

Mkurttiuf,  Th$^Th6  Exchange 

Qneetion,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Secretarj  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  1*06  3,  543 

Matkb,  Admiral  B.  0.,  Pembroke  and 
EaverfordweBt 
Admiralty— Pensions  to  Widows  of  Seamen 
and  Marines — Unclaimed  Prixe  Money, 
d(C.,  1768 
Shipbuilding— The  «  Anson,*'  1101 
Merchant  Shipping — Refuge  and  Life   Har- 
bours,   1767;  —  Appropriation  of    Public 
Money,  1394 
Natal  Contracts— Report  of  the  Committee, 
1405 

MereantiU  Marine — Lose   of  the  **  Ka- 

punda'^ — Ztfe'Saving    Gear    on  the 

^*jtapunda^*  and  certain  Casualties 

in  1886 
Question,  Mr.  Iloward  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Ilenry  De  Worms)  Feb  4,  044  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Atherley-Jones  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  Feb  15, 1544 

KerchandiBe  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Baron  Henry  De  TFormt, 
Mr.  Attorney  Oenerat) 

c  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to.  and  reported :  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  * 
Jan  31  [Bill  143] 

Merchant  Shipping 

Detention  of  the  •*  lelegrapho  "  by  the  Domxnu 
can  Government,  Question,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  fV6  15,  1560 

Refuge  and  Life  Harbours-^ Appropriation  of 
Fublie  Money,  Question,  Admiral  Mayne ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  [baron  Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  14, 
1804;  Question,  Admiral  Mayne;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Feb  17. 1767 

The  "  Andrew  Johnson  *' and  the'*  Thirlmere," 
Question,  Mr.  Provand  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secre- 
Ury to  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Feb  15, 1563 

The  Register  of  Shipping^Vessels  moved  by 
Towing,  Question,  Mr.  J.  C^  SteTcnson; 
Answer,  The  S^roinry  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  Pe  \Yorms)  F<b  14, 1806 


Iferchant  Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amend* 

ment  Bill         C-^''.  King,  Mr,  BaggaUay, 
Mr.  Fitzgeraldy  Mr.  Laeaita) 
e  Ordered;  read  1»*  Jan  28  [Bill  76] 

Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing  Boats)  Acts 

Amendment  Bill  (  ^aron  Henry  De 

Wbrmi,  Mr.  Jaekaon,  Sir  Herbert  Maxtoell) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  15  [BiU  168] 

Metbopolis  ( Questions) 

Bridges—The  Westminster  Bridge  Estate, 
Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
FefrlO, 1104 

Commons— Wandswortii  Common  Act,  1871 
^Leasing  of  Land,  Question,  Mr.  Kimher; 
Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  3,  546 

Distress  ^  Unemployed  Dock  Labourers  at 
Foplar,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Ahrahnm,  (Gla- 
mor^ran,  Rhondda)  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  Feb  15, 1555 

Holbom  JForkhouse,  Question,  Mr.  Newncs ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  10,  1088 

Police—^'  Prize  Competition  for  Children,** 
Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Sydney  Bux- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Richard  Webster).  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  \i,li07 

Poor  Law— Casual  Relief  at  St.  Oeorge*s 
Workhouse,  Question,  Mr.  Maelure;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (  Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  8,  879 

Renewal  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues,  Question, 
Mr.  Buxton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Jan  31, 

265 
Theatres  and  Public  Plaees^The  Spitalfields 
Calamity,  Question,  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of   SUte   for  tho 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  10, 

Water  Supply— The  Assessment,  Question, 
Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  17, 1773 

The  Parks 

Annual  Expenditure  on  the  Parks,  Questions, 
Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Webster;  Answers, 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  Feb  11.  1220;  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  ( Mr.  Plunket) /Vft  14,  1390 
Inddenee  of  Cost  of  MainUnanee,  Question, 
Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  8,  549 

Battersea  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt ; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  F«5  15.  1563 

Oreenu^ieh  Park— The  Regulations,  Question, 
Colonel  Duncan  ;  Answer,  The  First  Com- 
missioner o(  Work^  (Mr.  Plunket)  Feb  17, 
1704 

leont. 


MET  MIL  {INDEX! 

MsTROPOLTt— TA«  Parkt -^cont. 

RegenVt  Park — Ditmittal  of  a  CotistahUt 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
Feb  1, 891 

St,  James* 8  Park — The  Roadway,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent;  Answer,  Tlie  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
Feb  8,  888 


MTN 
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Metropolis  Government  Bill    {Mr,  laaae*, 

Mr,  KimbeTf  Major- Oeneral     Ookhwortht/f 
Mr.  Batitnann,  Sir  Albert  Knye  Jiolh't,  Mr, 
Morgan  Howard^   Mr,   Htmf,    Sir   Ouyer 
Hnnitr,  Colonel  Dtmean) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Jan  28  [Bill  82] 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Sir  Jamet  M'Qarel'Hogg^ 
Colonel  Hughes,  Mr,  Whit  more,  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  I^  •  Jan  28  [Bill  118] 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment (No.  2)  Bill  ( Wr.  Oetaviue 
Morgan,  Mr,  Oilliat,  Mr,  Kimber) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  U  [Bill  167] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Fire 
Brigade  Expenses)  Bill 

{Mr,  Webster^  Sir  Jamee  M^QareUHogg,  Mr» 
Tatton  Egerton,  Mr,  Cochrane^Batllie,  Mr. 
Isaacson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •/aw  28  [Bill  108] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Theatres, 

ftC.)  Bill  {Sir  James  M'GareUHogg, 

Mr,  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr,  It.  O,  Webster) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  117] 

Metropolitan  Boitrd  of  Works — The  Super- 
intending Architect 
Question,    Mr,    Broadhurst;     Answer,     The 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan    Board   of 
Works  (Sir  James  M*Garel-Uogg)  Feb  3, 
544 

Metropolitan  Open   Spaces  Act  (1881) 

Extension  Bill  iSir  John  Lubbock, 

Mr,    DalrympU,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr'*- 
Houldsworih,  Mr,  Reid,  Sir  Albert  RoUit, 
Mr,  Salt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  171] 

MiDLETON,  Viscount 

Ireland,  State  of  ^Legislation,  1873 

MiLLTowK,  Earl  of 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  2R.  750  ;  Comm.  el,  1, 

1062 
Lunao/  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  740 
Parliament — PriTilege^"  The  Queen  v.  Lord 

Oraveni"  255 


Miners'  Wages  Payment  Bill 

(Mr,  Conybeare,  Mr,  Mason,  Mr,  BorUse^ 
Mr,  Clantff) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  31  [Bill  140] 


Mines  Regulation  Act,  187*2 
Employment  of  Women  at   the  Pit'e   B^uh 
Question,    Mr.    M'Laren ;     Answer,    Tke 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  14,  1406 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Antw«r, 
The  Secretarj  of  State  for  the  nome  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Jan  28,  170 

Cornish  and  Devon  Mines — Jn»aHii4try  Com- 
dition,  Question,  Mr.  ConTbeare ;  Answer. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dr. 
partment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  17,  1763 
[See  title  Coal  Mines] 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Deron}  Bili 

{Mr,  Aeland,  Sir  John  St,  Aubyn,  Mr,  Court- 
ney, Viscount  Ebrington,  Mr,  Bieiford 
Smith,  Mr,  Seals- Hayne) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !»•  Feb  1  [BiU  146] 

Mining  Royalties  Bill        {Mr,  Comyiearr, 

Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  Abrahtm,  Mr. 
Borlase,  Mr,  Blake) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^Jan  28  [Bni  23] 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King^e  Co.,,  Birr 

Sutton  District  Water,  2R.  1542 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  HamUU,  Wiife- 

chapel 
Post  Office — Submarine  Telefraph  CooifASf, 

753 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.,  Shropehirey  Luii^^ 
Agricultural   Statistics  —  Return   of  Owa«r* 
Farmers,  1094 

Morgan,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  7V«- 

highshire,  E, 
Burial    Acts  >  Consecration  of   Cemeteries  ~ 

The  Altleborougli  Burial  Board*  646 
Canada  and  the  United  States— The  Fisbmn* 

Disputes,  165 
Emigration  Statistics  for  188S.  1230 
Law  and  Justice  (England and  Walei}~Ji 

in  Criminal  Trials,  705 
Parliament — Business  of   the  flooee    (1 

of  Procedure),  ties.  1781 

MoRLBT,  Earl  of 
War  Office  (Ordnance Department)— Deleelm 
Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bajonett,  I #65 

MoRLST,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Newesuih  y^a 
I}/ne 
Parliament— Business  of  the  IIoaat(RakB  ef 

Procedure),  Res.  1793 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeeb,  AddreM  ia 
swer  to.  Motion  (or  Adjoamme&t*  86S| 
013,986,1143,1144 


MOR       NAT 


(  SESSION    1667  ) 


NAV 


NAV 


Moroeeo — Imprismment  of  the  Fre$  Negro^ 

Fatiah 

Qaeition,   Mr.  A.  E.   Pease;    Answer,    The 

Under    SecreUry    of    State    for    Foreign 

Affilin  (Sir  James  Fergasson)  Feb  14, 1403 

Mount  -  EdgoxtmbBi    Earl    of    ( Lord 
Stewaurd  of  the  Household) 
Psrliameot— Queen's  Speech— Uer  Majestj*s 
Answer  to  the  Address^  534 

MuLHOLLAKD,     Mr.     H.    L.,     London- 

derrff,  N. 
Irish  Land  Commission— .Sligo  Co.,  1749 

MuNDSLLA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffieldy 

BrtghtHde 
Edooation    Department   (Scotland)  —  Lenzie 

Public  SehooU  1405 
Stationer/  Office— Copyright  in  Government 

Pttblioations,  1774 

Munic^^  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill        (^'V  /"w*'*  Co)rt/, 

Mr.  Ewwrtf  Mr.  Johmtott) 
r.  Ordered ;  read  T  •  Jan  28  [Bill  73] 

Monicipal  Elections  (Scotland)  (Corrapt 

Practices)  Bill  l^f-  Laeaita,  Mr. 

Edmund  Bobertton,  Mr.  Shiresg  Will) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  77] 

Manicipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Canw,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  D.  Snllivanj 
Mr.  E.  D.  Qray^  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jan  28  [Bill  21] 

Municipal  Bates  Assessment  Bill 

{Mr.  Eowntr$e,  Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Albert  RoUit, 

Mr.  Craig) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [BUI  178] 

MuBDOOH,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Beading 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1081 

MiJBPHY,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoose  (Rnles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  1820 

Napieb  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Army— Royal  Artillery— Rnmoared  Reduction 
of  the  Force,  1518 

National  Provident  Insurance 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  best  system  of 
National  ProTident  Assurance  (Jtfr.  Rankin) 
FcbZ 

Hational  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  TuiU,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Justin  ffuntly 
McCarthy,  Mr.  John  (yContm,  Mr.  Conway^ 
Mr,  Nolan) 
0.  Ofdered  ;  read  1*»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  36] 

VOL.   CCCX.  [third   8BRIE8.] 


Navy  {Questions) 

Auxiliary  Forces — The  Naval  Ret  fife  {Scot* 
land),  Question,  Dr.  R.  Macdonnld ;  An. 
swer.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  10,  1085 

Contraeti— Report  of  th^  Committee,  Question 
Admiral  Mayne  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the    Admiralty    (Lord    George    Uamilton 
Feb  lhli06 

Admiralty 

Accountant  GenerdCs  Department,  Question, 
Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Jan  28, 
163 

Appointments—The  Director  of  Dochjarde, 
Question,  Sir  William  Plowden ;  Answer. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  14, 1302 

Dr.  AUan  Shone,  Chaplain,  R.X.,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer ;  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Feb  14,  1302 

**  Old  and  Dnservieeable  Stores,^*  Question,  Mr. 
J.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) ; 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner  [no  reply!  Feb  10, 
1086 

Pensions  to  Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines-^ 
Unclaimed  Prize  Money,  frc,  Question,  Ad* 
miral  Maync ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Feb  17,  1768 

Shipbuilding — The  **  Anson,**  Question,  Ad- 
miral Majne ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
-Fed  10,  1101 

Torpedo  Boats^A  "  Committee  of  Designs,** 
Question,  Admiral  Field ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  Feb  10,  1095 

Defective  Weapons 

Rs'testing  of  Cutlasses,  Questions.  Dr.  Came- 
ron, Colonel  Eyre ;  Answers,  The  Sar?eyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote),  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Fth  14, 1398 

CutlasHs  and  Sword  Bayowts,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbnry ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Feb  17, 
1758  ;  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tjler;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  1771 

H.M.S.  **  Indus,**  Question,  Obsenrations,Tbe 
Earl  of  Erne;  Replies,  Lord  Elphinstone 
(A  Lord  in  Waiting),  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Lord  Harris) ;  short  debate 
thereon  Feb  10,  1067 
[See  Army^Defeetive  Weapons'] 

The  Dockyards 

Administration  of  the  Dockyards,  Qaestion, 
Sir  William  Plowden  ;  Answer,  The  Firs- 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilt 
ton)  Feb  7,  759 

Devonport  Dockyard"  The  Imperial  Institute 
— Collection  of  Subscriptions,  Questions,  Mr, 
Conjbeare  ;  Answers.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  Goorgo  Hamilton)  Feb  11, 
1223;  Feb  15,  1562 

3  Q  [cent. 
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Navt — The  Doelyardi^ooni, 

JDry  Dock  (BaulbowUne),  Qaetiion,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltj  (Lord  George  tlamilton)  Feb  10, 
1100 

Prieu  of  Coai,  Iron,  Steel,  fre.  to  the  Dock' 
yardi,  Question,  Mr.  Henrj  II.  Fowler; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  Feb  3,  542 


(INDEX  I  NOB  OCO 

310. 

NoRTBOOTB,  Hod.  H.  S. — comL 

Armj  Manofactaring  Aoeooots^  17A3 

Clothing  Contracts,  1398 

Contract  for  Cartridges   for  Q^MseaalaaJ, 

888,  1081,  1231, 1233, 1565 
Defective  Wciipons — Cntlastes  and  Svcrd 

BajoneU,  753,  754,  1088 
Gnns  Supplied  to  Army  and  Nar/,  884 


Nbwnes,  Mr.  G.,   Camhndgt,  JF.,  Ifew- 

market 
Poor  Law  ( Metropolis)— Holbom  Workhouse, 
1088 

Newspapers 
Advertising— Treasury  Patronage,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tarj  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas) 
Feb  10,  1102 
Post  Office  Act,  \S10— Newspaper  Libel  and 
Registration  Act,  1881,  Question,  Mr. 
Knowles  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  11, 1214 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  If. 

Ireland— Fisheries — Sea  Fisheries — A   Steam 
Cruiser,  543 
Trawling  in  Sligo  and  Killala  Bajs,  543 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  1805, 1811 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  585, 1287 
Town  Holdings,  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 868 

NoLAKi  Mr.  J.,  Louth,  N, 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Court— Sittings  in  Co. 

Louth,  1758 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  203 

N0BRI8,  Mr.  E.  S.|  Tower  Samlets,  Ltme* 

house 

Army — Insanitary  State  of  Dover  Barracks, 
888 

Egjpt  (MiliUry  Expedition)— Soientiflo  Re- 
ports on  the  Soudan,  648 

North  American  Fisheries — bee  Canada 
and  the  United  States 

North   Borneo  —  Attach   on   Natives  ^^ 
MM8.  '* Zephyr'' 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Feb  7,  757 

NOBTHBROOK,  Eorl  of 

Army — Military  Armaments  and  Organisation, 
150 

NoRTHCOTB,    Hon.    H.    S.    (Surveyor 
Genenil  of  Ordnance),  Exeter 
Army— Royal  Barracks,   Dublin— Insanitary 

Condition,  1703 
Arm  J  (Ordnance  Department)— Questions 
Arms  of  OflScers— The  UcToIvor,  653 

[con*. 


Kmpp  Guns,  773 
Royal  Gun    Factory,    Woolvi 
tions  from  Pay,  760 
Nary — Re-testing  of  Cutlassea,  1393 


Northern  Pacific,  The^EvaeuMU^  efPert 
WamiUon 
Questions,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  F.  S.  StervMOv, 
Mr.  Toung ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  Bute  for  Foreign  Affiiira(Sir  Janee  Per- 
gusson)  Feb  1,  349  ;  Qoesiioa,  Oaftaia 
Colomb;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tk 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  OamiltOB)  Fek  %, 
554 

North  Sea  Fisheries,  The^Rep^ri  ef  lit 

Committee 
Question,    Sir   Ilenry  Tyler;    Ancwer,  The 
SecreUry  to  the   Board  of  Tmde  (Barcn 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  15, 1560 

Oaths  Bill  {M^.  Bradtangk,  Sir  Joim 

Simon,  Mr.  Courtney  Kenny,  Mr.  Bmrt,  Mr. 

Coleridge,    Mr.  ilUngworth,  Mr.  MieUrd, 

Mr.  Jeete  CoUinge) 

e.  Considered  in  Commlttae;  RetoInttMi  agned 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  !•• 

Jan  38  [BUI  194] 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Ma^o,  S. 

Parliament— Qneen'a  Spoecb,  Addr««  in  An- 
swer to,  302,  306 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghm,  N. 

Admiralty— Dr.  Allan  Shone,  OknablB.  BJC 

1392 
Army  (Auxiliary  Foroee)— HoaaglHui  Miiiiii 

—Orange  Lodges,  883 
Ireland  —  Commisdonera  of  Irisk  Mgkts  — 
Clothing  Contracts,  1089 
Mr.  F.  DcTerell,  County  Sorrijor  pf  Cktaa, 

1392 
Orangd   Sodetiet— Offleert  of  Qm  Annr 
and  MiUtU,  266 


O'Bbibn,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperarp, 

Ireland— Tithe  Rent-Charge,  17M 


O'OoNKOBy  Mr.  A.,  Ponepal,  X. 

Army  (Ordnance  DepartmentV— Army 
lecturing  Accounts,  1769 
Defective  Weapona— Cotlaseee  aad  8v«4 
Bayonets,  1099 
Cifil  Serrice— SnapensioQ  of  Ai 
1104 

Egypt— Soudan— Dimatw  to  Um  MaliM 

at  MaaMwah,  1987, 19S6 
Ireland — Questions 

Evictions— Marquess  of  1  atsdowne's  Ee- 

lalo,  Quccu's  Co.,  837 

i^PsmL 
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310. 


O'CowKOE,  Mr.  A,^eont, 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  —  The 

River  Barrow,  1083 
Irish  Land  Commiidon— Sale  of  Holdings, 
1543,  1044 
Newspaper  Adfertising--Treasar7  Patronage, 

1102 
Parliament-- Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,   1830  ;  Motion  for   Adjoarcment, 
1831,  1834 
Post  OfBoe— Questions 

Distribution  of  Trade  Samples  through  the 

Belgian  Post  Office,  1753 
New  Postage  Stamps— Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  Stamps,  540 
Post  Offioe  Savings  Bank— Limit  of  De- 
posits,  1768 
Public  Health— Sutton  Cemetery,  391 
Sutton  District  Water,  aK.   Amendt.    1526, 
1537, 1538, 1542 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tiftp$rary^  S. 

Arm  J  (Ordnance  Store  Department)— Clothing 
Contracts,  1398 

Felonious  Use  of  Firearms,  2R.  481 

Parliament— Business  of  the  llouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  1822 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  135,  478, 1481 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liv$rpool,  SeoUand 
Armj  (Ordnance  Department)— Contract  for 

Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1233 
Bulgaria— Prinee  Alexander  of   Battenberg, 

1239 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— The  Jury  System 
—  Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  387:  — 
"Queen  v.  Dillon,  O'Brien,  and  others," 

1234 
Metropolis  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

1567 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  980,  987.  989,  994 

Sutton  District  Water,  2R.  Motion  lor  Ad- 
journment, 1530 

Office  under  the  Crown  (VacatinK  of 
Seats)  Bill 

(Ifi*.  r.  F.  LawriMt,  Mr.  A.  D.  EUioi,  Mr, 
Bobhouu,  Mr.  Tomiinttm,  Mr.  Frttnch 
Stwenton,  Mr,  B,  Eobertton) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  I"  •  Jan  28  [BiU  72] 

G'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cawm,  H. 

Ireland  —  Post    Offioe    Aecommodation    at 
Grangegeith  and  Slane,  541 
Royal     Irish     Constabulary  —  Constable 

Forster,  879  ^  ,    .     ^, 

Uw  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— City 

of  London  Court,  1544 

O'Hba,  Mr.  p.,  Donegal,  »^.      „  ,   . 

Ireland  —  Erictions  —  Glenbeigh    ETiotions, 
274 ;— Gweedore,  892 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— The  Labourers 
(Ireland)  AeU.  268 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  200.  729  .... 
Post    Office  —  Ucmittances   from    Australia, 

1755 


Onslow,  Earl  of  (Lord  in  Waiting) 

Globe  Unds,  2R.  1495 

Open  Spaces  (Dublin)  Bill 

{Mr.  ^Ulimm  It$dmond,  Mr.  T.  D.  SyUivan,  Mr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Dtcyer  &ray,  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Jan  28  [BiU  80] 

Obdnakob  —  Surveyor     General     {»$$ 
NoRTHCOTB,  Hon.  H.  8.) 

Ordnance  D&pariment-^uoe  Army 


t» 


Orkney  Roade  BiU  {hy  Order) 
Mo? ed,   •<  That  the  bill    be  now   read    2« 

{Mr.  Doddt)  PebU,  1199 
Amende,  to  lea?e  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  this 
day  six  months"  {Mr.  I^yell);  Question 
proposed,  **  That '  now,'  dto. ; "  after  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  219,  N.  ISO  ; 
M.  80  (D.  L.  4) 
Main  Question  put ;  Bill  read  2« 

Outlawriei  BUI 

c.  Read  1«  *  Jan  27 

Parish  Allotments  Committees  Bill 

{Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Channiuy,  Mr.  FttUer,  Mr.  Jam$$ 
Ellit,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner^  Mr.  Thomao  BlUa) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  15  [BUI  170] 

Paobt,  Sir  B.  H.,  Somerset,  W$U9 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Amend- 
ments  to  the  Address,  1418, 1414 

Pa^kto,  Mr.  0.  a.,  F$rih 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to.  1299, 1460, 1408 
Scotland— Fishery  Board— Loans  to  Croiting 

Parisbee,  65^ 

VatUament 

LORDS— 
MiiTiiro  OF  TBI  Parlumiitt  Jan  27 

The  Session  of  P«rliAmeiit  opened  by  Com- 
mission 

Roll  of  tbb  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  delifored  ftt  the  Table  (in  the 
UMial  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal 
in  the  Second  Session  of  the  Twenty -fourth 
ParliaiMftl  of  the  United  Kingdom  Jem  87 

The  Lord  CBiHoiLum  acquainted  the  House 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  had  pre- 
pared  and  laid  it  on  the  Table :  The  same 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  (No.  8)  Jan  81 

Hit  iHaJMtB'si  ^0t  (Stadooi  S]ittdb 

deliTcred  by  Thp  Lord  CiURORLLoa  Jm  27» 

8 
The  Qveen's  Speedi  iMfiag  bees  reported  by 
The  Lord  Chanorluni;  An  Addreos  to 
Hrr  Majrstt  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl 
of  Errr  I  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Viscount  ToRni5aTO!f).Atn  27, 10  ;  after 
debate.  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dxeeen* 
tiente 
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Addbbss  to  Hbb  Majbbtt  on  Hbb  Most 
Gbacious  Spbbch  Feb  3, 531 

IIbr  Majbstt's  Answbb  to  Thb  Addbbbb 
reported  Feb  3,  534 

Chairman  of  CommitUei  —  The  Dake  of 
Buckingham  and  Cbandos  appointed,  nemine 
diuentietUe,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mittees   of  this    Hoase   for   this   Session 

/on  27 

Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Jan  27 
Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals  —  appointed 

Jan  27 
Appeal  CommtV^— appointed  Jan  27 
Standing  Orders  Committee — ^appointed  Feb  i  ; 

List  of  tho  Committee,  687 
Committee  of  Selection — nominated  Jan  28 ; 

List  of  the  Committee,  145 
Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and 
Office  of  the  Osntl^nan  Usher  of  the  Black 
icod— appointed  Feb  7 ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 752 

Private  BUli 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Session  referred  to  tho  Standing  Orders 
Committee  unless  otherwise  ordered  Fd>  i 

Amendment  of  Standing  Orderg 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  62,  64,  66,  115,  116, 
117,  183a,  and  177  considered  and  amended  ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended  (No.  18) 
Feb  11 

PRIVILEGE 

"  The  Queen  ▼•  Lord  Graves,"  Obsenrations, 
Lord  Ribblesdale,  Lord  Coleridge  (Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England) ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  (Lord  Halsbury)  Jan  81,  245 

The  late  Earl  of  Jddesleigh,  Obserfations,  The 
Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
Earl  Granville,  Earl  Fortesoue  Jan  27,  6 

Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Dunraven,  Personal 
Explanation,  The  Earl  of  Dunrafen ;  Reply, 
The  Prime  Minister  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) Feb  17, 1715 

COMMONS— 

Privileges  ^  Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  be  appointed  Jan  27 

Public  Petitions  —  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed ;  List  of  the  Committee  Jan  81,  881 

Pnti^ii^— Select  Committee  appointed  ;  List 
of  the  Committee  Jan  81,  882 

SelecHon^Committee  nominated ;  List  of  the 
Committee  Feb  1,  884 

Standing  Orders  Commt^tM— appointed ;  List 
of  the  Committee  Feb  1, 884 

Committee  of  Puhlio  ^MOuiUt— >Select  Com- 
mittee nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee 
Feb  8, 1008 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  {Bouse  of 
Commons) — Committee  appointed ;  List  of 
the  Commit  tec  Jan  31,  382 

[eont» 
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ELECTI0X8 

Dottble  Returns 

Belfast  ( Western  Division),  Judges'  Certifi- 
cate  and   Report  Jan  27«  54 

Belfast  Borough  ( Western  Division)  mwi  8Sm 
County  (Southern  Division)  EUctiomM^  Mr, 
Sexton  elects  to  sit  for  the  Western  OiTialOB 
of  Belfast,  Jan  27,  54 

Londonderry  City  and  Longford  (JV!»ftA), 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Jsatia 
McCarthy,  esquire,  electing  to  aerro  for 
Derry  City  Jan  27 

Londonderry  City,  Judge's  Certtfteate  mad 
Report.  Jan  27,  55 

York,  Ecut  Riding  (Ruckrose  DiVtsea), 
Judges*  Certificate  nnd  Report  Jan  27,  55 

Couiifif  of  lA>ngford  {Xortkern  Divieiom)  Bl^e* 
tion.  Return  nmendctl  Feb  8,  875 

Elections'^ Sessional  Orders 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  a  high  infringemeot  of  tbt 
liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  ef 
the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Par* 
liament,  or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  Mag 
a  Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  eleete^  aad 
not  having  declined  to  serve  for  any  eoeaty, 
city,  or  borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  eo«* 
corn  himself  in  the  Election  of  Members  te 
serve  fOr  the  Commons  in  Parliameat,  ex- 
cept only  any  Peer  of  Ireland,  at  taeb  Else- 
tions  in  Great  Britain  respectively  vboe 
such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a  Candidate,  er  hy 
himself,  or  any  others,  be  prepoeed  to  le 
elected;  or  for  any  Lord  fiseleBSBl  er 
Governor  of  any  oounty  to  avail  ItiBseelf  e( 
any  authority  derived  horn  his  CewmlBriDe, 
to  influence  the  election  of  any  Meabsr  te 
serve  for  the  Commons  in  PariiMnBl" 
Jan  27,  56  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

9titnre00  In  9n0fDet  to  ||et  ff qcstf'i 
^0t  <Stadou0  Hftuff 

The  Queen's  Speech  bavinc  been  reported  by 
Mr.  Spbakbb  ;  An  humble  Addreas  thstsse 
moved  by  Viscount  WsTMoirni  (tbe  Meriw 
being  seconded  by  Mr.  G.  W.  BAurova) 
Jan  27,  77 ;  after  long  debate,  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  [Second  Nigbt]  Jan  M,  17i 
after  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjomed 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Jam  31,  974 
after  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjoenwd 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  F06  ],3H 
after  long  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debet 
be  now  a4|oumed  "  {Mir,  Raddife  Ooote) 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  478 ; 
short  debate.  Moved,  •*  That  the  IMete 
now  a^oumed  "  (Mr,  Bandel  Otsskam) ; 
further  short  debate,   Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Feb  9,  4tt ; 
after  long  debate,  it  being  a  ^earter  oC  aa 
hour  before  Six  of  tbe  olock.  Debate  fttb« 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Sixth  Nigbt]  Feb  ^  UT : 
after  long  debate,  Debato  lortber  mijamnm^ 

Debate  resumed  [Seventh  Nigbt]  /M  4,  SM 

Amendt.,  at  end  of  4th  paragraph,  add  "  Aa4 
humbly  to  repreeent  to  Her  Majealy  that. 
inasmueh  as  the  expenses  of  tbe 
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oooopntioii  of  Egjpt  by  a  British  Force  have 
to  be  borne  bj  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  great  majority  of  whom  have 
no  direct  interest  in  the  Government  or 
aflfiiirs  of  Egypt,  and  that  the  retention  of 
our  Troops  in  Egypt  is  a  cause  of  suspicion 
and  irritation  to  Continental  Governments, 
and  calculated  to  weaken  the  influence  of 
this  Country  in  the  Councils  of  Europe, 
humbly  to  pray  Uer  Majesty  to  take  imme- 
diate steps  for  recalling  the  whole  of  Her 
Forces  from  Egypt "  (Mr,  Crtmer} ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  *'  That  thooe  words  be  there 
added  ;"  after  long  debate,  Amendt.  to  said 
proposed  Amendt.,  in  line  9,  leave  out  *'  im 
mediate "  (Mr,  IlUngworth) ;  Question  put, 
•*  That « immediate,'  Ac. ; "  A.  247,  N.  127  ; 
H.  120  (D.  L.  8) 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  <  and  humbly 
to  represent  to  Iler  Majesty,'  &c."  be  there 
inserted  "  (Mr.  Cremer) ;  A.  97,  N.  263 ; 
M.  1C6  (D.  L.  4) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved,  '*  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Par" 
neii)  i  Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Debato  resumed  [Eighth  Night]  Feb  7,  774 

Amendt.  at  end  of  8th  paragraph,  insert  '*  But 
humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Msjcsty  that 
the  relations  between  the  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  land  in  Ireland  has  not  been  seriously 
disturbed  in  the  cases  of  those  owners  who 
have  granted  to  their  tenants  such  abate- 
ments of  rents  as  are  called  for  by  the  state 
of  prices  of  agriculturnl  and  pastoral  pro- 
duce, and  that  the  remedy  for  the  existing 
crisis  in  Irish  agrarian  affairs  is  not  to  be 
found  in  increased  stringency  of  criminal 
prooedure,  or  in  the  pursuit  of  such  novel, 
doubtful,  and  unconstitutional  measures  as 
have  recently  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  Ireland,  but  in  such  a  reform 
of  the  Law  and  the  system  of  government  as 
will  satisfy  the  needs  and  secure  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Irish  people  "  {Mr.  Pamell) ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be 
there  insetted  ; "  after  long  debate.  Moved, 
^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
John  MorUy) ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Night]  Feb  8,  898  ; 
after  long  debate.  Debate  furthur  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  Feb  9,  1004  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Eleventh  Night]  Feb  10, 
1107;  after  long  debate.  Debate  further  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  [Twelfth  Night]  FebM,  1241 : 
afler  long  debate.  Question  put;  A.  246, 
N.852;  M.  100 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1848 

Kloved,  <*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr.  E$8lemont) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Am^ndmentt  to  (he  Address,  Question,  Mr. 

Shaw  Lefevre ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.   Smith)  ;  short 

debate  thereon  FebU,\U2 
Debato  resumed  [Thirteenth  Night]  Feb  14, 

1416 
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Amendt.  at  end  of  10th  paragraph,  insert 
"  And  humbly  to  express  regret  thst  it  is 
not  proposed  to  inquire  into  the  exceptional 
position  of  agricultural  holders  in  Scotland, 
bound  under  nineteen  years'  leases,  con- 
tracted and  entered  upon  prior  to  the  recent 
serious  fall  in  the  prices  of  all  agricultural 
produce  ;  a  fall  which  has  rendered  stipu- 
lated rents  inequitable,  and  in  many  oases 
impossible,  under  the  altered  circumstances 
of  the  Country ;  the  operation  of  which 
Leases,  especially  those  still  covered  by  the 
Law  of  Hypothec,  tends  to  prevent  the  full 
development  of  the  productive  capabilities  of 
the  land  "  {Mr.  Esstemont),  1425  ;  Question 
proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  in« 
sorted  ; "  after  long  debato.  Question  put ; 
A.  96,  N.  198  ;  M.  102 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1471  • 

Amendt.  at  end  of  12th  pxragraph,  insert 
"  But  humbly  to  submit  to  Uer  Majesty  that 
the  aflkirs  of  the  Realm  have  outgrown  the 
capacity  of  this  House  ;  and  humbly  to  pray 
of  Her  Majesty  to  invite  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  consider  and  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment Measures  whereby  great  part  of  the 
special  aflkirs  of  Scotland,  and  of  other  parts 
of  Great  Britain,  may  be  relegated  to  bodies 
representing  the  several  parts  of  the  King- 
dom, and  the  excessive  burden  on  this  House 
may  be  relieved"  {Sir  Oeorge  Campbell) 
1479;  Question  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Dr.  Came- 
ron) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourteenth  Night]  Feb  15, 
1571 

Amendt.  at  end  of  12th  paragrnph.  Insert 
"  And  humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that  recent  events  in  Skyo  and  Tiree,  and 
the  general  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Highlands,  have  caused  serious  concern  to 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  demand  full 
inquiry"  {Dr,  Cameron),  1592;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted;" after  short  debate.  Moved,  <*  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  ( Mr.  Ma^ 
hony) ;  after  further  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  87,  N.  112  ;  M.  25  (D.  L.  8) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  1605 ;  after 
debate.  Moved,  *'That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned "  {ifr.  Hunter)  ;  after  further 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fifteenth  Night]  Feb  16, 
1649 ;  after  long  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  136,  N.  253  ;  M.  117  (D.  L.  9) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  1712 ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr. 
Seteton) ;  after  short  debate,  it  being  a  quar- 
ter of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  De- 
bate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Sixteenth  Night]  Feb  17, 
1825 ;  after  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  tlio 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Arthur 
0^ Connor);  after  further  short  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  119,  N.  261;  M.  142 
(D.  L.  13) 

[cont. 
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Amendt.  at  cad  of  parngrnpli  12,  insert  **  Hum- 
blj  to  represent  to  Iler  Majesty  tbni  the 
want  of  employment  and  general  distress 
prevalent  among  the  working  classes  in 
£ngland  and  Ireland  deserve  the  immediate 
attention  of  this  House''  {Mr,  Cox),  1834; 
Question  proposed^  *'That  those  words  be 
there  inserted ; "  after  debate,  Mr.  Speaker 
informs  the  House  that  it  is  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  tho  Question  should 
be  now  put 

Moved,  *'  That  tho  Question  be  now  put"  {Mr. 
WxUiam  Hmry  Smith) ;   A.  291,   N.   81  ; 
M.210 
Division  List,  Ajes  and  Noes,  1846 

Qnostioo  put,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted ; "  A.  84,  N.  283  ;  M.  199 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes^  1849 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  Mr.  Speaker 
informs  the  House  that  it  is  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  Question  should 
be  now  put 

Moved,  **  That  the  Question  be  now  pu  t "  {Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith) ;  A.  289,  N.  74 ; 
M.  210  (D.  L.  16) 

Main  Question  put ;  A.  288,  N.  70  ;  M.  213 
(D.L.17) 

Entry  in  the  Votes,  1852 

Moved,  '*  That  a  Gommittee  be  appointed  to 
draw  up  an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  upon  the  said  Resolution"  (Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith),  1853;  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  List  of  tho  Committee, 
1854 

The  Late  Earl  qf  Iddesleigh,  Observations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  Jan  27,  73 

Retignation  0/  the  Right  Hon,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Personal  Explanation,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill;  Observations,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Jan  27,  57 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Question, 
Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answer.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jan  2%, 
170 

ORDER 

Ditallowanee  of  Question  a$  to  Lord  Cowper*8 
Commigiion  on  Irish  Land,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Observations,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  7, 
763 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  AM)  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 

Question,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Jan  27, 145  ;  Observations.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ; 
short  debate  thereon  Feb  15, 1648 

Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Ad  • 
dress,  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  of 
Motions  {Mr,  William  Henry  Smith)  Feb  1 

The  Address,  Ordered,  That  the  Order  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Ad* 
dress  have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  , 

[eoni. 
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of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day  (Mr 
William  Henry  Smith)  Feb  15 
Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  rasaminf  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address  haf«  pra- 
cedence  this  day  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
{Mr.  mUiam  Henry  Smith)  Feb  16 

Questions 

Division  Lists— Correetion  ef  an  Errw,  Ob- 
servation8,Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Speaker  F^  14. 
1415 

Members  of  ParUennent—Retnm  ef  Jtfmkrt, 
IQSO^ Index  of  Names,  QoestloB,  Mr, 
Dixon- Hartlaud ;  Answer,  Tbo  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Departsaent 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Feb  11,  ISll 

Publication  of  Evidence  given  hefpre  Royal 
Commissions  and  Select  CommitU^s,  Qees- 
tioQ,  Mr.  Hoyle ;  Answer,  The  Firal  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  SaiHb)  Pe6  9,B6B 

Parliament  —  Bueineu    of    th$    ^m## 
{Rtdee  of  Procedure) 

Notice  of  Motion,  The  First  Lord  of  tlie  Tr«a* 
Bury  (Mr  W.  H.  Smith)  «/ais  27, 57  ;  NoUee 
of  Motion,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowtber,  Feb  S,  6S5  ; 
Notice  of  Motion,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the' 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  16, 1714 

The  New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882)— /2^  2 
(Adjournment  of  the  Bouse),  Motieo,  Mr. 
Dillwyn ;  Observations,  Mr.  Speaker  F^b  17, 
1777 

'*  Blocking;*  Question,  Mr.  Hanbary ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaavy  (Mr.  W.  H 
Smith)  Feb  10, 1105 

Moved,  **That  the  oonsideralioa  of  the  pre* 
posed  Rules  of  Prooedare  have  prcosdeoce 
of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notiece  of 
Motions  on  every  day  00  whieh  the  eon* 
sideration  of  those  Rules  may  be  sei  dewm 
by  the  Government"  {Mr.  WiUimm  Henry 
Smith)  Feb  17,  1780;  after  loag  debate, 
Amendt.  after  the  second  word  "day,"  ia 
line  3,  insert  "  ezeept  on  Tuesday,  the  3Sni 
InsUnt  "  {Mr.  Richard) ;  Question  propueod, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted ; "  after 
further  short  debate,  Qoestioa  pal ;  A,  158. 
N.  261;  M.  103(D.  L.11) 
Main  Question  again  proposed,  1793 ;  Ameodi. 
at  end  of  Question,  add  **  ezeept  apen  tlie 
Wednesdays  on  wbioh  Bills  relating  to  Ira. 
land  are  set  down  *'  {Mr.  PameU) ;  Qaee- 
tion  proposed,  <*  That  those  words  be  ther^ 
inserted ;  "  after  debate,  QMstioa  pst ;  A. 
107,  N.212;  M.  103  ?«•   ^ 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1821 
Main  Question  pal,  aod  agreed  to 


ParUameni  —  Sleeliom    {IntervenU^   ^ 
Peers  f  Sfe.) 
Ordered,  That  a    Select  Committee  be  ap* 
pointed,  '*to  consider  the  Sessional   Order 
with  reference  to  the  intervention  of  Peers 
or  Prelates  in  Parliamentary  Eleetiona.  ai>d 
to  report  whether  any,  and,    if  so,   whaft 
alterations  are  advisable  therein  '*  Feb  4  ; 
List  of  the  Committee,  736 
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Pkrhammt — New  Writ  for  the  Soroush 
of  8L  George's,  Hanover  Square 
Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issoe  bit 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  New  Writ  for  the  eleotingof  a  Member 
to  serve  io  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
Borough  of  Saint  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
in  the  room  of  Algernon  Malcolm  Arthur 
Perey,  esquire,  oommonl J  oalled  Lord  Alger- 
non Malcolm  Arthur  Perey,  who  sinee  his 
Election  for  the  said  Borough  hath  accepted 
the  OflBce  of  Steward  or  Bailiff  of  ller  Ma- 
jesty's Manor  of  Northttead,  In  the  County 
of  York"  (Mr.  Akers-Dougku)  Jan  81, 
259 ;  Moved,  <*  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
jonmed"(5;r  WUJrid  Zawton);  Question 
put;  A.  93,  N.  173;  M.  80  (D.  L.  1); 
Original  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

PAsuAMBirr— House  of  Lobds 

Ifew  Peeri 

Jan  97  —  John  Glencaim  Carter  Hamilton, 
esquire,  oreated  Baron  Hamilton  of 
Daltell  in  the  county  of  Lanark 
£dward  Macnaghten,  esquire,  Q.C., 
appointed  a  lx>rd  of  Appeal  in 
OHinary,  under  the  provisions  of 
The  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1876,  with  the  dignity  of  a  Baron 
for  life,  by  the  stylo  and  title  of 
Baron  Macnaghten  of  Ronkerry  in 
the  county  of  Antrim 

jVfr  10— Percy,  Lord  Shnte— Wat  introduced 
by  virtue  of  a  special  limitation  in 
the  Patent,  dated  17th  April 
1880,  and  sat  first  in  Parliament 
after  the  death  of  his  brother 
George  William,  Lord  Shute,  and 
took  the  Oath 

8at  First 
Jan  27 — The  Earl  Amherst,  after  the  death  of 
his  father 
The  Earl  of  Strafford,  after  the  death 

of  his  lather 
The  Lord  Monkswell,  after  the  death 
of  his  father 

Pabliahbkt — H0U8B  OF  Commons 

ITew  WriU  leemd 

During  Reeest 

For    Brighton    Borough,  v.    David 
Smith,  esquire,  deceased 

For  Middlesex  County  (Brentford  Di- 
vision), V.  Octavios  Coope,  esquire, 
deceased 

For  Liferpool  Borough  (Exchange 
Division),  v,  Da?id  Duncan, 
esquire,  deceased 

For  Donegal  County  (Southern  Di- 
vision), V.  Bernard  Kelly,  esquire, 
deceased 
Jan  il—For  Kent  County  (Dartford  Divi- 
sion), V.'  The  Right  Hon.  Sir 
William  Hart  Djke,  baronet.  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education 

For  Longford  (Northern  DiTision), 
V.  Justin  McCarthy,  ciqnire,  who 

[coal. 


PAnLiAitiHt  —  CoMMOvt  —  Ncto  WrUs  tinied-^ 
cent. 

having  been  returned  at  a  Member 
for  the  said  County  of  Longford 
(Northern  Division),  and  also  for 
the  City  of  Londonderry,  elected 
to  sit  for  the  City  of  Londonderry 
For  Antrim  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Edward  Macnaghten, 
esquire,  Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordi- 
nary 

/aii3S— JPor  Sligo  (Southern  Division),  v. 
Thomas  Sexton,  esquire,  who, 
having  been  returned  as  a  Mem- 
ber for  the  said  County  of  Sligo 
(Southern  Division),  and  also  for 
the  Borough  of  Belfast  (Western 
Division),  elected  to  sit  for  the 
Borough  of  Belfast  (Western  Divi- 
sion) 

Jan  81— For  The  Borough  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  v.  Algernon  Mal- 
colm Arthur  Percy,  esquire,  com- 
monly called  Lord  Algernon  Mal- 
colm Arthur  Percy,  vho  since  hit 
Election  for  the  said  Borough  hath 
accepted  the  OflBce  of  Steward  or 
Bailiff  of  Her  Majesty's  Manor  of 
Northstead,  in  the  County  of  York 

F$b  li^For  Burnley,  v,  Peter  Ry  lands,  esquire, 
deceased 

New  Meniben  Sworn 
Jan  37— William  Tindal  Robertson,  esquire, 
Brighton 
James  Bigwood,  esquire,  Middleeex 
{Brentford  Division) 
Jan  28 — Ralph  Neville,  esquire,    Livirpool 

(Exchange  Division) 
Fth  3  —  The  Right  Hon.  Sir  William   Hart 
Dyke,  baronet.    County    of  Kent 
(Dartford  Division) 
Feb    10  —  Right     Hon.    George    Joachim 
Goschen,  Borough  of  St.  Oeorge's, 
Hanover  Square 
Timothv    Michael    Healy,    esquire, 
North   Lonaford  Division  of  t/te 
Countg  of  Longford 
John  Gordon  Swift  Mac  Neill,  esquire, 
South    Donegal   Division   of  the 
Countg  of  Donegal 
Edward  Joseph    Kennedy,    esquire. 
South  Sligo  DivitUm  of  the  County 
of  Sligo 
Feb  17— Charles  Edward  Lewis,  esquire,  Abr^A 
Antrim  Division  of  the  County  of 
Antrim 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

(Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Piekertgill,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con. 
nor,  Mr.  Fenwiek,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Thomae,  Mr,  Warmingtok) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Jan  23  [Bill  82] 

Parliamentary    Elections   (Closing   of 
Fnblic  Hooses)  Bill 

(Mr.  Shirley,  Mr.  Oane,  Mr.  T.  IF.  Rustell, 
Mr.  Caleb  Wright) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Jan 28  [Bill  75] 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Prac- 
tices) Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  De  Litle,  Coloml  Saunderaoiiy  Hr.  JFebtler, 

Mr,  Macartnet/) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  08] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Simaltaneons 
Voting)  Bill 

{Mr.  H,  F,   Beaumont,  Sir  John  St,  Aubyti, 
Mr,  Craven) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•«  Feb  16  [Bill  172] 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  Bill 

(Mr,    Woodall,   Mr,  Hinilda worth,   Mr.  lUiug- 
worth,  Mr,  McLaren,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr. 
Howorth,  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  Statufeld) 
e.  Ordered  ;  road  1°  •  Jan  31  [BUI  123] 

Fabkell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  735 
Parliament — Division  Lists— Correction  of  an 

Error,  1415 
Parliament — Bnsinese  of  the  Hoase— Rules  of 

Procednre,  lies.  Amendt.  1794,  1706,  1797, 

1801 
Parliament^Quccn's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 

swer  to.    Motion    for    Adjournment,   735; 

Amendt.  774,  ^39,  843, 1277, 1712 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Dr,  Civn^ron,  Mr,  Barclay,  Mr,  Mackintoah, 
Mr,  Qraham,  Mr,  Esilemont) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  37] 

Patjlton,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham,    Bishop 
Auckland 
rarli|ment — Queen's  Speech — Address  in  An- 
swer to,  601 

Panper     Lnnatic    Asylums    (Ireland) 
(Snperannnation)  Bill 

(Mr,  Chance,  Mr.   William  Corbet) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  62] 

Pfabe,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Africa  (East  Coast) — Revival  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  1404 

Morocco— Imprisonment  of  llic  Free  Negro, 
Fattah,  1403 

Parliament^Qneen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1134 

rENToN,  Captain  F.  T.,  Fimhury,  Ceniral 
Prison  Sites— Clerkcn well  Prison?,  770 

Perpetual  Penaions 

Select  Committee  appointed  Jivi  28,  24  ;  List 
of  the  Committee  nominated  Feb  7,  869 


Personal    Properly    (Exemption   from 

Sale)  BiU 

[Mr,  Edmund  Robertton,  Mr.  Pict^m,  Mr.  HwtUr, 

Mr.  ihwortk) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^'^Jan  28  [BUI  IS] 

Petty    Sessions    Districts    Boimdariet 
(Ireland)  Bill  (Mr.  Tkomms  Qiu, 

Mr.  Sheil,  Mr,  Mmkony) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Ftb  17  [Bill  174J 


PiCKAKD,  Mr.  B.,  York,  W.  R.,  No 

ion 
Coal  and  Ironstone  Mines — Daya  of  Ihrnwiaf, 
654 
Report  of  Inspectors,  1886, 654 

PicKEBsoiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Betknml  Grm^ 
8.W. 
Ecclesiastical    Commissioiiert  —  Chuekjmni 

Bottom  Wood,  Highjcate,  643 
Hjrde  Park  Comer  (New  Streets),  557 
Metropolis  Coal  and  Wine  Dotiea  ContlBoaBoe, 

1567 
Metropolitan    Bridges  —  The     WeataisMv 
Bridge  EsUta,  1104 

PxoTOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Ecclesiastical  Commissionen — St.  Mary,  tlom> 

sey.  643 
Parlisment — Queen's  Speech,  Addms  la  Aa- 

swer  to,  1642 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Biggar,  Mr.  Leatg,  Colonel  XoUn,  Mr. 

Mahong,  Mr,  Jordan,  Mr.  Cbrbtt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [Bill  57] 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oalway 

Ireland— 1^1  w  and  Police — Orange  Proces- 
sions in  North  Antrim,  1557 

Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,  Addraas  ia  Ab« 
swer  to,  311 


Places  of  Worship  (Sites) 

{Mr.  John  Ellit,  Mr.  Broadkurti,  Mir.  BtHam, 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  M* Arthur,  Mr,  Htmy 
Wilmm) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  /on  28  [BUI  5] 

Plowdbn,  SirW.  0.,  WokerkMmpUm^  W. 
AdmiraltT — Administration  of  the  Uoekyards, 
750 
Appointments  ^Tho    Director    of    Dock* 
yards.  1392 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreit  ia  Aa* 
swer  to,  583 

Flunkbt,  Eight  Hon.  D.  B.  (Kist 
Commissioner  of  Works),  DmkUn 
Uhivenitjf 

Hampton  Court   Palace— Safety   vt  tba  Art 

Treasures,  Ac.  261,  263 
ilydo  Park  Corner  (New  Streets).  5i7 
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Tummxtt  Riglit  Hon.  D.  R.^^^miK. 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Nntional  Por- 
trait Gallerj,  1772 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works^Annnnl  Ex- 

penditore  on  the  Parks,  1237 
Metropolitan    Bridges  —  The     Westminster 

Bridge  EsUte,  1104 
Parka  (Metropolis) — i^estions 
Batt^rsea  Park,  1563 
Expooditnre,  1391 
Greenwich  Park,  1765 
Regent's  Park— Dismisial  of  a  Constable, 

891 
St.  James's  Park,  888 
Public  Health— InsaniUry  Condition  of  Batter- 
sea  Park,  1080 

Pliiralitieg  Act  Amendment  Bill  [u.l.] 

( Th$  Urd  Freaid^nt) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1>  •  Fr6  3  (No.  1 4) 

Read  2««  Feb  i 
Considered  *  report  Feb  7 
Read  3>  *  Feb  8 

Police  Constables'  Pensions  Bill    ^ 

(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetton.  Lord  Claud  Hamil- 
ton, Mr.  Burdett'Coutts,  Sir  Oeorge  RrnHU, 
Mr,  Oeraid  Balfour^  Mr,  Howard  Vineefit) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  28  [Bill  35] 

Police  Force  Enfranchisement  Bill 

(Mr.  Burdett^CoutU,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Radeliff^  Cooke,  Sir 
Albert  BoUit,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Lord 
CUud  Hamilton,  Colonel  Lattrie) 

c  Ordered  ;  read  1* •  Jan  28  [Bill  17] 

PoUce  Force  Enfranchisement  (Ko-  2) 

Bill  {^r.  Seton-Karr,  Mr.  Fuletlon, 

Colonel  Saundereon,  Mr.  Digwood,  Vitcount 
Curzon) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Jan  28  [Bill  81] 

Polie$  (Scotland)  Bill 

Legieixtion,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  AdTOCato  (Mr.  J.  U.  A. 
Macdonald)  Feb  4,  661 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

(Queitians) 
Paddington  Workhouie^Inearceralion  of  a 
Female  noi  a  IamoHc,  Qoestions,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  SeoreUry  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  17,  1770  [See  MetropoUe] 

Poor  Law  Gnardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor^ 

Mr.  Lwyer  Gray) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  Jan  28  [Bill  14] 

Port  and  Harbour  Authorities  (Ireland) 

Mil  {^r.  Peter  McDonald,  Mr. 

Timothy  Harrington,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Dioycr 
Gray,  Mr.  Tkomae  Mayne,  Mr.  Hooper) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  *  Jan  28  [BUI  68] 


Post  Opfiok  (England  and  Wales) 

(Questions) 

An  Imperial  Penny  Postage,  Question,  Mr. 
Edwin  De  Lisle ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  1,  393 

Diemistal  of  Female  Clerks,  Question,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr, 
Raikes)  Feb  U,  1396 

Distribution  of  Trade  Samples  through  the 
Belgian  Post  Office^  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Oonnor ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  i^<;6  17, 1753 

InvestmentM  in  Oovemment  Securities  of  Small 
Sums,  Question,  Mr  Bartlej  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Rnikee)  Feb  17. 
17C2 

Letter  Carriers^  Good  Conduct  Badges,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  Answer,  The  Post* 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  7,  760 

Money  Order  Office  Remittances  from  Aus- 
tralia, Questions,  Mr.  Ilonniker  Heaton, 
Mr.  0*Hea;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  17, 1755 

Xegotiaiions  with  the  Telephone  Companies, 
Question,  Mr.  Watt;  Answer.  The  Post* 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  3,  550 

New  Postage  Stamps^Repori  of  the  Committee 
upon  Stamps,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Feb,  3  540 

Parcels  Post  between  Frattee  and  Egypt, 
Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Ueaton ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  F«5  1, 
388 

Savings  Bank-^ Limit  of  Deposits,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  17,  1768 

Stationery  Clerks  in  Surveyots'  Branch, 
Question,  Mr.  Cohh  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  3,  549 

Mail  Contracts 

AtiStralian  Mail  Contract g.  Question,  Mr. 
Uennikcr  Ueaton ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Rnikes)  Feb  3,  552 

Conveyance  of  Mails  to  New  York,  Qoestions, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  4,  639  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gourlej,  Mr.  Whitlej  ;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes),  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georg« 
Uamilton)  Feb  7.  761 

Conveyance  of  Mails  to  the  Gambia,  Questions, 
Mr.  M* Arthur,  Lord  CUud  Hamilton :  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo* 
nies(Sir  Ucnry  Holland)  Jan  31,  270 

Tblbguaph  Department 

Foreign  Telegraph  Stations,  Question,  Mr. 
Stafeley  Hill ;  Answer,  Tho  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Uaiket)  Feb  S,  877 

The  Submctrine  Telegraph  Company,  Question, 
Mr.  Montagu;  Answer,  The  PostnKister 
Genoral  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  7,  758 


PowKE,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  llouso— Rules  of 
Procedure,  Res.  1811,  1815 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  610,  1608 
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PrimOg^tnre  Bill  {Mr.  Courtney 

Kenny,  Mr.  Courtney^  Mr,  Milnet-OaskeU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  /on  28  [Bill  123] 

Prison  Sites 
Clerkenwell  Prt#on#,Que8tion,Oaptain  Penton  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Bir.  Matthews^  Feb  7,  770 
Bousing  &f  tlie  Working  Clauss,  (^aesUon, 
Mr.  J .  Rowland!  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Departnont  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  7,  769 

Private  Bill  Legislation  Bill 

(Mr.  Craig  Sellar,   Sir  Lyon  Fhyfair,   Mr. 
Howorthf  Mr,   John   MorUy,  Mr.  Arthur 
miiot) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  28  [BiU  107] 

Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  P.  J, 
Fowery  Dr.  Cameron^  Mr.  Molloy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  H  •  Jan  28  [BiU  108] 

Probation  of  First  Offenders  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Belmore) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1'*  Jan  28  (No.  8) 

BUI  withdrawn  •  Feb  14 


3«o. 

Public  Parks  and  Works  (KetropiAs) 

Bill         (Mr.  David  Plunket,  Mr.  Jmekmn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jam  81  [BUI  136] 


Probation  of   First  Offenders   ^Ho. 

Bill  [ml.]  (The  Sari  of  Erne) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  l^^Febli  (No.  20) 


2) 


Pbovand,  Mr.  A.  D.,   Glasgow^  Black- 

friars^  SfC. 

Merchant  Shipping — The  "  Andrew  Johnson  " 
and  the  **  Thirlmere,"  1563 

ParUament^  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1679, 1682 


Pitblie  Funds,  The — Transmission  of  Divi- 
dends 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Joioey  ;    Answer,  The    First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  D.  Smith) 
Feb  Zf  566 

PuBLio  Health  {Questions) 

Contagious  Diseases  Bospitals  in    Garrison 

Towns,  Question,   Mr.  ^C.  T.  D.  Acland  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  8,  807 
Bydrophobia^M.  Fcuteur*s  System,  Question, 

Mr.  CoghUl ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Local    Government    Board   (Mr.    Ritchie) 

Feb  8, 880 
Insanitary    Condition    of  Battersea    Park, 

Question,  Mr.  Bonsor ;  Answer,  The  First 

Commissioner   of    Worka    (Mr.    Piunket) 

Feb  10,  1080 
The  Sutton  Cemetery,  Question,  Mr.  Aithur 

O'Connor;   Answer,   The  President  of 'the 

Local    Goirernment    Board   (Mr.    Ritohls) 

Feb  1,39 


Public  Record  OJHee^InsFoctum  of  Irisk 
Eeeords 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Russell  ;  Answer,  TW 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  17, 17d9 

Public  Trostee  Bill 

(Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Sir  Albert  JtoUit,  Mr. 
JSdward  Bueeell,  Mr.  Amiertem) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  /an  38  [Bm  Ifl] 

ftaarries  Bill  (Mr.  Tkoma*  MUke, 

Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  CoU,  Mr. 
Abraham  (Glamorgan) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Jan  38  [BUI  58] 

Quarries  Begulation — LegisUtiom 
Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmcat 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  l\,  1336 ;  Qisetisi. 
Mr.  Broadburst ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  ef 
State  for  the  Home  Departaest  (Mr. 
Matthews)  1*06  14, 1399 

Queen,  The  —  Celebration  of  fko  JuMos 
Tear 
Clerks  and  other  BmploySs  in  the  Civil  Sermee^ 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler ;  Answer,  Tbe 
First  Lord  of  the  Treaswy  (Mr.   W.  H« 
Smith)  Feb  17, 1775 
The    Volunteers,  Question,   Colooel   Lawir; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stenhope)  Feb  17,  1749 

Eaikss,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  (PostmMtar 

General),  Cambridge  Vnioeroitg 
Post  OflBce— Questions 

Conveyance  of  Amerieao  Mails,  761,  763 
Dismissal  of  Female  Clerks,  1896 
Distribution  of  Trade  Samples  tbrocfk  the 

Belgian  Poet  Office,  1754 
Foreign  Telegraph  Sutiona,  877 
Imperial  Penny  Poatage,  8tS 
Inreetments  in  Ooremneat  ScearilMt  si 

Small  Sums,  1753 
Letter  Carriers'  Good  Ooodooi  Bttdgea,  76* 
Money    Order   Office    RmoiiUmom  §t%m 

Australia,  1755 
Negotiations    with  the  Telepbooe    Ceai- 

panics,  550 
New  Postage  Stamps — Report  of  tka  Com- 
mittee upon  Stamps,  541 
Newspapers — Post    Office    Act,    1876  — 

Newspaper  Act  and    Registratioo  Act, 

1881, 1315 
Parcels  Post  between  France  Mid  EgypCt 

389 
Postal    Communication   with    the    Oslsr 

Hebrides,  538 
Post    Office   Contracts— Australian     Mafl 

Contracts,  553  : — CosreyaMe  of  Maftla 

ta  New  York,  639 
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Raikm,  Right  Hon.  U.  C— eonl. 

Pott  OflBce  SaTingtf  Bank — Limifc  of  Pc- 

potiU,  1768 
Stationery  Clerks  in   SarTeyors*  Branch, 

660 
Sabmarine  Telegraph  Company,  758 
Telegraph  Serfioe— Case  of  Patrick  Ward, 
1399 
Poit  OflBce  (Ireland)— Qaest ions 

Accommodation  at  Grnngegeith  and  Slane, 

541 
ImproTed  Postal  Service  at  Kinsale,  638 
Postal  Accommodation  at  Newry,  1395 
Sub- Postmaster  of  Garteen,  Co.  Galway, 
1214 
Railways  (Ireland)— The  Dublin''  Loop  Lino  " 
Scheme,  771 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  Bill 

e,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 

Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  15, 1571 

Bailwaj  Regnlation  Bill    (ifr,  chunmng, 

Mr,  Arthur  AeUmd^  Mr.  BroadhurMt,  Mr* 
Fenwiek,     Mr,    John    Ellii,    Mr,    Charlet 
Parker,  Mr,  Jaeoby,  Mr,  Lawton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  9S  [Bill  126] 

Railways — Return  of  Rates  for  Carriage 
of  English  and  Foreign  Produce 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Uartland  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary   to  the   Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
llenry  de  Worms)  7aft  31,  272 

Railways — Railway  Brakes 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Ilouse, 
*'  Return  of  tho  number  of  servants  in  the 
employ  of  each  railway  company  who  are 
regularly  on  duty  for  more  than  twelve  hours 
•onsecntively "  (The  Earl  De  La  Warv) 
Feb  14,  1354 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Basoh,  Major  F.  0.,  Essex,  8,E, 

Dome  Defences  —  Garrisons  of  the    Thames 

Porta,  549 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1150,  1151 

BatiBg  of  Machinery  Bill 

{Sir  Bemhard  SamueUon,  Mr,  KmwUb,  Mr, 
Peaeock,  Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  2  [Bill  148] 

Bbdmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford,  N. 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice —The  Jury  System- 
Challenges  In  Criminal  Cases.  1218 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1282 

Rbdmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh, 
N. 

Ireland— Evictions— Glenbeigh  Evictions,  167 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  119,  121,  175,  505,  701,  702,  703, 
1048  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1057, 1107 


Eebd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  1791 

Eegistration  of  Voters  Bill 

{Mr.  Stanefeld,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  Charles 

Buseell) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"*  Jan  28  [Bill  43] 

Eegigtration  of  Voters  Bill 

( Viscount  Bbrington,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr,  Lewis 

Fry,  Mr,  Pitt-Lewis) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  F^  2  [BiU  150] 

Beid,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Dumfries,  Sre, 

Ireland— Iaw  and  Justice— The  Jury  Systems- 
Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  1218 

Beligions  Prosecations  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr*  Courtney  Kenny,  Mr,  lUingworth,  Mr, 
Coleridge,  Mr.  Crossley) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  V* 
Jan  28  [I^ill  9^] 

Bepresentation  of  the  People  Bill 

(ifr.  (yBea,  Mr.  Timothy  Marrington,  Mr, 
Chanee,  Mr,  Realy,  Mr,  M*  Car  tan) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Jan  28  [Bill  40] 

Betnming:  Officers*  Expenses  (Scotland) 

Biill  {Mr.  Proband, 

Mr,  Hunter,  Mr,  J.  Bolton,  Mr.  Wallace, 
Mr,  Watt,  Mr.  M'Ewan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Jan  28  [Bill  9] 

ElBBLESDALE,  Lord 
Parliament— Privilege — **  The  Queen  v.  Lord 
Graves,"  245 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Burmah  (Upper)—The    Military  Expedition, 
1748  r-         » 

Parliament — Business  of  the  llouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  Amendt.  178i,  1786 


BiTOHiEi  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Ctovemment  Board), 
Tower  Hamlets,  8L  George's 
Commission  on    Agriculture,   1881-2 — Main- 
tenance of  the  Indoor  Poor,  388 
Drainage  of  Lands— Compensation  to  Riparian 

Owners,  1215 
Metropolis,  Distress  in  —  Unemployed  Dock 

Labourers  at  Poplar,  1555 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1604 
Poor  Law  (Metropolis)— Casual  Relief  at  St. 
George's  Workhouse,  879 
Holborn  Workhouse,  1088 

Public  Health  -  Hydrophobia  — M.  Pasteur's 
System,  889 
Sutton  Cemetery,  399 
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BoBEBTSONi  Mr.  E.y  Dundee 

Parliament — Qaeen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  034 

United  States — Tlie  Ilomestead  and  Exemp- 
tion Laws,  548 


Bod  Fishing  (Scotland)  BiU 

(lf;\  Laituy  Brown,  Mr,  Hunter,  Mr,   Wallace, 
Mr,  Donttld  Crawford,  Mr.  Anffus 
Sutherland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l«  •  Jan  B\  [Bill  143] 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.|  Finshury^  E, 
Admiralty — "Old  and  UnserTioeable  Stores/' 

1086 
Prison  Sites^IIousingof  the  Working  Classes, 
769 

BowNTREBy  Mr.  J.,  Searhorotigh 
Fisberj  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 
Beam  Trawling,  773 

BussBLL,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  8, 

Public   Record    OflBce  —  Inspection  of  Irish 
Records,  1752 

BussELL,  Sir  G.|  £erh,  Wokingham 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  133 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  8. 
Ireland — Land — Glebe  I^tnd  Tenants,  895 
Law  and  Justice — The  Assizes — Ordinary 
Jurors,  646  ; — Intimidation   of  Jurors, 
1241 
Land   Law  (Ireland)   Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  785 
Lighthouse  Illuminants — Experiments  at  the 

South  Foreland,  266 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House   (Rules 

of  Procedure),  Res.  1819 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  462 

St.  Alban8|  Duke  of 

Police  Acts  (Ireland)— Ck>rporution  of  Limeiick, 
Extra  Polioe,  1503 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Idqnors  on  Saturday 
(Ireland)  Bill         (ifr.  r.  ir,  Busseii, 

Mr.  JohfutoH,  Mr.  Lea) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Jan  28  [Bill  1 14] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill  (•V'**  Jitntea  Stcveneon,  Mr, 

Charles    Wilson,   Mr,   Walter  Jamet,    Mr. 
CozcnS'Sardy) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Jan  28  [Bill  41] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(No.  2)  Bill  {.Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Sir 

Charles  Fainter,  Mr,  Isaac  Wilson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  /ait  28  [Bill  07] 


{INDBZ}  SAL  SOH 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundi^ 

(Cornwall)    Bill  {Mr.  Oenyimrt, 

Mr.  Borlase,  Sir  John  St.  Anhyn,  Mr.  C  T, 
Dyke  Aeland^    Mr.    Biekford-Smtth,    Mr, 
Courtney) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  31  [BiU  139] 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment  BiU 

{Mr.  Lea,  Sir  James  Corry,  Mr,  John  Blmks,  Mr. 
Ewart,  Mr,  John  Redmond,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rmeeett) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  *  Jan  28  [Bill  105j 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ulster)  BiU 

{Mr,  Johnston,  Mr.  T,  W,  RnssHl,  Mr. 

J)e  Cobain) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolattoa  agiwed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  :  read  1*  * 
Jan  28  [KU  3S] 

S  ALiSBURY,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 
Glebe  Lands,  IR.874 
Iddesleigh,  The  Late  Earl  of,  6 
Ireland,  State  of— Legislation,  1375 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddreM  in  An* 

swer  to,  29,  31 
Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  DanrareD,  Per- 
sonal Eiplanation,  1725 
Women's  Suffrage,  2R.  Amendt.  257 

Sandys,  Colonel  T.M.,Zif#w««A«>f,  5. IT., 
Bootle 
Ireland — Evietions— Efietion    at     RathkeaW. 
646 

Sanitation  of  Houses  (MetropoUs)  Bill 

(Mr.  Bixon-Sartland,  Mr.  TomUnmtt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Jan  31  [Bill  145] 

SAUin)BRS0N,  (3olonel  E.  J.,  Armani,  if. 
Ballot  Aet  (1872)  Amendment,    Moumi    kr 

LeaTO,  379 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  ia  An- 
swer  to,  Motion  for  AdjoammMt,  145,  ITS, 
175,703,1188,1195 

School  Board  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

\Mr,  M'Laffan,  Mr.  Shiress    WiU,  Mr.  LmemU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  28  [BiU  59] 

School  Board  for  London  (Pensiont)  BUI 

{Sir    Richard    TempU,  Sir  Gwyer  Hmmttr^  Sir 
Vghtred  Kay^ShuttUworth,  Mr.  M'Arikwr, 
Mr,  Francis  Potcell,  Mr.  Grnt-Dmie) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  /<ih  28  [Bill  ft] 


School  Fees  (Non-Paupers) 

{Mr.  Llewellyn,  Sir  Richard  r^yel,  Mr. 
Mobhotise,  Mr.  Wkilmore,  Mr.  Qnilitr) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  /oji  28  [BUI  ISS; 
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BoBWAHiTi  Mr.  0.  £.|  ManehsMter^  N. 
F^liament — Queen's  Speeob,  Addreu  in  An- 
•wer  to,  430 

Scotland — Secretary  for,  ftc.  {ses  Bal- 
four, Bight  Hon.  A.  J.) 

flcOTLAKD  ( QuMtiOm) 

Crofters'  {S^loHd)  AH—Sheep  Farms  atid 
Deer  FareeUf  Qaestioo,  Dr.  R.  M«cdomild  ; 
Answer,  The  Seoretiry  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A. 
J;  Balfour)  Feb  10, 1083 

Croflers*  Commistum  —  Lewis  and  Stye 
Crofters,  Qoestioo,  Dr.  R.  Macdonald  ;  An- 
swer, The  Seeretarj  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoor)  Feb  10,  1085 

The  8kye  Crofters,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfonr)  Feb  W,  inOi^Skerif  Ivory, 
Qoestion,  Dr.  Clark;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdTocAte  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Jan  31, 
Wl 

JHstrets  in  Lanarkshire,  Question,  Mr. 
Cunninghame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
*(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  15, 1559 

ParUamentarjf  Elections  —  PolUng  Places, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Thorhorn  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
Feb  15, 1566 

Past  Cjfiee^Postal  Communication  mih  the 
Outer  Hebrides,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  3, 538 

Prisons^Death  of  a  Prisoner  in  Calton  Oaol, 
JSdinburgh,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Cameron ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Feb  15, 1550 

ReducUon  t*f  Rents  —  Trustees  of  landed 
Estates^  Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  ;  An* 
•wer,  The  Lord  AdTocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  Feb  4,  645 

The  Truck  Acts^Mtnes  cuid  Works  in  Scot- 
Umd,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Bradiaugh ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
MTtment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Jan  81,  260 

thB  Western  Islands  —  Procurators  Fiscal, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Jan  31, 
269 

SoucATioir  DspABTacBNT  (Scotland) 

Xlementary  Schools  and  University  Teaching, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  7, 
754 

hensie  Public  School,  Questions,  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  i,  640;  Feb  10, 
1100;  Questions,  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  Mun- 
della ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  14, 1404 

Poor  and  School  Rates  in  Skye,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
hind  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  8,  877 

State* Aided  and  Non- State- Aided  Schools, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  Feb  10, 
1083 

[eonk 


SC0TLAHI>«-€0ll/. 
FiSHBRIBS   (SCOTL/Lyp) 

Fishery  Board-^Loans  to  Crofting  Parishes^ 
Question,  Mr.  C.  S.  Parker  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  SeotUnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor) 
Feb  4.  655 

Salmon  Fishing —  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts,  Qnat  • 
tioo,  Mr.  Thorburn;  Answer,*  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  17, 
1770 

Sea  Fiskings  (Scotland)  Act—DefoeHte^Opera^ 
tion.  Question,  Mr.  Eraser  •  Mackintosh ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr* 
A.  J.  Balfonr)  Feb  10,  1080 

Law  and  Justicb  (Scotland) 

Robert  flume,  a  Maniacal  Prisoner,  (Question, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  11,  1210 

Myles  Martin,  Crofter,  a  Prisoner  in  Inverness 
Oaol^  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Iloma  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  15, 1552 

Selborns,  Earl  of 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Comm.  el,  2,  1063  : 
Report  add,  el.  1727 

Glebe  Unds,  IR.  875 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  37 

Select  Vestries 

e.  Bill,  proformA,  read  1*  Jan  27 

Settled  Land  Acts  Bill 

{Mr,  Elton,  Sir  John  Ketmaway,  Mr,  Puleston, 

Mr*  Tomlinson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jan  28  [Bill  63] 

Sblwik-Ibbetson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 

Essex,  Epping 

EcclesUstical  Commissioners  —  Churchyard 
Bottom  Wood,  Highgate,  642 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Amend- 
ments to  the  Address,  1413 

Sslwyn,    Captain  0.    W.|    Camhridge^ 

Wiebeaeh 
Income  Tax— The  Married  Women's  Property 
Act,  1750 

Sbton-Karr,  Mr.  H.,  8t.  Helenas 
Conference  of  Colonial  Representatifes— State- 
Directed  Colonisation,  767 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An« 
swer  to,  523 

Sbxtow,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  JF. 
Ballot   Act  (1872)  Amendment,    Motion  for 

Leave,  379,  380 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  385,  386;  3R.  1510 
Ireland — Questions 

Armagh  Town  Commissioners— Audit  of 

Accounts,  891 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  538 
ETiotions— Notices  to  Relie?ing  O (Boers— 
The  Glenbeigh  Erictions,  554,895 
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Sbxton,  Mr.  T.— conf. 

Irish  Land  Aofc,  1870~f  he  Bright  Clauses, 

538 
Irish  Land  Commission,  15^0 
Local  Coirrts  of  Bankruptoj,  639 
Post    OfSoe    Contracts  —  Conveyance    of 

Mails  to  New  York,  C39 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Detective  Con- 
stable Kerr,  886,  886 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Bcl&st 
—Questions 
Belfast  Private  Act,  1866, 1766,  1767 
Constabulary,  803 

Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  169,  273 
Ireland— Law  and  Justioc-i-Questions 
Jurors  in  Criminal  Cases,  388 
«*  Queen  V.  Dillon,"  1091 
Ulster    Winter    Assizes  —  Conviction    of 
M*Grath,  766 
Parliament— Now  Rules  of  Procedure  (1883) 
— Rule  2— Adjournment  of  the  House,  1778 
'  Parliament — Order— Disallowance    of    Ques- 
tion lis  to   Lord   Cooper's  Commission  on 
Irish  Land,  763,  764 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 
swer  to,  027 ;    Motion    for    Adjournment, 
1197,  1242,  12C0.  1273,  1712,  1861 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 
636 

Bheil,  Mr/E.,  Afeath,  8. 

Ireland— Registration  of  Voters  Act,  1886-^ 
Payment  of  Officials,  1765 

Shipwreck  Bill 

(Ifn  Boward  Vincent ^  Sir  Edward  Birkheek) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  120] 


Bhibley,  Mr.  W.  S.,'  Yorhhire^  TT.R.^ 
Doneaster 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech — Address  in  An- 
swer to,  132 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Army — Military  Armaments  and  Organisation, 
163 


Sites  for  ChnrclieSy  ftc.  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr,  Byme^  Mr,  Maed&ttflld,  Mr,  Sheehy,  Mr, 

Jordan^  Colonel  Nolan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jam  31  [Bill  144] 

Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr,  Sinelair,  Mr,  Thorbum, 

Mr,  Watt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Jan  28  [Bill  42] 

SmaU  Holdings  BiU 

(Mr,  Jetee  Callings,  Mr.  Robert  Beid,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr,  Burt  J  Mr,  Broadhuret,  Mr,  Newnety  Mr. 
'     Flo\va\  Mr,  Winterbotham^  Mr,  Pitt- Lewis) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jan  23  [BiU  112]      | 


Smith,  feight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Strand^  We^t- 
minster 

Bulgaria—Correspondence,  1670 

Cbanoellor  of  the  Exoheqoer— Time  of  Takisf 

Seat  in  this  nonse»  ]70 
Charitj    Commissioners ^Non-RepreteDtatifs 

Bodies,  164 
Charity    CommistioD    Sebemes — ElectiiHi   tf 

Trustees,  656 
Cifil   Service 'Suspension  of  AppointaeBti, 

1105 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Inda«ir7->Coii  of 

the  Commission,  1571 
Employers*  Liabilitj  Acts,  268 
Iddesleigh,  The  Late  Earl  of,  73 
Inland  Uevecue— Curiage  Tax  and  Gaa  Tax, 
260 
Income  Tax<— Foreign  Firma,  656 
Ireland — Emigration— Parliamontary    Grants, 
1882-3, 1240 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1570 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — OcdiS- 
cation  of  the  Criminal  Law,  363 
The  Revised  Statutes— Issue  of  a  New  and 
Cheap  Edition,  262 
Metropolis— Renewal   of  the  Coal  and  Wiae 

Does,  265 
Parliament— Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  145, 1648  ; — Amend- 
ments to  the  Address,  1412,  1414 
Elections — Sessional  Orders,  56 
Parliamentary    Procednre  —  **  Blockinfj" 

1105 
Publication  of  Eyidenee,  556 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addren  in  An- 
swer to,  110, 119,  454,  473,  632,  723,  1117. 
1358,  1599,  1647,  1712,  1832,  1846.  1853 
Parliament— Rules  of  Procednro— Notice  of 
Motion,  57,  714  ;  Res.  1778,    1789,  1794, 
1802,  1825 
Public  Funds — Transmission  of  DivMends,  557 
Purchase  of  Land  Act,  1885— Amount  of  Ad- 

▼ances,  1411 
Qneen*s    Jubilee    Celebration—  Clerks    and 

other  Employ^  in  the  Civil  Servioe,  1775 
Resignation  of  the  Right  Uoo.  Lord  Randeipk 

Ghurchill,  Personal  Explanation,  70,  Tl 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff — Expenaet  of  Hii 

Mission,  1410,  1411 
Stationery  Office- Copyright  hs   Gofommnnl 

Publications,  1774 
Trade  and  Commerce — International  Coofier* 

ence  on  the  Sugar  Bounties,  1775 
Treasury  and  the  Bank  of  England,  ItS 
Tmstee    Savings    Banks— Biskop    Stortfot^ 

Bank,  1776 :— Cardiff  Bnnk«  1409,  1416 
Ways    and    Means— Financial    StatMMni — 
Local  Taxation,  897 

SiriTH,  Mr.  S.,  Ifmiihire 
India    (Bombay)  —  Abstinence    from    Strang 
Drink,  1230 
Burmah— Military  Operations— Coat  of  tke 
War,  1236 

Bmith-Babry,  Mr.  A.  H.  Bmii^  8. 

Ireland — Crime    and    Ootrago^KoonJ^ghters 

at  Millstrecl,  Co.  Cork,  1213 
Parli.imont  — Queen's  Speech,  AdJreas  in  An* 

swer  to,  llOt) 


sol:     sta 


(SESSION     1887  ) 
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STA         STA 


Sdlidtort'  Auuial  Certificate  Duty  Bill 

(JTr.  O'JSrMy  Mr,  Dwyr  Chrtty,  Mr,  S&xton,  Mr- 

A,  O* Connor t  Mr,  Deaty) 
0.  Ordered  ;  rood  1»  •  Jan  28  [Bill  135] 

Sdlidtorf  (Ireland)  Bill  [n.L] 

{The  Lord  FiizgerM) 

JL  PreMDted :  read  I*  •  Feb  1  (No.  12) 

^  Read  9»,  after  ihorl  debate  Feb  10»  1058 

8Quth  Paeifie,  Islands  of  the^lsland  of 
MaUyta^H,M.8.  <*  OpaV 
QaeitioD,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Aniwer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Ilamil- 
Con)  Feb  7,  757  [See  titlo  Mrihern  Paeidc] 

Bpbakbr,   The  (Bight    Hon.    Abthur 

WaLLESLBT    Pkbl),     JFarwiok  and 

Leamington 
Bellatt  Uain  Drainage,  383.  386 
Ireland— Kfiotioni^Glenbeigh  Eriotioni,  166, 
167, 1219 
Law  and    Jaitiee  —  The  Jnrj  System — 
Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases,  1218  ; — 
«*  The  Qaeen  v.  Dillon  and  others/'  1231 
Orkney  Roads,  2R.  1202,  1209 
Parliament— ^QMtions 

Business  of  the  House — Amendments   to 

theAddress,  1413,  1414 
Coutt^  Longford  (Northern  Division)  Eleo- 

tioD — Clerical  Krror,  875 
Diriiion   Lists  —  Correction  of  an  Error, 
1415 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooednre).  Res.  1786,   1793,  1796,   1797, 
1800,  1801, 1811, 1814, 1818,  1819 
Parliament— New  Kules  of  Procedure  (1882)— 
Rule  9  (A<yooniraent  of  the  House),  1777, 

1778 

Parliament  —  New  Writ  for  the  Borongh  of 
Si.  Geoi^'s,  Hanover  Square,  259 

Parliament— Order  —  Disallowance  of  (Ques- 
tion at  to  Lord  Cowper's  Commission  on 
Iriib  Und,  763 

Parliament-^Queen'a  Speech,  77  : — Address 
in  Answer  to,  193,  212,  300,  329.  473,  476, 
687,  702,  729,  733,  803,  843,  979,  1145, 
1195,  1475,  1491,  1600,  1601,  1681,  1712, 
1829, 1880, 1831, 1834,  1846,  1852,  1854 

Sopreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
376  ;  Comm.  634,  036 

Satton  Diatfict  Water,  2R.  1531, 1542 

Spbnobb,  Earl 

.  Ireland — Police   Acts — Corporation  of  Lime- 
•    riclL- Extra  Police,  1507,  1509 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  43 

Stavbofk,  Earl 
Glebe  Lands,  2R.  1495 

STAVH07S,  Bight  Hon.  E.   (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),   Lincolnshire^ 
Sorneaslle 
Armj —  Questions— 

Armj  of  Occupation  (Egypt)— Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  545 

[cQfkf, 


Stanhopx,  Right  Hon.  E,^eont, 

Billet  Money,  1102 

Caso  of  Private  James  Gillen,  1765 

Conversion  of  Horse  and  Field  Artillery, 
651 

Home  Defences— Garrisons  of  the  Thames 
Forts,  549 

Insanitary  State  of  Dover  Barracks,  889 

Issue  of  Kit  Bags,  551 

John  Cameron,  Seaforth  Highlanders^  537 

Medical  Officers,  1559 

Military  Ballooning,  702 

Officers'  Quarters  —  Sale  of  Premises, 
Portsmouth,  occupie<l  by  the  Command- 
ing Officer  of  Royal  Engineers,  755 

Orange  Societies  —  Officers  of  the  Army 
and  Militia,  267 

Ordnance  Department — Defective  Weapons 
— Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets — Ad- 
miralty —  Defective  Sword  Bayonets, 
1098,  1099,  1100  :— The  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  1240;  — The  Leo-Burton  Ma- 
gazine Rifle,  1773 

Practice  in  Use  of  the  Revolver,  1088 

Purchase  of  Horses  for  Army  Purposes, 
1300 

Quartermasters  and  Riding  Masters,  209 

Rifle  Ranges,  1212 

Royal  Horse  Artillery,  272  ;— The  "  Mai- 
wand  Battery,"  773 

Royal  Military  Colleges  at  Woolwioh  and 
Sandhurst,  540,  1402 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Questions 
City  of  Cork  Militia  Artillery,  883 
Militia  (Scotland),  1084 
Monaghan  Militia — Orange  Lodges,  884 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration  —  The  Volun- 
teers, 1749 
Volunteer  Capitation  Committee,  163,  652 
Commons  (Metropolis) — Wandsworth  Common 

Act,  1871— Leasing  of  Land,  547 
Defisnces  of  the  Empire— Coaling  Station  at 
Castries  (West  Indies),  756 
Coaling  Stations  in  the  Eastern  Colonies, 
1569 
Egypt — Questions 

Army  of  Occupation— Health  of  the  Troops, 

393 
Military  Expedition— Scientific  Reports  on 

the  Bondan,  649 
War  Decorations  to  the  English   Troops, 
Troops,  1750 

Navy — Re-testing  of  Cutlasses,  1394 
Public   Health  —  Contagious  Diseases  Acts- 
Contagious  Diseases  Hospitals  in  Garri- 
son Towns,  897 
Efieets  of  Suspension,  1761 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 

Weights  and  Measures  Act— Sale  of  Coal  in 
the  Midland  Mining  Districts,  886 

Stanley  of  Aldeelbt,  Lord 

India  (Madras)— Covenanted  Civil  Service- 
Land  Speculations— Case  of  Mr.  Sullivan. 
741 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department)— Defective 
Weapons— Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets, 
1006 


STA  SUF       .     t  INDEX) 

Stanley  of  Fbeston^  Lord  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade) 

Railwajs— Railway  Brakes,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
tarn,  1858 


flUL 


TAN 


stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Adand,  Sir  John  St,  Aubt/ttf  Mr,  Courtney, 
Viteount  Ebrington,  Mr,  Bfekford'Smifh, 
Mr,  SeaU'Bayne) 

€.  Ordered ;  rend  V  Feb  I  [Bill  1 47] 

Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 
Ireland«-Law  and  Jastice — The  Jury  Sjritom 
—Challenges  in  Oriminal  Cases,  386 

Stationery  Office ^  The — Copyright  in  Oo- 
vemment  Publications 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Maodella;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Feb  17,  1774 

Steam  Boilers  Bill  (Mr,  WiWam 

Abraham,  Mr,  Nolan,  Mr,  Flynn) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jan  28  [Bill  OC] 


Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Crawford,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  WiUiam 
Abraham  {Olamorgan),  Mr,  Piekard,  Mr, 
Fenwick,  Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Aeland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  Jan  38  [Bill  78] 

Stbyenson,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Africa   (East)  —  The    London    Conference — 

Saltan  of  Zanxibar,  649 
Madagascar— Ezpalsion  of  — -  Wilkinson, 

1558 
Northern  Paoiflo— E?aouation  of  Port  Hamil- 
ton, S89 

Stswabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kiricudlright 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1482 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pensions)  Bill 

(Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr.  Eastiftgi,  Mr.  Godson) 
€,  Ordered ;  read  l"*  Jan  28  [Bill  116] 

Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditchy  ffoxton 
Nataralization  of  Aliens— Fees,  640,  650 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  500,  720 

Stobet,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 
Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1103 

Soffiragans'  Nomination  Bill 

{Mr.  Tomlinton,  Mr,  John  Talbot,  Mr.  Powell, 
Baron  Dimedale,  Admiral  Field,  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered:  read  l^* 
Jtin  28  [BUI  102] 


SuLLiYAVy  Mr.  D.,  WMmeaih^  8. 

Ireland— Royal  Irish  ConiUbnlaiy— Ex-Cob- 
stable  Martin  Joyce,  680 


Snpreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 

Bill  (Sir  Miehael  Hii^e^Bcmk^ 

Mr.  Jaekion) 

e.  Motion  for  I^fe  {Sir  Miehael  Bieks-Bmek) 
Jan  28,  227  :  after  short  debate,  QaettiM 
pat,  and  agreed  to;  Bill  ordered ;  read  I** 
[BUI  1] 

Mofed,  ''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  f*" 
Jan  81,365 ;  after  debate,  Qaettion  pat,  and 
agreed  to 

Mofed,  **That  the  BUI  be  eommittcd  for  To- 
morrow," 378 ;  Amendt.  to  leave  oot  **  To- 
morrow," insert  *'this  day  fortnight "  (ifr. 
Chance)  ;  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Origtaal 
Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  committed 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That  this 
House  wUl,  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee"  Feb  8,  632 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  *' To-morrow,** 
«<  Thursday  next "  {Mr.  Chance)  r. : 
tion  proposed,  **  That  To-morrow,  4e. :  '* 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  agreed 
to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Coamittse 
deferred 

SuTHBKLAND,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  io  Aa- 
swer  to,  1502 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Oreenock 
^S7?^ — ^^^  ^aea  on  Shipping,  1561 

Sutton  District  Water  BiU  {by  Order) 
c.  Moved,  "Thai  the    BiU   be  now  read  S^" 
(Sir  Charles  FarUer)  Feb  15, 1526 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot "  now,"  add  ^  noe  t^ 
day  six  months"  {Mr.  Arthur  (fCmum)  : 
Qoestion  proposed,  •«  Thai  <  nam,*  At.  ;  * 
after  debate.  Moved,  "Thai  ibe  Debate  be 
now  MUoamed  "  {Mr.   T.  P.  (TCemmm) ; 
Question   pat ;    A.  00,   N.  224  ;    M.  125 
(D.  L.  7) 
Original    Qoestioa    again   proposed,    1542; 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Original  Qoestkw  p«l, 
and  agreed  to ;  BiU  read  2* 

SwiNBURKB,  Sir  J.,  Stsffforishire,  Zeeh/Uld 
Charity    Commission    Scheme  —  Flrotiwi  ef 

Trustees,  555 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  AddroM  in  An- 
swer to,  617 

Tanner,  Dr.  C,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Admiralty— Dry  Dock  (OaalbowUoe),  1160 
•*  Old  and  Unserviceable  Stoma."  1607 
Army  (AnxUiary  Forces)— City  of  Cork  IIIBifa 

Artillery,  883 
India— Income  Tax  on  TraveUiag  itUnwwi, 

761 
Ireland— Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage— MoonUghtert  ai  Mil* 

street,  Co.  Cork,  1213 
Dispensary  Districts^MoUlseeb,  Iff 
Evictiont— Gknbeigh  E?ielieiia»  106 
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TimriB,  Dr.  0. — cont. 

Law  and  PoUoe-^Millitreet  Petty  Sessions 

—Sergeant  Moronejr,  15i7 
Post  Office — Sab- Postmaster  of  Gurteen, 
Go.Galwaj,  1314 
Metropolis  (Parks)— Regent's  Park— Dismissal 

of  a  Constable,  891 
Parliament— Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  212,  625, 963, 1151 

Technical  Edacation  (Day  SchoolB)  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Soteoe,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,   Mr, 
Dixon^  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Itiihard  TempU) 
e.  Ordered ;  road  1»  •  Jon  28  [BUI  56] 

Technical  Education  (Ireland)  BUI 

iMr.  Hooper,  Mr.  SemUm,  Mr.  T.  D,  Sullivan, 
Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  Dwyer  Oray) 
e.  Ordered ;  road  l""  •  /on  28  [Bill  50] 

Temple,  Sir  E.,  Wbresstsr,  EvMham 
Parliameni— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  681 

Thames  Pr$i0rvaUon  Aet,  1885 — Canser* 
vancy  Bye-Zaws 
Qaestion.Mr.  Story.AIaskeljrne  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  8,  876 

Theatres  (Metropolis)  Bill  (ifr. 

Diwm^EarUamd,  Mr,  WoodaU,  Mr.  Letwoon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  28  [BiU  15] 

Thobbxtbn,  Mr.  W.,  PeehUt  and  Selhirh 
Scotland— Parliamentary  Elections  —  Polling 
Places,  1566 
Salmon  Fisheriw— Tweed  Fisheries  Acts, 
1770 

Thrino,  Lord 

Appellate  Jorisdiction,  Comm.  cL  1, 1061 

Tobacco  Cnltivation  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Ffynn,  Mr,  Ttter  MDonald,  Mr.  Pyne, 

Mr.  Maym) 
<7.  Ordered ;  road  l^"  • /oil  28  [Bill  64] 

ToMLiNSOKi  Mr.  W.  E.  M.>  Freiton 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1185 

ToRBiKOTON,  Yisoonnt 

Parliament— Qneen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  18 

Toiffn  BoUUngs 
Select  Committee  ro-appointed  Jan  28,  242 
Mo? ed,  '*  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Town 
Holdings  do  consist  of  Twenty  Members " 
Colonel  yblan)  Feb  7,  868 ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  agreed  to ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 869 

VOL.    OOOX.       [thIBD  8BBIE8.] 


Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depresmn  of-^ 
Cost  of  the  Commmion 
Question,  Mr.  II.  Gardner:  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Feb  15, 1571 

Trade  and  Commerce — International  Con* 
ferenee  on  the  Sugar  Bounties 
Question,  Mr.  Kimber;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Feb  15, 1560  ;  Question,  Colo- 
nel Hill ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  17, 1775 

Trade  and  Labour,  Statietiee  of—Lalouir 

Bureaux 
Question,  Lord  Eloho;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Feb  14, 1407 

Tbeasubt— First  Lord  {eee  Smith,  Eight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbeasubt — Secretary  to  (m^  Jackson, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Tbeasubt — Secretary  to  {eee  Douglas, 
Mr.  A.  Akebs-) 

Treasury,  The,  and'tke  Bank  of  England 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jan  28, 
162 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill  {Mr.  chanee, 

Mr.   Oilhooly,   Mr.    Marum,   Mr,    P.    J. 
(ySrien,  Mr.  Sheehan,  Sir  Joseph  MKenna) 
c.  Ordered :  read  !<>  •  Jan  28  [Bill  110] 

Truck  BiU  {^r.  Brailaugh, 

Mr.    Wmrmingion,   Mr.   John  JSUie,   Mr. 

Arthur  WiUiam»,Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr, 

BetUmoni) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  roported  ;  BiU  ordered ;  read  1®  * 
Jan  28  [BiU  109] 

Truck  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr. 

Edmund  Bobertson) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  roported ;  BiU  ordered ;  read  \^  * 
Jan  28  [BiU  21] 

Trustee  80/vings  Bonis 

The  Bishop  Stortford  Bank,  Question,  Mr. 
RoweU ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  17, 1775 

The  Cardiff  Bank,  QuestioiiB,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  14, 1409 
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